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The House met at 2:00 p.m.

MR. SPEAKER (Lush):
Order, please!

MR. K. AYLWARD:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Stephenville.

Member fFor

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

I would like to ask the House of
Assembly today 1if we could send a
message of condolences to the
Family of Mr. Earle White From
Stephenville. Mr. Earle White was
the Municipal Town Clerk in the
Town of Stephenville For many
years and recently passed away.
He was part of the Municipal
Administrative Association of the
Province. I would like to ask the
hon. House to send a letter of
condolences to his family.

MR. SPEAKER:
e Chair will acquiesce bto the
request from the hon. Member.

Statements by Ministers

PREMIER WELLS:

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
fThe hon. the Premier.

PREMIER WELLS:

Mr. Speaker, I want to acdvise the
House that upon careful review of
the Report of the Auditor General
submitted Lo iy colleaqgue, the
President of Treasury Board, in
January of this vyear, Governnent
has determined that it is
appropriate and necessary to order
a Public Enquiry pursuant to the
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terms of The Public Enquiries Act

into Government's involuement witkh
Newfoundland Enviroponics Limited
and its associated companies.

Between May of 1987 when the
original heads of agreement were
approved by Government and June of
1989 when the assets of
Newfoundland Enviroponics Limited
were sold, the Province of
Newfoundland expended sums in
exXcess of $20 million in
furtherance of the proposal of M.
Philip Sprung. The Auditor
General has reviewed the
transactions and provided a report
to Government which expresses deap
concern aboult agreements enbered
into, advances of monies, conduct
of business and possible breaches
of provincial statutes.

In light of these wvery serious
concerns and the Audilkor General's
inability to obtain portions of
critical records, and here L
disown the word 'my', Mr. Speaker,
in the printed text, it 1s not
"my' Government, Government, hecs
concluded that only a properly
constituted Public Ernquiry will
answer Lhe mnany gquestions
concerning Governmenl's
involvement wilth these companies.

I have requested the Minister of
Justice and Attorney General of
the Province to confer with the
Chief Justice of the I'mial
Division of the Supreme Courlt of
Newfoundland to nominate a Trial
Division Judge to undertake the
Enquiry. When arrangemenlts have
been fFinalized, 1 will table a
copy of the Commission 1n  this
House . However, 1T c¢an now advise
you thalt the Terms of Reference
will direct the Commissioner Lo
hold an enquiry into Lhe following
matters: To enquire into the
involvement of the Governmenl of
Newfoundland and Labrador and any
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of dts agencies or corporations
with Sprung Sales Limited, Sprung

Environmental Space Enclosures
Limited, or NewFoundland
Envirponics Limited anc in
particular to determnine (a)
whether the expenditure of and

accounting For, Government
financial and other assistance was

in all respects proper, and
properly managed and accounted
for; (b) whether any Acts and
Regulations - of the Province of
Newfoundland were not complied
with; (¢) whether or not there
were breaches of any of the
arrangements or agreements between
the Government and any of the
companies; (d) whether there was
any other aspect of governmnental
involvement 1in Lhe matter that
should be brought to the attention
of the Lieutenant— Governor in
Council.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER: ;
The hon. the Leader af Lhe
Opposition,

MR. RIDEOUT:
Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

I have said before on behalf of wmy
colleaqueas in the official
Opposition that should the Auditor
General's Report to the Government
warrant any further dinvestigation
by way of an enquiry, charges to
be laid, or whatever, then
whatever would come out of the
Auditor General's Report should bhe
pursuead according Lo Lhe
appropriate Jlaws of this Province
by the Government of Newfoundland
and Labrador on behalf of tLhe
people of this Province. I ¢do not
know, obviously, what the Auditor
General's Report says, I do not
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have a copy of ib, so 1 cannot
commnent from that perspective. I
can only accept the word of Cthe

Premier that there are
discrepancies that ought to Dbe
further investigated so therefore,
Mr . Speaker, consistent to our
previous positions, we concur with
the judicial enquiry established
by the Government. lLet it get on
with dits work and 1if any further
action is required following the
judicial report we will concur
with that being gotten on with as

well. We have no hesitation in
supporting that and saying

cateqorically that it there was
any wrongdoing let Lthe wrongdoing
he found out, and if Lhere was not
let that bhe found out as well.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

Statements by Ministers

Tha hon . the
Leader,

Government. o

MR. BAKER:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

When this Government took office
last May, it was decided that a
thorough reassessment should he
made of the existing practice of

providing hath an
residence and ia
entertaining facilities For the

Premier of the Province with a
view to recducing and
developing a mnore

program Lo provide these

This reassessment has N O bhean
completed, and I wish bto inForm

tLhe House of the decisions reached
by Cabinet.
Ever since Confederation, an
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official residence has bean
provided for the Premier, and for
the past 25 vyears or so the
facilities of a private dining
room For official UIlp
entertainment have bheen provided.
This dining room is located on the
first floor of Confederation
Building. It has not been used
for this purpose since this
Government took office last May.
Instead, the room has been made
available to the Official
Opposition for temporary use as a
caucus room.

During the term of office of
Premier Frank Moores, the property
known as Mount Scio House was
acquired and renovated for use as
the official Premier's residence.
Premier Peckford also lived din
Mount Scio House for a number of
years until changes in his
personal circumstances mace it
more appropriate to reside in a
town house, The rental for this
town house unit wa s paid by
sovernment, and amounted Lo
$19,959.11 in the last year of M-,
PeckfFord's occupancy.

Mount Scio House and the Premier's
town house  were equipped wilh
Furniture, appliances and other
household items at Government
expeanse. In addition, Uthe upkeep
of Mount Scio House included
gardening and grounds keeping,
general repairs and maintenance,
snow-clearing and securilty.

Since Mr. Peckford moved oulb of
Mount Scio House it has been usead
as government offices, occupied by
employees of the Department of
Justice. To restore Lhe building
and its surroundings Lo a private
residence  would cost well over
$100, 000, ang our  study showed
that it would cost an additional
$50, 000 or more per year Lo
operate and maintain.
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In addition to Lhe cost of Mount
Sc¢io House, the Premier's private
dining room cost government
$74,711 din the last year of i1ts
operation.

These were the factors which had
to be considered by & special
Cabinet Committee consisting of
the President of Treasury Board,
the Minister of Works, Services
and Transportation, and the
Minister of Development. The
report of this Conmittee has been
consideread by Cabinet, and Lhe
following recommnendations have
been approved:

1. Mount $Scio House will nolt be
used as Premier's residence
because of the prohibitive cost of
refurbishing and maintenance,
This property will be turned over
to the Pippy Park Conmission for
appropriate public use, probably
as Park Headquarters.

2. The Premier's private dining
room  1in Confederation Building
will be c¢losed permanently, and
Lhe area  will be utilized Mor
other govermnent Gpace
requirements .

For the past 11 months, the
Premier has conductecd
entertainnent and meetings alb his
home , augmented by the use of
hotel Facilities For large groups
and special funclions, and this
sysben has proven Lo be bhoth
adequate For government business
and cost effective.

In place of both an  official
residence such as Mounb Scio House
and the offFicial entertaining
facilities of the private dining
room, Lhe Premier will bhe paid an
annual allowance and will continue
to use his home in place of Lhe
dining room ffor official
entertainment.
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This allowance has been
established as $20,000 per year,
and will result in a savings to
Government of the cost of
refurbishing Mount Scio House,
maintaining the property at more
than $50,000 a year, and operating
the private dining room at
approximately $75,000 a year. The
Premier's allowance 1is, 1in fact,
consistent with the housing cost
benefit provided the former
Premier Peckford in the rental and
operation of the town house.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Leader.

Opposition House

MR. SIMMS:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I thank the Minister for providing
me with a copy of his statement in
advance. I must say at the oulset
there is not much newsy 1in this,
the fact they are announcing the
closing of the dining room, I
think that actually occurred a
year ago or last May somebtime, so
that 1is not very newsy, that
aspect of it.

I wmight say alt Lthe outset there
are those in the Province, I
guess, who do not disagree with
the option of the Premier of the

Province having an official
residence. There are lots of

people who believe that maybe that
should be allocated to a Premier.
I do not think there 1is any bhigqg
argument or disagreement about
that. The problem has been that
particular dssue has always been
Focused on by the press or by

Oppositions in the past or
whatever. And I  think that dis

what distorted the whole dissue.
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Having said that, the issue of the
Premier conducting entertainment
and meetings in his home augmented
by the use of hotel facilities for
larger groups and so on has proved
to be adequate. My only question
on that particular point would be:
does the expenses for those kinds
of things come out of the
$20,000. If so, it would appear
to me that $20,000 1is not very
much. So some of Lthat must be
paid for elsewhere as well. It
you were to book a facility at a
hotel For a large function
obviously that could not come outl
of your $20,000. But maybe
sometime you will get a chance to
clarify 1it.

Secondly, Lthe Mount Scio House as
I understand the statement will
continue to be maintained by
somebody . Presumably Pippy Park
or whichever organization takes it
over, SO there will still e
maintenance costs of whatever 1t
is, estimated at $50,000 a vyear.
Somebody will have to pay thalt and
that somebody, no matlber who uses
the Facility, will be the
taxpayer., So 1 do not know 10 L
is much  of a savings Lo Lhe
Government, although the President
of Mreasury Board likes Lo
indicate ‘that it will bhe Dbig
savings.

It dis wvery interesting to note
that the final sentence in  the
Minister's statement SAYS Lhe
Premier's allowance 1s consistent
wi th the housing cost beneFit
provided to the former Premier in
the rental and operation ofF Gthe
town house.

That d4is wvery interesting. I hey
are now saying Lhat it is
consistent or similar to whalt the
Former Premier had in Lhat
respect, even though, the Lhen
opposition, I think gquite
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frequently used to berate the
former Premier for having a town
house and a number of pictures in
the paper and all the rest of it.
Some Members in particular are
gsitting on that side of Lthe House
in the front benches very close to
the Premier, and were well known
for that kind of thing.

But, Mr. Speaker, suffice it to
say, unlike other oppositions, we
do not dintend to be picky over
this particular dissue about the
Premier's need to entertain and to
be properly reimbursed For
entertaining on official
Governmaent business, and they are
the Government, if that is the way
they want to do it, that is fine,
we have no big argument with it.
The only thing I will say in
¢losing, Mr, Speaker, 1is that it
may suit this particular Premier,
it may be possible For this
particular Premier to entertain din
his own home and so on, maybe Lthe
house 1s large enough for Lthat,
but, I would point out that
obviously some future premier may
be in a diffFerent sel of
circumstances, may have a large
family at home and this kind of
accomnodation might not he
acceptable in those c¢ircumstance,
so I would just point that out,
because one of Lhese days we
expect to have a premier, venry
soon, who will it  inko that
particular category. Somebody
with a large family, with three or
four children at home, and not as
large a house (inaudible).

The hon. the Minister of Works,
Saervices and Transportation.

fhank you, Mr. Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!
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Thanks st lemen. M. Speaker,
recently many vehicle owners 1in
the Province will notice they are
receiving Lheir 1990 renewal
notices for periods of less than a
year, usually six months. Mis
re-staggering of licence renewals
from the heavy volume spring and
summer months to the less busy
months of fall and winter, will
equalize the number of renewals 1in
each month of the yeaar. The
re--staggering process places
vehicle owners into a new expiry
month. Prior to the expiry of Lhe
new assigned registration period,
these vehicle owners will receive
another renewal which will then be
for one year., Motor vehicle
buying patterns show Lthe spring
months are Lthe heaviest purchasing
months, while the autumn months
show a decreasing number of
purchases . Re-staggering of the
licence renewal will distribute
renewal work throughout the year
equally. This will alleviate the
long line-ups experienced abt Molor
Registration Division at the end
of  these busy monlths. [ would
like to remind vehicle owners Lhat
it is simple to  avoild rencwal
line-ups. Using the I
eliminates the need to wvisit the
Motor Registration office in
person. Those who do wvisit Ghe
office are encouraged Lo renew
parly in the month before the last
minute rush to renew al the end of
each and every month.

Renewal applications received by
mail by the 22 of the month can
generally bhe processead and
returned to the vehicle owners by
the end of the month,

Consideration is now been given Lo
permiltting licence renewal fees Lo
be paid at chartered banks. This
will enable this service Lo be
avail at all chartered bank

No. 18 (Alternoon) R%



branches,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. R. AYLWARD:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member for Kilbride.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. R. AYLWARD:
Thank vou very much, Mr. Speaker.

Let me start at the end of this
statement first the chartered
bank option is a good one and 1is
going to be helpful to people in
this Province. But, Mr. Speaker,
I do not think the people in Eagle
River have to many chartered
banks . And I am sure the people
in Torngat Mountains do not have
very many chartered banks, Mr.
Speaker, and the south coast of
the Province do not have very many
chartered banks so 1t is not qoing
to help them very much. Rut +if it
is more convenient For the public,
Mr. Speaker, maybe it 1s worth
being considered. But during the
Estimaltes hearings a couple of
days ago, when the Minister's
Estimates were up For scrutiny, I
asked the Minister how many of his
existing staff would now be fired
because of this, and he has no
idea what effect this
privatization of motor vehicle
licences will have on his stalf,
Mr. Speaker.

There 1is one other thing. I did
ask before why the $2 mnillion
increase in vehicle and driver's
licence renewals or From the
general revenue 1in Lthe Budget, why
there would be a $2 million
increase this vyear, Mr. Speaker?
And I did not get an answer From
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the Minister in his Estimates
hearings because he did not know,
Mr. Speaker. But I did get a call
From some of his staff vyesterday
or today saying that this is
natural growth. Mr. Speaker, this
is a double taxation on the people
of the Prouvince which has been
announced today.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. R. AYLWARD:

The people of this Province will
pay double, Mr. Speaker, for the
registration of their vehicles for
six months dinto this year because
of another tax gral by this
Government which will result din
almost $2 million mo s & taken,
stolen, robbed from the pockets of
the people of this Province and

everyone who owns a car will have
to pay extra monies this year just
Lo get them registered. My,

Speaker, we will see what happens
with the -

AN HON. MEMRBER:
Highway robbery.

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!
The hon. gentleman's time ds up.
MR. R. AYLWARD:

It is too bad, Mr. Speakaer. We
will deal with it at & later time.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Highway robbery!

Oral Questions

MR. RIDEQUT:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:

I'he hon. the Leader ofF the
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QOpposition.

MR. RIDEOUT:

Mr. Speaker, I have a question for
the Minister of Works, Services
and Transportation. Would the
Minister tell the House whether or
not he has received dinstructions
from the Premier ordering him to
investigate circumstances leading
to the hiring of all staff in the
Minister's Department to determine
whether or not any of that staff
are personal friends of other
public employees, former political
appointees, and/or friends or
relatives of the previous
Administration?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Works,
Services and Transportation.

Mr. Speaker, no.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. tLhe
Opposition,

Leader of the

MR. RIDEOUT:
I'hank you, Mr. Speaker.

That was a very categoric answer I
am sure Hansard will reconrd. M.
Speaker, I have the same question
for the Minister of Forestry and
Agriculture. Would the Minister
tell the House whether or not bhe
has received any instructions from
the Premier ordering him Lo
investigate circumstances leading
to the hiring of all staff in his
Department Lo determine, again,
whether any of that staff may have
personal friends in other areas of
the Public Service, may have bean
political appointees, or were
friends or relatives of the former
Administration?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Foreslry
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and Agriculture,

MR, FLIGHT:

The answer 1s a categorical no,
Mr. Speaker.

MR. RIDEOUT:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the lL.eader of the

Opposition.

MR. RIDEQUT:
I am sure, M. Speaker, that
Hansard, again, will record Uthat
that was a very categoric answer.

J L 3
I would Tlike to pose tbthe same
quastion to Lhe Minister of
Finance. I do not think he needs
me Lo repeat 1t. If he does, I
will certainly repeat it. The
Minister has heard the question.
Can the Minister tell the House
whether or not he has received
similar instructions Fir-om the
Premier regarding investigating
staff in the Minister's Department
to determine whether Lhey  cuame
there by having friends din Lhe
Public Service, whether ULhey cuame
because they We e political
Friends of the previous
Administration, or, in Fact,
political appointeas?

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

Mr. Speaker, I find the question a
very strange one. It is somewhat
similar to S OMme ol Lhe other
questions they have been asking
lJately, and I am wondering 1F they
are demented.

Order, please!

The hon. the Leader of the

Opposition.
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MR. RIDEOUT:

Thank you, M, Speaker. The
Minister of Finance, true to form,
did not answer the question, but I
think Hansard will record the
answers that were received from
Ministers, two noes and a maybhe,

I have a question for the
Premier, I refer the Premier to a
memorandum to all Cabinet
Ministers dated July 26, 1989. I
will read the first paragraph for
the Premier. It is this: 'Since
taking office on May 5, this
Administration has been practicing
a strict policy of fairness and
balance,' - those sound like words
the Premier would write, Mr
Speaker - 'in  hiring procedures
and contractual relationships. We
have implemented the policies
which we advocated while we were
in Opposition, and we have done
much to rid this Province of the
blatant patronage system which
plagued our past' - and we commend
the Premier for that. 'T want to
commend all Ministers for their
efforts in this respect.'

M, Speaker, let mne ask Lhe
Premier, din view of the facl that
the Public Service Commission 1is
mandated to do all  hiring for
Government, with the exception of
Deputy Ministers, Assistant Deputy
Ministers, Political support
staff, I guess, and so an, can the
Premier Ltell the House whal new
hiring procedures different From
those which were in place through
the Public Service Commission,
which he has referred to in this
memo, what new procedures have

been implemented since the
Government came to power 1in terms
of hiring through the Public

Service Commission?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier,
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PREMIER WELLS:

Mr. Speaker, I am very happy to
enlighten the l.eader of the
Opposition on the matter. I do
not have the Full memorandum in
front of me, but my recollection
of it is simply this:

When we took office, Mr. Speaker,
we fFfollowed a wvery strict policy
of making appointments on a fair
and balanced and proper bhasis.
Now, in recent days and weeks they
have contended that some Liberals
have been appointed. Does that
not provide some balance? Do Uthey
think everybody din this Province
are Tory's? Obviously ndt. So it
is dnevitable that some people
appointed by the Government will
have a background as Liberals.
But Mr . Speakear, we put this
system into effect to eliminate
this wunfair system thalt was there
hefore.

And it dis not only appointment by
the Public Service Conmission.
What: the former Administraltion
used to do, we have Found, was get
around the Public Service
Commission by appointing people on
a Ltemporary basis. Then, afLer
they got their friends in there on
a temporary basis, they would call

fFor appointment to Fill Lhe
position on a permanent basis and
the person who was there

temporarily, of course, had the
inside track. We thought this was
very unfair and we were concernad
about this.

The nexlt paragraph, which the hon.
the Leader of Lhe Opposition did
not read, what we discovered was
happening ~ 4if I could have the
noise stop, peaople ~would hear Lhe
answenr,

MR. R. AYLWARD:
We know the answer already. It 1is
political patronage,
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MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

PREMIER WELLS:

What we found was happening, Mr.
Speaker, in our effort to get
fairness and balance back into the
system and eliminate the political
prejudice that had been there, the
civil servants started to put the
civil servants' prejudice in and
appoint their friends and
neighbors and connections, so this
letter was written.

The next paragraph says this, and
let me quote from the letter:
"However, there are disturbing
indications that our commitment to
fairness and balance and our
policy of non-interference in
hiring practices may have bheen
abused within the Public Service
and, indeed, may have
inadvertently supported a
patronage network at a different
level, A steacdy stream of reports
have come to this office
complaining of public servants
hiring personal friends, Former
political appointees and friends
and relatives of previous
Administrations, while equally
qualified people of known
affiliation with this Government
have been ignored. If such a
situation exists -~

MR. SIMMS:
(Inaudible) with that that line?

PREMIER WELLS:

I will read it again. "A steady
stream of reports have come Lo
this office complaining of public
servants hiring personal friends,
former political appointees, and
Friends onr relatives of the
previous Administration, while
equally qualified people of known
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affiliation with this Government
have been dgnored.' Now, that was
the steady stream of complaints.

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

PREMIER WELLS:

'"IfF such a situation exists 1in
reality, it 1is totally unfair and
unacceptable and must be dealt
with quickly and severely. No
public servant must be permitted
to abuse -

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!l

I have not done this, bhut I ought
to have. I remind hon. Members of
our Oral Questions, page 11,
Standing Oorder 31 section (c)
which says, "Oral questions must
not be prefaced by the reading of
letters, telegrams, newspapear
extracts or preamhles of any
kind." Hon. gentleman can sce bhe
reason  for that. This 1s nol &
reading c¢linic, 1t 1¢ a Question
Period. Although we have allowed
that, hon. gentlemen should refer
to the document more rabher than
be quoting From it. The Leader of
the Opposition did that, and, of
course, Lhe Premier 1s likewise
responding, I bhelieve the Premier
has answered the question.

The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER WELLS:
With respect, Mr. Speaker, Uthere
are two more sentences that make
the answer complete, and then I
will sit down,

MR, SPEAKER: -
I will allow the Premier Lo read
the two sentences.
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The hon. Lthe Premier.

PREMIER WELILS:

"No public servant must be
permitted to abuse our principles
either for his or her own gain, or
for the benefit of any political
entity. Before taking remedial
action, however, we must ensure
that reports are thoroughly
substantiated and are more than
rumors or perceived dinjustices.'
And that 1is what prompted the
examination, fundamental fairness
and balance.

Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMS:
Fundamental paranoia, that is what
it i1s, and pressure from your
Liberal buddies.

MR. RIDEOUT:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Opposition,

Leader of Lhe

MR. RIDEOQUT:
fhank you, Mr. Speaker.

Paranoia, Mr. Speaker, brought on
by supporters of the Premigr's own
Party is what led to this
particular letter.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Right on! Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT: .

Now, Mr. Speaker, in view of the
fact that two out of three
Ministers are on the public record
as having denied this scurrilous
memo, that Lo denied, Mr .
Speaker, 'No', and I will gelb to
it -

AN HON, MEMBER:
That is not a memo.
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MR. RIDEOQUT:

That is not a a memo? "Memarandum
ko Cabinet Ministers.' Fhat is
not a memo? Mr. Speaker, in view
of the wvery serious charges Uthe
Premier makes against public
servants, bordering on corruption,
or maybe even criminal activity,
for blackmail, and in view of what
the Premier says is a steady
stream of reports and complaints
coming to his office, could the
Premier tell the House Lthe source
of those complaints that were so
bad as to dinduce the Premier to
make serious charges against every
public servant employed by Lhe
Government of  Newfoundland and
lLabrador?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER WELLS:

Let me correct a couple of
misstatements in the Leader of Lhe
Oppasition's preamble.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

PREMIER WELLS:
I would like to correct a couple

of misstatements in the hon.
Leader of the Opposition's

preamble, Mr. Speaker. First, the
Ministers did not deny Lhe

existence of this memorandum.

AN HON. MEMBER:
They said 'no'!l

PREMIER WELLS:

They denied the total
misrepresentation and distortion
of it by the leader of Lhe
Opposition. fhat is denied.

Now, Mr. Speaker, it was last June
and July. I will go back and see
if I can find any references or
notations anywhere. For the most
part, my recollection 1is that they
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were verbal, if not totally verbal
complaints. I will go back in the
files and go -~

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The Chair is having great
difficulty concentrating on the
answer being given by the Premier
because of interruptions from my
right. rhe Chair has made several
rulings on dinterruptions during
Question Period so the Chair can
listen to the answers. *

The hon. the Premier,

PREMIER WELLS:

Mr . Speaker, I will go back
through the records and see if
there was any notation of
individual instances, if Lhere
are, if I can find any, or find
any recollection From any of my
staff . I do not remember the
details. I certainly remember the
incidence of it and the
substantial number of them From a
variety of sources. That is why I
wrote -

MR. SIMMS:
Rumours .

PREMIER WELLS:

If it is, it should be
substantiated. If it is rumor, it
should not be acted upon. But
there was so much of 1it, that it
was necessary For me to do this.
I think I should probably be able
to point out some specific
incidents, One, 1 believe, was
where a senior public - servant
hired his boss's daughter. That
was one I remember, one specific
incident Lhat I remember . He
hired his boss's daughter or son.
I remember that specific one
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occurred.

MR. RIDEQUT :
You do not mean his political boss?

PREMIER WELLS:

No, his public servant boss. Hi s
superior's son or daughter. I
remember that incident. I do not
know the name or where or who, but
I remember such an incident hauving
occurred.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Opposition.

Leadar of the

MR. RIDEOQUT: ¢
Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

Mr. Speaker, din view of Lhe fact
that in my first question I asked
a number of Ministers whether or
not they had been dinstructed to
investigate circumstances
surrounding the hiring of staff
and they said, 'no', the Premier
stopped beFore he got to the next
sentence which Says tle
Following: 'T would ask that each
Minister carefully investigate
this situation as it applies Lo
his or her own Deparbment.' The
Premier goes on then to ask those
Ministers to report back to him.

M,  Speaker, I want to ask the
Premier, would Lthe Premier inform
the House now of the results of
those Ministerial investigations
that he, in fact, orderecd in LULhis
particular nemorandum last July,
and would the Premier table 1017

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier,

PREMIER WELLS:

I will see, Mr. Speaker, 1if bthere
is any Formal record of incidents,
butt my recollection 1is there were
some  references back to confirm
Lhat this lkind of ahuse WaE
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indeed, taking place, and
instructions were dissued to the
Public Service to ensure that 1t
would not continue. And I should
say, Mr. Speaker, din the final
solution to ensure absolute
fairness, my recollection is that
sometime after this we provided
that in the case of all temporary
employees, instead of being
appointed by the Minister, as it
was before, or by the civil
servant and result in this kind of
abuse, what we put in place was,
we believe, the ultimate solution:
the public servants would name
three or four or five or however
many were qualified for Lhe
position and the Minister would
make the appointment, and that way
we could prevent abuse by either.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible) .

PREMIER WELLS:

Yes, I believe the Memo was
written by the President of Uthe
Council sometime Tlater to deal
with the abuse we found, in order
to avoid that occurring.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Table the reply.

The hon . the
Opposition.

Leader of the

MR. RIDEOUT:
rhank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, in view of the Fact
that the Premier has now conflirmed
that he did, 1in fact.- and these
are his words again in his letter:
'T would ask that each Minister
carefully investigate this
situation as it applies to his or
har own department' - I want Lo
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again ask the Minister of Forestry
and Agriculture whether, in fFfact,
he has complied with the Premier's
memo of July 26th -

MR. SIMMS:

He said no.

MR. RIDEQUT:

- and if, in fact, he received itL,
because he is already on Lhe
public record as saying no. Has
he complied with d4t? First of
all, does he want to change his
answer and say he has received it,
has complied with it and has made
a report back to the Premier?

MR. SIMMS:
A good question!

MR. FLIGHT:

Mr. Speaker, first of all, T do
not want to -

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!

I have not recognized ULhe Minister
yet .

Fhe hon., the Minister of Forestiry
and Agriculture.

MR. FLIGHT:
First of all, I do not want to
change my answer.

MR. SIMMS:
You do not want to change vyou
answer?

MR. FLIGHT:

I do not want Lo change my
answer . Secondly, I remember the
memo the Premier read and referred
to. Inasfar as it applied to me

MR. RIDEOUT:
We will probably get a straight
answer yet,

MR. FLIGHT:
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I remember now, having refreshed
ny memory.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Ooh, oh!

MR. FLIGHT:
As we all would,

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

I remind hon. Members to my right
that there 1is a procedure for
asking questions. They have asked
the question. Now, they should
let the hon. the Minister of
Forestry answer the question.

The hon. the Minister of forest
Resources and lLands.

MR. FLIGHT:

Mr. Speaker, I remember to the
extent that I can recall - I have
dealt with a lot of memos since
that particular one - wmy reaction,
as Minister of Forestry, was to
look at the memo , determine
whether it applied to mny
Department and, if il Was
necessary, report hack Lo Lhe
Premier, In my case, there was no
such  problem didentified in  the
Department of Forestry, and I am
not sure, I may have wverbally
mentioned it to the Premier but I
surely did not reply by way of
memo .

MR. SPEAKER:
fhe hon. the
Opposition.

Leader of the
MR. RIDEOUT:

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, that is a fine dance

for somebody who denied receiuving
the memo in the beginning.

And the instructions.
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MR. RIDEOUT:

And Lhe instructions, e
Minister had better bhe careful,
Mr. Speaker. I might table his
response to the Premier before the
next few weeks are over.

Mr. Speaker, 1in view of the fact
that the Premier went on 1in his
memo to say the following to his
Ministers, 'If any public servant
is found to be engaging 1in such
obvious political or Friendship
patronage activity, he or she is
subject to idinstant dismissal for
cause, regardless of the level of
office held.'

Mr. Speaker, could the Preamier
tell the House whether or not,
haefore issuing this cateqgoric
instruction to his Ministers if
they found any evidence of what he
asked them to look For, whether or
not the Premier had any
discussions with the union
representing Government
employeas? RBecause Tor Government
to take such unilateral aclion
against employees who e
protected by & collective
bargaining unit, a collective
agreament, certainly, 1 do  not
believe, would mee 't with Lhe
approval of the union concerned.

Could the Premier tell the House
whether or not he had any
discussions before dssuing those
instructions, and whether or not
he received the approval of Lhe
representatives of Lthe Government
emplovee's to take this drastic
action he 1is ordering Ministers Lo
take?

MR. SIMMS:

Of course not. OF course nobt! He
is the Premier.

MR. SPEAKER:
fhe hon. the Premier.
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PREMIER WELLS:

No, Mr., Speaker, there were no
discussions, and there were no
discussions for two wvery wvalid
reasons. One, any c¢ivil servant
who breaches the laws or the rules
under which Government operates is
subject to dismissal without
regard to what the union wishes.
We have no intention of breaking
any collective agreemant
provisions, and anybody who 1is
protected by a collective
agreement provision would be
protected in this circumstance.

Secondly, Mr. Speaker, the simple
fact ds that my experience with
Lhe unions is that they would find
this kind of approach by civil
servants as unacceptable as we
would, and they would give us a
good loud pat on the back for
taking this kind of step to
correct these unacceptable
practices.

MR, SIMMS:
I would nolk use your experience
with unions as -

MR. MURPHY:
(Inaudible).

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the
Opposition.

Leader of Lhe

MR. RIDEOUT:

Mr. Speaker, the Member for ot.
John's (Mr. Murphy), now that all
collective agreements have
expired, would probably be better
off keeping quiet.

MR. SIMMS:

The mouth from the soubth.

MR. RIDEOUT:

Mr . Speaker, I have a further
question for the Premier. Can the
Premier tell the House whether or
not any c¢ivil servant has been
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fired as a result of the
investigations he asked Ministers
to carry out 1in this particular
memo, dated last July 267

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER WELLS:

My recollection 1is no. There was
one c¢ivil servant who was relieved
of his responsibilities shortly
after the Government Look office
who  was involved in a matter
referred to 1in this memorandum.
This was the matter of, 1 believe,
the l.eader of the Opposition’'s
press secretary. Before Lhe
change of Government took place or
in the interim, he sent this press
secretary down and had fin
squirrelled away in the Department
of Fisheries. We only discovered
it several weeks later, and I
think that is referred to in Lthe
memorandum, and the Deputy
Minister of Fisheries who was then
Deputy Minister, obviously must
have done that, But it was not
because of that incident . My
recollection 1is that only came to
light SOMe time al Ler that
particular deputy minister Was
relieved. So I cannot say that it
was done as a result of whatb 1is 1in
this memo, but that matter that is

referred to Lhere, I Lhink,
reflected that kind of dwmproper
hehaviour by Lhat particular

deputy minister.

Mhe hon. Lhe
Opposition.

Leader of Lhe

MR. RIDEOUT:
Mr. Speaker, obviously, if you can
judge  From whal  Lthe Premicer was
sayving, there was no foundation
For any of those rumours he Ltook
such drastic action on, it was

just a witch~hunt by Lhe
Government. That 1s exactly what
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it was.

Now, Mr., Speaker, let me come to
the next series of questions which
were raised by the Premier as a
result of Paragraph No. 5, 1
believe it was, in his particular
memo . He has identified the
Department, he has identified the
past minister; the person was a
prass secretary, SO everybody
knows we are talking about Mr.
Robert Cahill who used to be press
secretary to me as Minister of
Fisheries.

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me ask the
Premier dis the Premier aware that
the gentleman he mentioned in
Paragraph No. 5 came to the Public
Service of Newfoundland and
Labrador as a result of public
competition and was recommended by
the Public Service Commission to
be hired as a public dinformation
officer in the Petroleum
Directorate and was, in fFact,
hired as & public information
officer by the Petroleun
Directorate?

MR. SIMMS:

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER WELLS:

He may at some time din his past
have been so hired, Mr. Speaker, I
do not know. I am not aware of
it. I will check it, it the hon.
the Leader of the Opposition wants
it, But at the time he was a
political appointee serving the
Leader of Lhe Opposition as a
political appointee and, as such,
ceased to be a c¢ivil servant in
that category. So this ds the
action that was taken prior to the
change of Government. But I will
check and see if that is the way
he originally came into the Public
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Service, Mr. Speaker,

MR. RIDEQUT:
A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
QOpposition.

Leadar of the

MR. RIDEOQUT:

M. Speaker, to quote briefly the
Premier's letter again, in
referring to this gentleman and
this dincident, he says, '"Without
ever having gone through Lhe
competitive process .’ 1 would
assuma one checks information
before one writes categoric
statements like this.

Mr. Speaker, 1is the Premier aware
that the same gentleman referread
to in paragraph 5 in this memo won
internal competition conducted by
the Public Service Comnission for
the position of Public Information
Officer in the Department of
Fisheries, a union posiltion 1in the
Department of Fisheries, and was
recomnended by the Public Service
Commission as candidate number one
on the basis of merit, and was
hired by the Department of
Fisheries as Public Information
OFficer, and that, 1in fact, LULhat
gentleman golt his position in the
Department of Fisheries as a
result of public cempetition?

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER WELLS:

Mr . Speaker, I will make full
inquiry into the entire record and
position and make available Lo
this House full details, not just
selected details. It will be done.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hoin. the
Opposition.

Leader of Lle
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MR. RIDEOUT:

It 1s very difficult, Mr. Speaker,
to close the barn door when the
horse 1s gone. Mr. Speaker, 1s
the Premier not aware that the
gentleman again referred to in
paragraph No.5, whom he treated so
unfairly and wrongly and has since
been fired by this Government,
that that gentleman comnitted one
error. His work was good enough
that I, at the time, as Minister
of Fisheries, noticed it and asked
him 1if he would consider being
seconded as Press Secretary to the
Minister.

AN HON. MEMBER:
That is not right.

MR. SIMMS:

That 1is right. Precisely.

MR. RIDEQUT:

Right? Okay? Is the Premier not
aware that since the position of
Public Information Officer in the
Department of Fisheries and in
every other Department, as far as
I know, is a bargaining unit
position, the gentleman, 1in Fact,
had a right to return Lo that
protected position if he SO
wished, within & prescribed time
frame - within a prescribed time
frame - written 1in the collective
agreement? And in view of that,
Mr. Speaker, did not the Deputy
Minister at the time conform with
the collective agreement and give
the person back his position to
which he was entitled under the
collective agreement signed with
NAPE by the Government of
Newfoundland and Labrador?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER WELLS:

You see, Mr, Speaker, there 1is a
problem when Governments change
from one political party to
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another.

MS VERGE:
Not that kind of problem, though.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Take your foot out of your mouth.

PREMIER WELLS:

I will produce the records. There
is a problem. When a new
political Government takes office,
you cannot leave 1in place, and
that is recognized by everyhbody,
the political saervants of Lhe
former Government, and the Leader
of the Opposition says, he agrees
with that. Now this particular
individual was the political
servant, and accepted appointment
as the political servant and
ceased to be a public servant

acceptad appointment as the
political servant of the then

Premier. Now! Now!

MR. R. AYLWARD:
He Was not Premier, he Wa s
Minister of Fisheries.

PREMIER WELLS:

The then Minister of Fisheries,
and had that position. Now, Mr,
Speaker, the new Governmenlt comes
in and takes -office and it has to
operate on & bhasis of
confidentiality and be able to
work in confidence, and the public
servant normally provides bthat and
recognizes that and are loval to
whichever Government 1is 1in power.
The political servants are nol.
They are loval Lo their political
masters, whether they are in power
or not. Now that +is Lthe normal
reason for Lhe change, and I
should not have to explain thal Lo
the Leader of the Opposition

Now, M. Speaker, the mere fact
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that they have this indicates that
there are still some political
moles in the place. All it really
indicates, Mr. Speaker, 1is that we
were unduly considerate and we did
not do as thorough a changing job
as we ought to have done. We were
uncduly accommodating, and perhaps
we will live to regret 1it.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please! Order, please!
The hon. the Leader af the
Opposition,

MR. RIDEOUT:

If there was ever any doubt about
the paranoia inherent in this
particular memo, Mr. Speaker, the
Premier, with his use of the word
‘mole', just proved it beyond any
doubt. Because, Mr. Speaker, is
not the Premier aware thalt this
particular memo, sent by him to
his Ministers, was copied and sent
by his competent Ministers
their Deputy Ministers, attached?
Is he not aware bthat it was copied
by Deputy Ministers and sent to
their Assistant Deputy Ministers,
copy attached?

Is he not aware that it was copied
by Assistant Deputy Ministers and
sent to Direcltors?

MR. SIMMS:
Sent. to Directors, and there are
1,000 of them.

MR. RIDEOUT:

Is he not aware that Direclkors
were forced down into the bowels
of Confederation Building to try
to find the political moles left
over from the last
Administration? Is Lhe Premier
not now willing to tell this House
that this was nothing but a
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witch~hunt to try to get at people
in the bowels of the bureaucracy
of  this Government who have no
political connections whatsoevar,
but you want to get them oult to
make room for your Liberal
friends? Is that not exactly what
it is?

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER WELLS:

To answer the several quesktions
that were asked to the extent that
I remember them, was I not aware
that it was copied and sent Lo
Deputy Ministers? Yas, because I
expected it to be. Was I not
aware it was copied and sent to
Assistant Deputy Ministers? No,
because I did not expect 1l to
be. I did not expect it to be
copied and sent to anybody else, I
expected the Ministers and the
Deputy Ministers to do their jobs
in a proper -

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

I remind hon. gentlemen again to
my right my recollection was Uthat
when the Leacder of the Opposiltion
aslked his series ol gquestions
there was not one interrupbion
from the left. We  are gellbing
continuous dinterruptions, so 1 ask
hon. Members to my right to please
allow the Premier the sane
courtesy Lhat was axtendead the
Leader of the Opposition.

The hon. the Premier.

Speaker.

el me: just say again, M.
Speaker, T would have been aware,
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or I would have assumed - I do not
know whether I was aware, but T
certainly would have assumed that
it would have been copied and sent
to the Deputy Ministers and I
would have expected the Deputy
Ministers to act on it. I
certainly would not have expected
them to copy and send it to
Assistants, and copy and send 1t
to Directors and so on. This was
a letter sent to Ministers which I
would have expected to be passed
on to the Deputies to be handled
in a proper way.

There were a variety of other
questions which did not make much
sense, they were mostly political
statements, but 1if there are any
that I have not answered, T will
get Hansard and answer them. The
one I do remember was, 1is this not
a letter that wWas aimed at
ferreting people out of the Public
Service to make room for political

friends, a witch-hunt or
something? Mr . Speaker, I am

prepared to lelt the letter stand
exactly as it +dis written, and to
allow it to ke judged exactly as
it is written, to be myself judged
exactly as it dis written, and to

fully endorse and support today
every word that is 1in it with a
great deal of pride and

satisfaction at the desire of this
Government to achieve Fairness and
halance, and to issue instructions
to the Ministers, and through the
Ministers to their Deputies, to
ensure that there 1s fairness and
balance in the running of
sovernment in this Province.

I greatly regret, Mr . Speaker,
that hon. Members opposite are so
unfamiliar with the principles of
fairness and balance that they
have great difficulty
understanding it.

SOME__HON. MEMBERS:
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Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:

Question Period has expired.

MR. RIDEOQUT:
Mole, mole, mole,
mole .,

everywhere a

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
(Inaudible).

MR. SPEAKER:

When there 1is some order restored
I will proceed to the next item of
husiness.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
(Inaudible).

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

Presenting Reports by
Standing and Special Committees

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Municipal
and Provincial Affairs.

MR. GULLAGE:

Mr . Speaker, I would like Lo
present for the information of the
House the following Standing and
Special Reports of Comnittees, A
report of the Newfoundland ancl
lLabrador Arts Council Financial
statements March 1989; The report
of  the Newfoundland and lLabrador
Youth Advisory Council annual
report 1988; e Heritage
Foundatiaon of Newfoundland ancl
Labrador Financial statemgnts
March 1988 ; Annual report
1988-1989 of the Provincial Public

Libraries BRoard,; And the report
of the Canada Games Park

Commission financial statemenls of
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March 1988.

MR. DECKER:
Mr. Speaker,

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

MR. DECKER:

Mr. Speaker, on behalf of my
colleaque, the Minister of
Employment and lLabour Relations, I
wish to table the annual report
1989 of the Workers Compensation
Commission of Newfoundland and
lLabrador.

MR. GILBERT:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Minister of Works,
Services and Transportation.

MR. GILBERT:

Mr. Speaker, at this time I would
like to table the annual report of
the Newfoundland and Labrador
Public Service Commission for Lhe
yvear 1988-1989.

Petitions

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

MR. A. SNOW:

Mr. Speaker, the petition I am
presenting to this House today has
over 1700 names.

AN HON. MEMBER:
17007

MR. A. SNOW:

Quer 1700 names of residents of
the District of Menihek.

I have nixed emotions in

presenting this petition, in that
I arnm disappointed that this
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Government is not AWAY € and

cognizant of the problems
associated with travel 1in and out
of Labrador. But I am proud to

have the right, the honor and yes,
the responsibility of presenting a
petition to make the Government
more aware of the problems
associated with travel in Labrador.

There were two programs put in
place by previous
Administrations. One administered
by the Minister of Works, Services
and Transportation called the
Labrador Air Subsidy Program. His
reasoning bhehind discontinuing
that particular *program was Lhe
fact that there was a lack of use,
and the high cost of
administration,.

At this time, Mr. Speaker, I would
like to read the prayer of Lhe
petition for the record.

To the Hon. House of Assembly of
Newfoundland in Legislative
Session convened, the petition of
the undersigned residents of
Labrador City and Wabush that we
are concerned that the Governmenl
of Newfoundland and Labrador have
cut the air travel subsidy for
cultural and sports groups by
$100, 000 and has Lherehy
unacceptably increased the burden
of transportation cost on the
residents of lthis Province who
live in Labrador.

WHEREFORE your petitioners urge
the Government of Newfoundland and

Labrador to reconsider its
decisions and reinstale the

Labrador travel
original leuels.

program Lo its
AS IN DUTY BOUND your petitioners
will ever pray,

In continuing o speak to e
prayer of the petition, Lhe
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Minister of Works, Services and
Transportation stated that his
reasoning was the high cost of
administration. 1 vehemently
disagree with that and also, of
course, I disagree with the
attitude and statement that he
made that it did not effect many
people, the use of it was going
down. Over 6,000 people had
applied for grants or subsidies
from Labrador to make use of this
particular program.

Another program, administered by
the Minister of Municipal and
Provincial Affairs, the LlLabrador
Travel Subsidy Program, that
particular Minister suggested that
the reason for cutting it was lack
of Funds and For budgetary
reasons. I submit to this House
that this Government has a $10
million surplus, so lack of Ffunds

is not an excuse. It dis not a
reason. The real reason for

cutting this particular program,
and the Minister of Finance can
shake his head, but it is in the
record that the Minister of
Finance responded Lo my question
in this House that his reason Ffor
cutting the program was Uthe Ffact
that there was a program in place
through a Lax benefit package
given by the Federal Government,
and that 1s why this Government

administered or cut these
programnms. It is a claw back

suggestion by this Government to
claw back these benefits that were
given by the Federal Government.

I also submit to this House that
the real reason 1is a Jlack of
understanding of the problems
associated with travel in and out
of lLabrador.

It 1is the lack of understanding
hecause this subsidy was put in
place to make it more equal For
the peaple of Labrador to
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participate in travel to the
Island and back to Labrador, to be
able to participate For many, many
reasons. The previous
Adininistrations recognized this.
So we could call it an equalizer.
If you were to travel Ffrom Portk
aux Basques to St. John's rebturn
it is about $150 by road. We do
not have the advantage of
travelling from the Labrador
portion of this Province to the
Island portion of the Province by
road because of geography. But I
submit to you with an
understanding Government we should
be able to get a subsidy From
Government comparable to what this
Government articulates as it's
policy with regard Lo
transportation, vis-a-vis road and
water.

They have already announced three
subsidies, reductions, iF you want
to call it that, in fare reduction
on water ferries, and thus if they
were to use a similar Lype of
policy in  applying it to the
Labrador portion of Lthe Province

there should be a subsidy to bring
down the high cost of &ir travel,
e air travel should be

considered in a similar fashion as
Lhe water travel and +the ground
transportation travel . This
Government should do this, and I
believe that the Comnittee struck
by Cabinet -

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!

I remind the hon.
time is up.

gentleman is

MR. A. SNOW: .
May I Fjust have ten seconds to
conclude, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
Okay.
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MR. A. SNOW:

I would recomnend to the Special
Committee of Cabinet that both
programs be imnediately reinstated
and that the Government commission
a select committee of the House to
study the improvement and
enhancement of both these programs.

Thank you very much.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WARREN:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member for Torngat
Mountains.

MR. WARREN:
Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

I rise in support of the petition
so ahly presented by my colleague
from Menihek. It is most
interesting, Mr . Speaker, only
just a few days ago I had the
opportunity of being approached by
some 200 students 1in Labrador Westk
concerning a petition on this air
subsidy program and also of Lthe
cut 1in the sports and recrealbion
grants . And, Mr. Speaker, 1t was
noted by ane name on Lhat
petition, it dis very interesting,
is the niece of the Premier. The
niece of the Premier signed that
petition showing that she is upset
with this Government -

AN HON. MEMBER:
She has the right.

MR. WARREN:

Exactly, Mr. Speaker, she has a
right. And naturally, Mr .
Speaker, she 1s concerned because
this Government has given the
people in lLabrador a kick in the
face. Mis Government has given
the people of Labardor a real kick
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in the face. And Mr. Speaker, one
other thing worth noting is, the
Premier was 1n Labrador Weslt on
the 6th and the 7th of March, and
he flew out from Labrador West to
St. John's by other means than by
commerical, and the next day was
Budget Day, and knowing then that
this Government was going to kick
it to the Labrador pesople in the
amount of $600,000 to $700,000
this year. That 1s how much money
you are taking away from the
people in lLabhrador this yaar
alone, Mr. Speaker, just lel me
explain to the hon. President of
Treasury Board this measure s
goirky to stop a.lot of people in
sports ancd recreation From
travelling throughout NewFoundland
and Labrador. And by doing this,
Mr. Speaker, you are taking away
indirectly monies that people
would ba spending in  lLabrador.
So, Mr. Speaker, once you start
adding it all up it is going to be
about $700,000 difference to the
people in Labrador.

Now, Mi~ . Speaker, the hon.
Minister of Environmaent and Lands
was  proud to be dnstrumental 1in
sebtbing up & commitbtee Lo look
after bthose programs. And [ say
to my hon. colleagues opposite and
Lo the President of Treasury Bogrd
that the word is out 1in Labrador
from L'Anse-au-Clair to Nain, From
Nain to Wild Bight, Ffrom Wabush to
Red Bay, avary comnuniby in
Labrador, what this Government has
done. Since 1949, 1if you put all
the negatives together, there hag
never been such a slap in the lFace
to the people of Labardor than
what was done in this BRudgetk.

I give fFair warning Lo the
Government that 4if they do not

reinstate this program Lhis
Government has seen the last of
two Government Members in
Labrador. 1 say to hon .,
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gentlemen, not only that, you are
also affecting the people going
from the Island to Labrador, so
you are also going to get negative
feeling throughout the Province.
I say to the hon. Minister, and
whoever is going to speak 1in
support of this petition, surely
goodness they will announce today
that they are going o reinstate
the two programs, the Air Subsidy
Program and also the one For
sports and culture.

I say, Mr. Speaker, 1in closing, I
would hope that the Minister
responsible for culture and sports
will support this petition because
he has correspondence, and I have
copies of it, from wvery, very
irritated people in Newfoundland
and Labrador, especially from LCthe
Sports Federation and groups such
as that. I say for the sake of
why this program was 1n place
first, why it was put 1in place
twenty-four years aqo, fifteen
years ago, ten years ago, and last
vear, that the Minister would do
today what needs to be done and
that 1s to reinstate that program
immediately.

Mr . Speaker, I support Lhe
petition.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Municipal
and Provincial Affair.

MR. GULLAGE:

Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the fact
that a petition has come in Lo the
hon. Member. We of course, will
have a good, long look at the
petition, look at the addresses of
the wvarious people, the Tlocations
that are identified, and the
concerns expressed in the petition.

Mr Speaker, I have to say that I
do not think a Government has ever
acted as quickly as this one in
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responding Lo tLhe people, 1
believe 1t has only been three
days. We have had a Committee set

up now well in advance of Lthe
petition. We have, of course,
responded quickly to the concerns
expressed and the Committee is

active. We have a Comnittee of
five Ministers. We have head

several meetings and we are
looking at Lthe wvarious programs
involved in the Department of
Works, Services and Transportation
and 1in Municipal and Provincial
Affairs. We want to be sure, of
course, that we examine bhe
various programs that have been
*identified in the Budget, M,
Speaker, We din fact are doing
just that and we will be reporting
shortly to the House.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Leader,

Opposition loure

MR. SIMMS:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I have actually two petitions to
present

AN HON. MEMBER:
On the same prayer?

MR. SIMMS:
No, they are two different issues.

You cannot do that.

MR. SIMMS:
I just want to advise, Your Honour.

MR. SPEAKER:
You just wanted to book the time.

MR. SIMMS:

I think the Speaker is trying hard
to get covered on radio. I think
he 14s trying to make some quips
and it is not fair, We should let
him.
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Anyway, Mr. Speaker, I have a very
serious petition here which
contains 1810 names whch 1s really
a phenomenal number because the
organization, the Boaid of
Directors of the ¢group involved
here, told me the petition itself
was circulated in just a
twenty-four hour period, so for
that group of people to work as
hard as they did to obtain 1810
names in a twenty-four hour period
is phenomenal, and I think it
expresses their real concern about
a decision taken by the Government
with respect to the Youth
Diversion Program out in Central
Newfoundland.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I only have five
minutes and I have a bunch of
points I want to try and make.

These are the names of people f[rom
three electoral Districts, not

one, not Grand Falls, it is
Central Newfoundland Youth
Diversion Program, and the namnes

of the people involued are
contained on the petition From the
Town of Windsor -

MS VERGE :
Which District is that in?

MR. SIMMS:

- and some From the Town  of
Badger, communities, both of which
are in the District of Windsor -
Buchans . A number of names on the
petition are from the Towns of
Bishop's Falls, Botwood, Point
Leamington, Peterview, Point of
Bay, all five comnunities in Lthe
District of Exploils. And, of
course, there are a number of
names on the petition Ffrom Gthe
District of Grand Falls; so, three
electoral Districts, 1,810 names.

the dssue 1is
Social
advised

Now, Mr. Speaker,
this: The Minister of
Services unfortunately
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this group, which runs the Youth
Diversion Program out Lhere, &
volunteer board of directors, five
days before the end of the fiscal
year, that the funding it was
receiving to run this very
important program was cut off.
Now, five days, that in dtself, I
think, 1s not wvery courteous and
the Minister should, I think, know
a little bit better than that.

He also tries to give the
impression that the funding given
to the Central Newfoundland
program of $76,000, 1 believe it
was last year, or whatever it was,
was the same kind of fFunding given
to other programs in the Province;
St. John's, in particular, 1ds one
that he compared it to.

Now, Mr. Speaker, he dis wrong,
because the fact of Lthe wmatter is,
the Grand Falls program runs, not
only an informal Youth Diversion
Program, but it Puns a formal
Diversion Program. Me other
programs 1in  the Province do not
run  the informal progran as he
well knows, or should well know,
as the Minister, by now.

of Lhe difficulties wi L

ing off this program and the
funding for this progran - and I
know the Member For Windsor -
Buchans 1ds quite concerned about
this, as well, because [ have
talked to him about it The

problem with cutting off the
fFunding and stopping this program
is that the group out thaere
received, I think, somewherae in
the arsa of $200,000 last year Lo
run, from federal funding sources,
an informal program.

he problem with Uthis program now
being cut off and cancelled, is
Lhat that $200,000 funding will be
lost, because the Department of
Social Services, I can assure the
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Minister when he checks it out,
will not bhe able to obtain the
same kind of funding from the
Federal Government, directly for
their programs.

MR. FLIGHT:
(Inaudible) .

MR. SIMMS:

Well, dif that 1is not so, let the
Minister of Forestry come out to
Grand Falls tomorrow with me and
sit down with the board of
directors, as I am going to do,
and tell them to their faces it 1is
not so, because they have told me
it 1s so.

Now, if the Minister of Forestry,
the Member for Windsor -~ Buchans
has nothing more to add than that,
then he probably would be better
off out in the commnon room having
a cup of coffee.

MR. RIDEOQUT:
Let him say no again and not tell
the truth to the Legislature.

MR. SIMMS:

So that 1is the kind of concern of
this group and this organization.
These 1,810 people are not talking
through their hats.

There are all kinds of other
problems, as well, Mr. Speaker,
associated with the decision. The
Minister knows & lot of this,
because he met  with the four
members of the committee a week
aqgo who, by the way, I might say,
were quite discouraqged by the
Minister's responses, did not
think he knew much about what he
was saying. I have to say that to
him, They were not dimpressed at
all.

MR. FLIGHT:
(Inaudible).
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MR. SIMMS:

I am telling the truth. I spoke
to the people involued yestaerday.
Mr. Speaker, the Minister can get
up and say what he wants. They
were not dmpressed with what the
Minister had to say and they did
not think he knew what he was
talking about. Now that 1s true.
I can only tell you what they told
me .

Mr. Speaker, let me just give him
this example. What does he think
of this? Earlier today, this very
day, April 5th, the executive
director of that program in Grand
Falls, received a call from the
Minister's Department in Grand
Falls, asking them if they would
come up and pick up two Files on
two vyoung offenders. They do not
even know themselves out thare
that the progranm has heen
cancelled by his own Department.
His Department phoned them to come
up and pick up files to deal with
two young offenders. So there 1is
obviously something wrong with it.

My whole point in Lhis, Mr .
Speaker, 1s that Lthere are a lot
of questions, a lot of concerns,
and Members opposite should be
concerned about it And I ask the

Minister, the Premier, Lhe
Government, since 1t was willing
to set up a small Cabinet

comnittee to review the cuthacks
in the Labrador travel fund, would
they consider similar actions to
review this decision? Bacause, [
can assure you, your decision s
wrong.

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!
The hon. gentleman's time is up.

MR. SIMMS :
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
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MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Social
Services.

MR. EFFORD:
Do you want to get up fFirstk?

No, you go ahead.

MR. EFFORD:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I have never heard so
much political rhetoric and
garbage come out of anybody's
mouth as Jjust came out of the
Member for Grand Falls mouth.
First of all, Mr. Speaker, 1 might
point out, while he emphasizes Lthe
magnitude of the 1800 names on a
petition, that was one halF of my
majority in the last election, so
it is not a large number of names,
but, let me say wvery clearly to
the

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible) .

MR. EFFORD:

I will speak to his concerns if he
will sit and listen, as T did to
yours., Okay . First of all, let
me talk about the Youth Diversion
Program and dts origin din the
District of Grand Falls. The
Member himself knows the political
role he played when he started out
with funding on this particular
program. Why it reached the stage
of where there are twelve other
programs 1in this Province similar
to the one 1in Grand Falls. What
is happening in St. John's 1is even
more elaborate.

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

The hon. Members to my right will

give the Minister the opportunity
to respond to the petition.
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MR. EFFORD:
Mr. Speaker, $78,000 was used last
yvear to fund the Youth Diversion
Program in Grand Falls. We have
eleven other similar pPrograms
across the Province and one in St.
John's which put through its
program last year, 500 childran,
500 boys and girls compared to 52
on the formal program in Grand
Falls. In St. John's, we funded
$2,700 for the Youth Diversion
Program in St. John's. In Grand
Falls, we funded an expenditure
of ¢$78,000, and this year they
were asking for $85,000 dollars.
What was happening here, Mr .
Speaker, was a .lot of political
interference. But I want Lo
emphasize the value of Lhe
volunteers 1in Grand Falls. The
value of all the volunteers all
across Newfoundland and Labrador,
no way did we make a decision that
did not recognize the value of Lhe
volunteers,

Now, Mr . Speaker, have we
cancelled the Youlh Diversion

Program in Grand Falle?
Absolutely not. What we have done
M . Speaker, is cancelled the

amounlt of  Funding Uthat ULhey are
receiving. In doing that, we have
sent a social worker to Grand
Falls, specifically for a six
month period to put togelther a
program ddentical to what 1is here
in St. John's, and if at the and
of the day that social worker
reports back to Lthe Department of
Social Services and tells us Lhey
need access to a co-ordinator from
the Regional or District Office in
Lhe Department of Social Services
in Grand Falls, then, as happens
here in St. John's, Uthen Uthey can
access that co-ordinator.

Just think, & co-ordinator 1in St.
John's For 500 children. [hree
people working in  Grand Falls,
full time, For 52 people. e
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ratio 1s absolutely unbelievable.
If one co-ordinator can do it in
St. John's for 500, why do we need
three in Grand Falls for 527 It
is basically simple mathematics,
the ratio is absolutely
unbelievable, We know the Youth
Diversion Program in the Exploits
region 1is definitely needed, we
know they were doing an excellent
job, but we believe they can do it
much motre effectively and
efficiently with less financial
costs. We had a choice to make.
We had a choice to give all the
alternative major programs 1in the
Province that amount of money, or,
to cut back on funding for Grand
Falls. We checked with the other
people, we checked with the other
alternative measure programs in
Corner Brook, in Gander, in
Clarenville, in my own District of
Bay Roberts, din St. John's and
right across the Island. It had
nothing to do with the politics of
what is happening. In
Clarenville, we gave them ¢$1,500
for a twelve month period. In my
own District of Port de Grave, we
gave them $500 For a twelve month
period. $500 to pubt through an
alternative measures program.

They are based in Clarenville and
they do the whole Bonavista Coast
right down to Bonavista on a
volunteer bhasis, and wvery, very
successful, a formal and an
informal program.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

Ihe hon.
elapsed.

gentleman's time has
MR. EFFORD:

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

I again point out to hon. Members
that questions for this particular
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period are just five minutes. It

would give hon. Mambers the
benefit of the time 1F we had
fewer interruptions. The

Minister, was interrupted quite a
few times going through there and
I ask please that that not happen.

The hon. the Member for Burin -
Placentia West.

MR. TOBIN:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I must say I find 4t rather
offensive that the Minister of
Social Services would stand in
this House after -my colleague From
Grand Falls presented a petibion
based an this Youlh
Diversification Program. A
Program that saw 250 people in
Grand Falls last year referred to
it. My colleague presaented a
petition on behalf of 1800 people
and the Minister stood up and seaid
it was garbage.

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me say Lo
the Minister of Social Services
that Lhe people who are
volunteering their time, the 250
people that needed Lo be referred
to that program and dindeed Lhe

1800 people From Central
Newfoundland who signed the

petition did not think it was
garbage, Sir.

For a Member, Mr. Speaker, who
spent the last two or three years
crawling around youth centers, it
is somewhat unbelievable. [t is
somewhat unbelievable that he
would stand 1in this House Ltoday
and refer to the presentation of
a petition on behalf of these
people who need the program, as
garbage . I think, Mr. Speaker, it
speaks for the type of direction
that the Minister 1is giving Lthe
Department of Social Services when
he stood by and saw funding cul to
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such a wvaluable program as the
Youth Diversion Program.

Mr. Speaker, I know how valuable
they are. I met with most of the
people who were on the Executive
Boards when I was Minister of
Social Services.

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

MR. TOBIN:

Yes, Mr. Speaker, indeed I did.
And I did not cut the funding to
Youth Diversification Programs
either, Mr. Speaker. We did not
cut any funding like the Minister
of Social Services has done. We
saw the budget of the Department
of Social Services, the Youth
Program c¢ut last year. The matler
of fact is, Mr. Speaker, that when
the people from Grand Falls said
the Minister of Social Services
did not know what he was talking
about, they were right. Aind
anyone else who had any dealings
or feelings with the Minister of
Social Services knows exactly what
the people of Grand Falls have
stated is true. He does not know
what he is talking about.

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

MR. TOBIN:
Windsor, well okay hut the people
who were in to see him.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think it 1is
incumbent, and the Minister can
talk about the one in St. John's
and what they referred to and the
numbers of people, but the
Minister refused to stalte Uthat
there dis a social worker who is
attached bto one of Lthe offices
here in St. John's, Mr. Speaker,
what about that salary, Mr .
Speaker? What about the salary
for that person? What about the
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office expenses for Lhat person,
the secretary For that person?
What about the rent For that
person? It is all paid for by the
Department. S0 the Minister, Mr.
Speaker, should not try to deny
Central Newfoundland or any other
part of Newfoundland, Mr. Speaker,
the right to this type of a
program because for some reason it
does not cost as much in St.
John's.

Mr. Speaker, if the Minister does
not understand it, things are
different in rural Newfoundland in
most cases than in $St. John's.
They are different, Mr. Speaker.
We do not have as many people to
draw from in terms of gelling
involved with the type of group
that is needed to become involved
in this,

For you Mer. Minister to rob the
people of Central Newfoundland, to
deny the youth of Central
Newfoundland, to deny the people
who depend upon this program Uthe
right to hawve a youth
diversification progran, is
terrible. It dis disgraceful.

The Premier referread to tLhe
Minister of Social Services once
as my Minister, Mr. Speaker, with
a big heart or something. Well,
M. Premier, I submit to you that
when you gelt a petition of 1800
people din 24 hours from Cenbtral
Newfoundland because Lhe actions
of this Minister warrants that
there be reconsideration given to
the funding of Lthis program. I
honestly believe and I heg on
behalf of my colleagues and the
people of Cenbtral NewFoundland, I
beg the Government Lo reconsider
that decision.

It 1s not a lot of money, Mr.
Speaker, and the Minister and the
Governmnent have ko understand,
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must understand bthe dmmportance of areas containing fifty odd names -

such a program to the youth of Fifty-one I +think 4t ds - which
this Province. I believe that it asks the Government to live up to
is a wrong decision, it dis a the commitment of the previous
terrible decision, it 1is a bad Administration with respectl to
decision, Mr. Speaker, - providing funding to the Exploits

Valley regional recreation
MR. SPEAKER: facility. The Minister for
Order, please! Municipal Affairs responsible for

recreation in this Province would
The hon. Member's time has elapsed. be fully aware of this dissue and

how dimportant it 1is to the people
SOME HON. MEMBERS: of that Central Newfoundland

By leave, by leave. area. And we your petitioners

urge The Government of
MR. SPEAKER: Newfoundland to honour the
The hon. the Opposition House commitment of Lhe pravious
Leader. Government to provide funding for

a recreation facility in  Grand
MR. SIMMS: Falls, Windsor and Bishop Falls.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Now, Mr. Speaker, and as in duby

MR. RIDEOQUT: bound your petitioners will ever
The Ministe- of Finance should pray. With only three or four
keep quiet. minutes to try to explain this, I

will try to do mny best and
MR. SIMMS: hopefully the Minister can give

As I dindicated to Your Honour at some 1indication. This came about
the outset, I did have two as a result of a program
petitions I wanted to  present. introduced by the praevious
Since I did not have much luck Government on the acdvice of
with the first one, which really officials in tLhe recreation
dissappoints me and I am sure it division of his Deparbtment. And
will dissappoint people out in the Mr . Speaker, the progrean WS
Central Newfoundland area, I would called Lhe Regional Racraeation
like to present another one on Facilities Program,
behalf of the people from the
District of Windsor - Buchans, the There were hearings held around
district of Exploits, and the the Province by a recreation group
District of Grand Falls. Once of  people who listened to the
again, three electoral Districts needs presented Lto Gthem all owver
including, I might say, the the Province. There Wa s &
brother, I believe, of the Member presentation made by a combined
faor Exploits who signed this committee out in the cenbral
particular petition, the brother Newfoundland area, not just from
of the Member for Exploits. Grand Falls but Ffrom Windsor and
Bishop Falls, who made a
AN HON. MEMBER: submission on the need for a major
Where is he? recreation Facility out; there.
They had some ideas of tying it in
MR. SIMMS: with the community college -~ Lhe
And this is a petition, M. campus out bthere for the community
Speaker, from the people in those college. They had a maijor
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commitment Ffrom abitibi price of
somewhere in the area of $1.5
million, and they had other
commitments ar of fers of
commitment from the business
community. The previous
Adininistration provided a
commitment of $1 million towards
construction of that facility.
The recreation officials 1in the
Minister's Department did an
assessment of all those proposals
they had received as a result of
this public hearing process, and
the Minister's officials who are
there today, the very same people,
recommended at the time, the top
proposal was the proposal hy the
Exploits Valley group which
included the people, as I say,
from all three electoral Districts.

(Inaudible) .

MR. SIMMS:

Let me just explain to the
Minister now. The number one
proposal was that . Then there
were three recreational facilities
next on the list for stadiums, and
Lhey were for Fogo, Ronaviska
North and the Connaigre
Peninsula. And the Government of
the day approved and committed, din
fFact issued the cheques as I
recollect, for +the three stadium
projects which this Government
cancelled, of  course, and held
back, and made a comnitment that
the Exploits Valley project which
had been approved and recommended
by the Minister's officials would
be receiving funding in the
following fiscal vyear. That is
the way it worked.

So I say to the Minister, he is
aware that this project that was
proposed 1is a fine example of a
regional recreation complex. I
would assume he has looked through
it. I would assume he has talked
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to his offFicials about 1t I
would assume they have told him
that. it ds a fine proposal, in
Fact it was the best proposal that
came forth in the whole process.

Now, Mr. Speaker, bthey were not
asking For the entire cost of the
project, they were asking Ffor a
comnitment from the Government so
that it could take that
commitment, and the commitment it
had of $1.5 wmillion Ffrom Abitibi
Price and so on, to go out and do
some fund raising to provide the
funding to get this regional
facility to serve the three
electoral Districts and perhaps
hopefully tie it in  with the
university program that has been
ongoing out there now For Lhe last
three years with full time
professors and averything -
everything there but a building
that 1is all that 1s missing on
that university program.

Mhey thought that this would be a
great way to tie 1t din. So 1 have
a petition here Ffrom these people,
inclucding the Member far Exploits
(Mr. Grimes) Own brolher who
supports it strongly, he 1dis @
great recreation enthusiast as Uthe
Member for Exploits dis. And I
would hope Lthe Minister will give
some serious consideration to this
request and to these petitlioner's
wish and ask the Government Lo
consider this particular
application as soon as possible.

Is my time up yet, Mr. Speaker?

MR. SPEAKER:
Yes, your time is up.

MR, SIMMS:

Shame!

MR. GULLAGE:
Mr. Speaker,
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MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Municipal
and Provincial Affairs.

MR. GULLAGE:

Mr. Speaker, I am aware of course
the people in the Exploits region
are very interested in
reactivating their application for
a regional recreation facility in
the area. As a matter of fact,
just last week the Grand Falls and
the Windsor Councils were both in
to see me and that was the point
on both of their agendas which we
discussed thoroughly.

If I might go back for a moment to
the point where we took
Government, and we are looking at
the programns that were in place.
There were, in fact, three cheques
issued as the Member mentioned,
gad we felt though in our wisdom
that it was wise to review the

prograr. The fact that civil
servants had worked on it

previously dis rather beside the
point. I think they have a hand
in most major programs of
Government whebther il be in Iy
Department or any other, usually
civil servants certainly at tLthe
deputy minister or director level
are consulted and they work hand
in  hand with the Minister on
particular programs, 1in this case
it was probably no different.

But the point that has to be made,
Mr. Speaker, that as the Minister
responsible I dimmediately flagged
some points of concern and
expressed them to the Governnent.
The fact that the councils in most
cases with the applications that
we reviewed there were some ten

locations For regional facilities,
recreational facilities ddentified
where applications had been
submitted to the previous

Government. And in
these applications and

reviewing
speaking
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with the councils, as the Minister
responsible I discovered that
councils in almost every region
did not have agreements 1in place
between one another to maintain
and operate these facilities.
Indeed fundraising had taken place
in many cases because almost every
region, of course, was
anticipating and hoping that they
would get approval and had done
some fundraising. But agreements
were non-existent, There may have
been one or two in existence, but
really were non-existent in the
sense that a fFirm agreement
obligating the councils dinvolued
for their share of Lhe maintenance
and operating expenses, of course,
which is the big problem with any
facility when you are talking in
the $1 million range, $1.5
million. Facilities of that size,
of course, have large operating
expenses and maintenance expenses,
and my concern as the Minister was
whether or not the councils
involved 1in any particular area
could maintain and operate these
facilities.

So  dindeed  we did wilhdraw Lhe
problem and the Government agreod
with my recommendation that we
would revisit the program anc
bhring in criteria Lo do it
properly.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. GULLAGE:

Councils did not disagree with
that. In fact, they agreed with
the concerns that I had expressed
that, in fact, they did nol have
agreements in place.

The other point of concern was the
one of Ffinancing, the fact that
they would have access to olther
means of financing, perhaps have
other means of financing looked at
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by the Government. and indeed we
did that. We examined the various
options and, of course, the
options are many. The obvious one
is to simply require that the
council dinvolved come up with the
cash for their share, And indeed
many of them were prepared to do
that over a period of time and
hopefully would raise the funds
necessary.

So we also provided in the newly
announced program which I
announced just recently the option
For a council to access the
Municipal Financing Corporation
and, in fact, put their portion of
their 20 per cent obligation over
a reasonable period of time by way
of a debenture over a period of up
to twenty years. Now I am not
suggesting that in every case they
are going to access that because
many of the groups have already
raised in excess of $100,000 1in a
couple of cases. So they may want
to use their own funds for a
portion of it  and access the
Financing Corporation for another
portion. So we have applied the

Flexibildity to do that, Mr .
Speaker, and that has been well
received by the councils involved,

and I believe that this program
will be wvery successful. We have
asked the previously submitted

applicants to review their
applications and stihmit any

revisions they would like.

In fact they have the opportunity
to that, dncluding the Exploit's

application. I told the councils
of Windsor and Grand Falls
because, of course, they are
partners to that particular

application.

AN HON. MEMBER:
And Bishop's Falls.

MR. GULLAGE:
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And Bishop's Falls. To revisit
their application and see ifF in
fact they want to make any changes
before we priorize the grouping
previously submitted. We have
done that, we are in the process
of  going back to the various

applicants right now and asking
them to do that. We do have some
fine applications in. In fact

feasibility reports have been done
in the past on a 1lot of these
locations and indeed I think the
councils are very pleased with the

new program. I see us making &
recommendation very s00n,
priorizing the various

applications, .and getting on with
the program, Mr. Speakar,

MR. SPEAKER:
e hon. the
Opposition.

Leadanr of the

MR. RIDEQUT:

What was 1t Frank Moores said?
The time has come and it will not
be long now, Mr. Speakar.

I am very pleased to  have an
opportunity to speak 1in support,
unlike Lthe Minister, Lo spoak in’
support of Lhe petition so ably
presented by my colleague on
behalf of residents of Central
Newfoundland, the Exploits Valley
in particular, who have no otlther
option, Mr. Speaker, bul to come
to this House of Assembly through
the method of petition and try to
get bthis vindictive Government Lo
change 1its mind. It is terribhle
that a Minister of the Crown would
stand in  his place today  and
mislead the House, and provide
false information to the House,
Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman
who is  Dbreaking the rules by
interrupting would have done
better had he had the intestinal
fortitude to get to his feel and
support the petition that his
brother signed.
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SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:

That is when you can measure the
integrity and the fortitude of a
person, when he gets to his feet,
and not when he stands in his seat
and just shoots across Lthe House
and interrupts, when he gets to
his feet like a person of honour
and integrity and speaks for a
number of his constituents who
signed this particular thing.

It is terrible that this Minister
continues to mislead this House,
and the public of Newfoundland and

l.abrador, on this particular
matter, It is really
unfortunate. I would use stronger
language but it is not
parliamentary o) to do. The

Minister knows the difference. In
this particular case there were
agreements 1in place between the
various municipalities in the
Exploits Valley. In this
particular case fund raising had
been completed by the various

municipalities and recreational
groups 1in the Exploits Valley, as
was the case in Fogo., The

municipalities on Fogo Island had
complied, had an agreement in
writing that they would maintain
that particular facility. They
had their money raised, Mr .
Speaker. A1l they did wrong was
they voted wrong in the election.
That 1is all that happened. The
same thing happened down on the
Connaigre -Peninsula. M. Speaker,
I suspect that might sooh  he
corrected but the same thing
happened down on the Connaigre
Peninsula.

The fact of the matter was
officials in the Department, the
same officials that are presently
serving this Minister, the
of ficials that the Premier tried
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Lo say today are loyal to whoever
their political masters happen to
be, the same officials that gave
advice to us as a Government, Mr.
Speaker, the same officials that
went out and carried out Lhe
Feasibility studies that said that
the Exploits Valley recreational
facility was feasible and ought to
be proceeded with, recommended
that it be proceeded with, that
said that Fogo was feasible, ought
to be proceeded with and should bhe
proceeded with, that said that
Harbour Breton was feasible and
that it ought to be proceeded with
and should be approved, those same
officials.. Do yoeu think they gave
different advice to thal Minister
unless he asked them to give him
reasons why he could not approve
it, Mr. Speaker? That ds the
bottom line here, Mr. Speaker.
When this Minister went 1into that
Department he asked the officials
to 'give me reasons why I cannot
go ahead with this program.' His
officials do not even have a copy
of his program, but in Lhose
particular cases, the ones we are
referring here, the one Lthal is
the prayer of this petition fron
Exploits, bthe Minister wenkt to his
of Ficials, or had his Deputy go to
them and say: 'Give me reasons why

I cannot let this PO rarr
proceed.’ And Lhe Minister

succeeded, Mr, Speaker, andl he
does not have Lhe integrity - I
have seen Ministers hide bhehind
Officials, bhut that particular
Minister -

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please! Order pleasel

The hon. gentleman's time 1is up.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, _oh!

AN HON. MEMBER:
Sit down.

No. 18 (AfFternoon) R32



MR. RIDEOUT:

rhank you, Mr . Speaker. Tat
particular Gentleman sins the

most, I say to the Minister, and I
will sit down when I feel like 1it.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member for St. Mary's
- The Capes.

MR. HEARN:
Thank you, .Mr. Speakear.

I have a couple of petitions I
would like to present.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. HEARN:
So as not to confuse you or the

House, I will do them
individually, certainly. The
first one concerns the number of
accidents on our highways

involving Moose, and the prayer of
the petition idis: "The petition of
Lhe undersigned residents pray
that the number of accidents on
our highway involuing moose 1is
unacceptably high and the number
of moose licences issued to
persons 1in this Province has not
increased 1in proportion to the
increase in the moose population
wherefore your petitioners urge
the Government of Newfoundland and
Labrador to take dmmediate steps
to increase the number of moose
licences available to the people
of this Province.

There are a number of factors
here: 1. Fhe main request is
that the number of licences be
increased so that the greakt moose
population which we have will be
brought under control. There are
some other concerns, side concerns
here that might play a part, other
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ways of controlling the number of
accidents, which is the major
concern in relation to the
petition, and a lot of residents
are concerned about the lack of

clearing the brush along the
highways, especially away from the
Trans -Canada. When you gel onto

the side roads of the Province,
the brush is very, very close to
the road and moose, especially in
spring and summer, have a tendency
to rush out into the path of
oncoming traffic, and people,
especially those who are not used
to the number of moose on our
roads and on our highways might be
very much Counaware and,
consequently, we have a number of
very, very serious accidents.

We would also suggest that the
Minister of Social Services, Ffor
instance, 1in Jooking at ways to
employ some of the people who
receive social assistance - we
have seen some very successful
programs initiated through his
Department, through the different
local offices -~ hire recipients
For clearing brush along Lhe
highways, which helps keep tLhe
visibility problem down
considerably.

Also, 1in Newfoundland, of course,
in the wintertime, we use a lot of
salt on our roads. As  snow 1§
shoved off and mells on the side
of the road, undoubtedly the salt
stays there to some degree and
apparently this encourages moose
to come to the side of the road
for the salt licks, as all animals
tend to do. Once again, 1if the
side of the road 135 relatively
clear, then motoriskts can pick up
the moose some distance away. 1f
brush is growing right to the side
of the road, then it makes it much
more difficult to spot moose.

The other Section of Lhe pebtibtion,
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asking that the licences he
increased, would also be of
benefit din enhancing our tourism
industry, which has grown in leaps

and bounds in recent years,
Hunting in Newfoundland generally,
whether it 1is moose or deer - I
should not say deer, I should say
caribou or bear - has become known
world-wide and we have people
coming here from all over. One of

the problems they are having 1is
finding enough big game licences.
A lot of the outfitters in the

Province, in fact, have been
asking over the years that the
number of moose licences be

increased, and that the different
outfitters be glven more of these
because they do cater to people
who come in from other countries,
not to say other parts of our own
country, and spend considerable
dollars round the Province,
wherever they stay, in tLthe small
communities as well as 1in the
larger areas. So by increasing
the number of moose licences, we
are doing three things: One, We
are cutting down on the Imoose

population which is becoming
dangerously high; secondly, we are
giving local residents, and
probably that is the most

important reason, we are giving
local residents a chance to obtain
a moose licence where many are not
successful every vyear, especially
in light ofF the changes recently
made by this Government in the
moose licencing procedure; and
thirdly, it gives the opportunity
to bring more people 1into the
Province to hunt big game and,
consaequently, put mnore dollars
into the coffers of the small
communities around,

Some  years ago I  remember, when
you would go wmoose hunting you
would tend to go to the Millertown
area, or to Terra Nova or to
Central Newfoundland . Now, of

L34 April 5, 1990 Vol XLI

course, moose hunting 1s Dbig in

practically every area of Lhe
Province. So, instead of

concentrating our efforts and our
dollars 1in certain sections of the
Province, now hunting brings in
revenues to every small nook and
cranny scattered throughout the
whole Province. So, Mr. Speaker,
we hope that Government will
listen to the prayer of Lhe
residents concerned, and that they
will increase the numberr of
licences in the Province for all
the right reasons,

MR. WINSOR:
Mr. Speaker. Y

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member For Fogo.

MR. WINSOR:

Mr . Speaker, it is a great
pleasure to speak on behalf of Lthe
petition so ably put Fforth by my
friend from St. Mary's - The
Capes. I come from an area of
Newfoundland where moose -

AN HON. MEMBER:
There are lots of moose on FToqo
Island?

MR. WINSOR:
There are no moose on Fogo
Island. lots of caribou though.

MR. EFFORD:
Querseas.

MR. WINSOR:
OQuverseas.

Moose accidents have been quite
numerous along the Gancler Bay
Road . I do not know 1F the
Minister of Social Services is
aware, bhut his Department
undertook a very good project in
that area this year and I would
encourage the Minister Lo this
summer, not wailt until next fFall.
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MR. EFFORD:

In your district?

MR. WINSOR:
In my District, Sir.

MR. EFFORD:
No, I will not do 1it.

MR. WINSOR: ,

The Minister will not do it.
After today, fairness and balance
just went out the window. Got
exposed today, and fairness and
balance went out the window. But
the Minister's officials had the
good sense to undertake a brush
cutting program, - going back about
fifty to sixty feet - the Minister
is not aware of  the project,
obviously -~ from the side of the
road, and besides dimproving the
look of the countryside, making it
baltter for the Minister of
Transportation and his officials
for snow clearing. It greatly
increases the chance of a motorist
avoiding hitting a wmoose, because
you have a fair amount of time to
see them before they come oul of

the brush. I campliment the
Minister For having Lhe
forethought to listen Lo his

of Ficials and to put that program
in place, and I would encourage
him starting in May month to begin
again and cut the entire section
of road, all the way back to

Gander and points beyond. The
Minister nods his head. I am sure
that means we will have approval

next week.

In recent vyears, because of good
management by the previous

Administration, Lhe number of
moose in this Province has
increased dramaticaly. A good
conservation program the pC
Government  put in place has

resulted in the moose population
practically doubling over the last
number of years. The only thing
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that has happened is the number of

licences have not increased
proportionately. Fhe  number of
licences now given could he

substantially increased in  many
areas, and that could mean a

significant reduction in he
number of accidents that occur
from moose being along Lhe

roadside.

The Minister of Transportation
should also become dnvolved and
see 1if there dis some kind of a
correlation or statistic that can
be arranged on certain areas of
the Province where there seems to
be more moose accidents than in
other parts - the Terra Nouva
National Park comes to wmind. Now,
while I realize that Lthe National
Park is the jurisdiction of Uthe
Federal Government, it is not
uncommnon to drive in on an early
Monday morning and see fifteen or
twenty moose in the park area, 1if
you arrive before daylight,
Twenty-~-seven a friend of mine saw,
coming from Gander to the end of
the Park, twenty-seven moose on a
Monday morning.

In addition o that, of course,
the Lourism potential of  moose
hunters, big game hunters 1is a

great asset Lo tha Province,
hecause every tourist dollar has &
great multiplier effect. [t

brings people to our Province to
hunt big game and, of course, that
might entice them to c¢ome back

another season. So I  have no
difficulty in supporting the

prayer of this petition so ably
presented.

I think the Minister for Wildlife,
while my Friend for St. Mary's -
the Capes -

You missed hin. A splendid
presentation,
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AN HON. MEMBER:
I was outside.

MR. WINSOR:

Yes. There was a fair bit of
noise on the other side, too. The
Members were over there mumbling,
and 1t was difficult to hear in
the House at the time. Anyway, I
support the petition and hope that
somebody on the other side will
respond accordingly.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon., the Minister of Social
Services.

MR. EFFORD:

Mr. Speaker, I cannot let the
opportunity to say a few words
pass, since Lhe Minister of
Environment and Lands 1s not 1in
his seat today, for personal
reasons. As Minister of Social
Services and as a citizen of the
Province, we should certainly take
this wvery seriously. We are not
talking about something minor. A
number of Jlives have been lost in
accidents on the Trans Canada and
all the highways, and there has
been a lot of personal injury and,
as well, great financial cost to
people because of damage to cars.

I do not know 1if the Member for
St. Mary's - The Capes mentioned
it, but I know in my area, in the
District of Port de Grave, a
number of local Farmers have had a
tremendous problem with roaming
moose destroying crops, costing
tens of thousands of dollars.

The one thing I have to pass
comment on 1is the fact that the
Department of Social Services has
been doing so much in the Member's
District, in Fogo. Now, I have to
take & second look at that. We
cannot have too mmuch of that going
on, we have other Districts around
the Province, and 1if all the money
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is being spent down in that area,
Mr. Speaker, then I have to be
sure that other Districts in the
Province get equal
representation. So 1 assure the
Member I will be taking a wvery,
very serious look at that to make
sure we -—

AN HON. MEMBER:

(Inaudible).

MR. EFFORD:
Well, we will certainly have to
take a very serious look.

Speaking about the farmers oul in
my District, I will probably have
to dincrease the number of projechs
out there this year, because we
had several farmers last vyear who
lost an awful lot of money, an
awful lot of money because of
their crops being destroyed Dby

moose. It 4is not only the fact
that they eat and tear up some,
but they trample them and
everything else,

l'hen there are Lthe fances. In
Fact, one farmer went Lo the
expense of  putting an eleclric
Fence around his property. That

was very expensive. Again, the
good people of Port de Grave very,
very seldom come to covernmaent
looking for assistance, they did
it on their own and we compliment
those people for that. With 4t
would be my very, good clear
thinking to help the people out in
my own District for that reason
alone.

For the Member for St. Mary's -
The Capes, a very good friencd of
mine, T will certainly take a very
good look at what we can do up
there this year to alleviate some
of the problems by assisting and
brush cutting. I know there 1 a
lot of brush up in that area.
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We certainly supporlt the praver of
the petition and Lhe concerns

expressed by both Members. I do
not very often in bthis life
support what an opposition,

especially the Tory Opposition
would have to say anywhere,
especially in the House of

Assembly, but I must say Lhe
concern is for the well-being and
the safety of the citizens of the
Province. And I must say 1t dis
not wvery often I hear something

sensible coming from the
Opposition side. Thank vyou, Mr.

Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member for St. Mary's
- The Capes.

MR. HEARN:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I mentioned that I had a second
petition. This one concerns the
middle distance, one which will
also interest the Minister of
Social Services because 1t relates

directly to his fishery. I anm
sure he 1is going bto stand once
agein, if the Minister of

Fisheries is not back, and support
the prayer of this petition which
says: We are concerned that the
Provincial Government has decided
to sell the vessels of our middle
distance fleet, even though it has
been proven that the technology of
these vessels allows for more
selective harvesting of fish and
helps to conserve our fish stocks;
and

Two . The catch from our middle
distance fleelt has enabled many of
our plants to remain viable
through the Resource Short-Plant
Program. We, therefore, pebtition
the Government of Newfoundland and
Labrador to reconsider its

decision to sell the wvessels of
our middle distance fleet.
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Sometime ago, Lhe Former
Government introduced the middle
distance fleet, as we presenkly
know 1it, dnto the Province, but,
more  importantly, they received
from the Department of Federal
Fisheries an allocation for these
boats. This, in turn, helped
build up, I suppose, what we would
call an dndependent quota, which
gave the Province control ouver
harvesting a certain amount of
fish which they could allocate
wherever they so wished.

Ais it happened, a number of plants
which were having bad years or bad

periods during + any one year,
received fish Ffrom Gthe Resource

Short-Plant Program, from the
middle distance eFfort, and
enabled a tremendous amount of
workers to obtain employment and
qualify for UIi¢ and whatever.
Before the change of Government,
we received a tremendous amount of
criticism from the people who are

opposite now, concerning the
middle distance fleet. In FfFact,
upon coming into power Lhey

tmmediately decided to gelb rid of
Lhe middle distance effortl. It s
sort of peculiar now Lo notice
that the tide seems Lo be changing
and that the true value of Lhese
hoats and the quotas that were
there until Lhaey We e cut
recently, mainly because Lhe cutls
were supported by Uthe Government,
they realize the dmportance of
this right now, especially in the

smaller comnunities around the
Province. -

Plants c¢lose as Fewer areas have
Aaccess to the resource., The
allocation we had and the boats
that were Lthere to harvest Lhis
resource are of exbreme
importance. I still think that by
the Government having control, by
owning these middle distance
boats, which are perhaps the best
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boats in the Province today, which
have the technology to fish in
practically any section of the
ocean where we would catch fish,
whether it be in the North, up in
2G and 2H, and for a different
number of species, which gives us
a tremendous amount of wvariety
and, 1in our capability to catch
and land to any part of the
Province, a resource that could
provide employment For our
peaople. If we let those boats go,
then undoubtedly we are losing a
chance, as I say, to harvest
certain resources that could not
be harvested without this
technology, and we are depriving a
lot of our people of employment
opportunities.

I understand the Minister has now
had a change of heart and he 1is
asking the Federal Government to
reinstate the quota that was there
for the middle distance fleet,
perhaps, and I may only be

suspicious here, but perhaps
hecause his own plant in

Twillingate 1is in dire need of
fish, and the owner has made it
vaery clear that he is very
interested in receiving, or
obtaining, the boats and certainly
the resource the boats could bring
in. Maybe that is what i1t took to
wake the Minister up, because he
does see the value of the middle
distance fleet. Consequently, I
hope the Government does hold onto
the fleet. In light of what dis
happening, as I say, with plant
closures -

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. gentleman's time is up.

MR. HEARN:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

But, hopefully they will heold onto

the boats and then they can use
them for the benefit of the nany
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Newfoundlanders out there who need
such help these days.

MR. SPEAKER:

Before recognizing the hon. Member
for Grand Bank, I wanlbk to read out
the questions for the Late Show.
The first one 1is from the hon. the
Leader of the Opposition saying:
'T am dissatisfied with answers
given me by the Minister of
Finance to questions asked by me
today re educational financing.'

The second one is submittecd by bthe
Member for St. John's East stating
dissatisfaction with an answer
given to a. question asked Lthe
Minister of Finance concerning the
net cost benefit to Lthe economy of
the Province with the recent
influx of refugees.

The third one is submitted by the
hon. the Member for Mount Pearl.
He says, 'I wish to give notice
that I am dissatisfied with the
answer given by the Minlster of
Municipal and Provincial affairs
to my question relating to the
establishment of Lhe Mounbt Pearl
Fire Department.' Mese  arae  Lhe
three questions.

The hon. the Member for Grand Bank.

MR. MATTHEWS:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I take pleasure today in rising on

bLhis occasion to support the
petition put forward so ably by my
colleague from St., Mary's - The
Capes 1in support of the wmiddle
distance fishing effort, and

particularly the wmiddle distance
fleet, the boats which are owned
by the Province.

With the existing c¢risis in Lthe
Fishery, if there ever was a btime

when the Province should be
holding onto Lhose particular
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vessels 1t 1is now, unless what we
have heard over the last few
months has just been 1lip service
to the effect and the point of
view that has been expressed by
many, not only din the Province,
but 1in Atlantic Canada and, as
well, by some Ministers idin the

Federal Government about
underutilized species. Now, in
order to reduce some of the very
serious 1impacts that we will see

over the next year or so with
regards to the fisheries crisis,
these vessels could be, certainly,
utilized and harvesting capability
put in place to harvest some of
these species that have been
talked about now for a number of
years but nothing has ever been
done about.

I as well have a vary deep
interest in this particular Middle
Distance Fleet. Not only because
the fleet was put into existence
and build when we were in
Government, but because a large
number of people from the Burin
Peninsula were crawing those
particular boats, And, of course,
as a consequence of the action of
the quota being taken away these
people, some of them or a larqge

number of them, have hecome
unemployed. They have had
difficulties with Federal fish in

that they wanted to go to
different sized boats and lthey
have had serious problems being
allowed to do that.

Only a few days ago I had a
conversation with the Member for
Placentia who had gone through a
very similar situation with one or
two of his Ffishermen out there,
not because of moving from ‘the
middle distance to other boats,
but because they wanted to move
from one size to the other, so it
has been a very complex problem,
And I think the Province - and I
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have said publicly over the last
fFew months - are making a very
serious mistake din selling offF
those Middle Distance boats. Now
I see a sort of reversal or a turn
in the opinion of the Provincial
Government that we have heard over
the last few weeks, and we have
seen a Member on the other side
rise and present a resolution,
actually, calling for the Middle
Distance effort to be maintained
by the Province.

So, as the Member for St. Mary's -
The Capes said, these boats are

well built. They have more
selective harvesting than ® lot of
vessaels that fish, and

consequently they were able Lo
harvest a larger, bigger fish,
And, of course, that was good,
there 1s more selective harvesting
because with all the cries these
days that, again, we have heard
about the attack on the P sea
fishery, particularly the
trawlers, that one of the biggest

criticisms that we hauve S¢en
coming particularly from Lhe
inshore sector is Lhat Lhe

trawlers are doing severe damage,
not only to the Fish during Uthe
spawning season, but as well to
the fishing grounds.

So boeoaks that have more selective
harvesting such as¢ these Middle
Distance boats were equipped Lo
do, I really feel it d1s the way
For the Ffuture 1in this Province
and I think it is a sad reflection
upon this A ministrations
foresight or lack of foresight in
looking at the Ffishery of tUthe
future to get rid of these boats.

So, M, Speaker, L take great
pleasure thie¢ afternoon 1in rising

in Lhe Hous e to support Lhis
petition put forward by my
colleague from St. Mary's - The

Capes calling upon the Government
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to not do away with those boats,
to stop the sale of these boats.
There certainly, God, must be some
way that boats that are so well
constructed can be utilized Ffor
the -

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. MATTHEWS:

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. - for the
benefit of the fishery in this
Province in looking at the crisis
we are going through now.

MR. EFFORD:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Social
Services,

MR. EFFORD:

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In the
absence of tLhe Minister of
Fisheries I want to take just a
couple of minutes to speak about
this because I think dif anyone
other than the Minister of
Fisheries dis being involued with
the Middle Distance Fleel and the
knowledge around it over the past
four or five years, I would like
it to be known that I have bheen
involved and I am quite concerned
about the Middle Distance Fleet.

Back in 1985 being on the
Opposition when this first came
about, the former Minister of
Fisheries — now the Leader of the
Opposition - talked about the
Middle Distance Fleet. I think we
expressed, as an Opposition at
that +time, the concerns that we
had with that particular fleet of
boats, the capability that
particular fleet of boats would
have 1in earning a profit and bheing
able to catch fish and earn a
profit and to bhe able to
substantially replace the boats

L40 April 5, 1990 Vol XLI

that are in St. John's. I
contended and I said very clearly
at that time that we already had a
number of Middle Distance boats
equal and capable of what those
fleets of boats were doing 1in the
Province. And 1t was proven out
in a very, very quick term thalt we
proved that the sixty four Foot
eleven and a half inch bhoats that
were fishing on the Grand Banks
side by side with those expensive
operation boats that could not
catch any more fish 1in a season
than could the sixty-four foot
eleven and a half dinch boats.

Those supposedly: smail hoats of
the then Premier, the hon. Brian
Peckford, said that they could not
do 1it, that they could nolt go out
to the Grand Banks, that it was
too far, that they could not make
a profit and they could not catch
the fish. Now we have proven
since, Mr. Speaker, that it s
proven that those boats: 1. Takes
less of a crew, less costly to
operate, and less costly to build
and they can catch an equal amount
af Fish in Lhe same Lypoe  af
weather .

2. When those boats were f(irst
brought to Newfoundland, they were
brought here for a new type of
fishery, the hook and line
fishery. They came, they wenlt out
on the Grand Banks and they could
not catch enough fish with the
hook and 1line process to make a
profit. They consequently ended
up out around the Virgin Rocks,
fishing the same places that the
inshore fishing boats had to go,
gillnetting side by side with
those boats. That is what
happened.

Now, what 1is the point of taking X
number of millions of dollars and
subsidizing those types of boats,
when the same amount of Ffish c¢an

Jc.
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he caught in a less expensive way
by the 64-foot, 11-1/2 inch boats?

Last year the otter trawlers
fished one month out of twelue and
were tied up the rest of the
year. Why are we going to put
millions of dollars dinto bring
more boats into Lhe Province when
we do not have the resource or the
quotas for these boats to catch?

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

MR. EFFORD:

That dis another problem. The 64
foot, 11-1/2 idinch boats land fish
up around bthe Member's District,
Fermeuse ancd Ferryland, and they
have supplied a lot of fish. And
they fish at least nine to ten
months of the year. They only
give wup in December, January and
February, and some of them will
even go out that time of year.
What about the Nova Scotia Boats?
That 1is another idssue. But I am
talking about the boats we have

already in Newfoundland, with
very, very capable, very

industrious fishermen all around
the Coast of NewfFoundland; they
have proven through the years that
they are very capable, A1l they
need ds a fair c¢hance to catch
fish,

Now, the quota. What happened to
the quota for the middle distance
Fleet? It was taken from the
middle distance and given to FPI.
It was not given to the -Fishermen
whe can go out there and catch
their fish and earn a good profit
and make 1t a viable operation.
They took Lhose Fishermen and
placed themn to the inshore
allocation. Now we have the olter
trawlers with a quota this year to
fish about one month again. I
mean, where 1s the logic in that?
If we had surplus stocks out there

4] April 5, 1990 Vol XLT

and those boats could make a
profit, I would have no problem

with boats like the middle
distance fleet or all the boats
you could manufacture. But:  the

resource is limited, capability is
limited, and the fFfact that it
takes thirteen men to c¢rew that
boat, versus six men on Lhe
65-foot boat and they cannot catch
more fish and make more profit, so
where 1s the practicality? I am
not saying there is nothing those
boats can do, and I am sure the
Minister of Fisheries and the
officials of Ihis Department, in
their wisdom, will look at what is
the best option for those middle
distance boats. Rut keep 1in mind
that we have the boats and they
will supply all those plants you
are talking about, and rightly so,
they should keep those
resource-short plants and Lhe
small plants going around the
coast going. Ard 1if there dis any
extra fish to catch and exbtra
quotas can be had from Ottawa, I
suggest we fFirst give 1t Lo Lhe
boats all around  the coaslt of
NewFoundland  and  Labrador  and if
they are capable of going oul
there and catching the fish, as
they have done over the past four
or five vyears, and making moncy,
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

'he hon. gentleman's time 1is up.

MR. EFFORD:
Thank vou, Mr. Speaker.

- I cannolt see any reason why we
cannot continue with that progran.

AN HON. MEMBER:
By leave! -

MR. SPEAKER:
Fhe hon. the Member For Grand Bank.
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MR. MATTHEWS:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I take this occasion to once again
rise this afternoon to present a
petition to this hon. House of
Assembly on behalf of residents of
the Burin Peninsula, particularly
the communities of Grand Bank and
Fortune, who are very, very
concerned about the Provincial
Government's White Paper an
post-secondary education and the
inference or reference in the
White Paper with the proposal by
the Government of Newfoundland and
Labrador to move the headguarters
of Eastern Community College from
Salt Pond, Burin to Clarenville.
They are very, very concerned
about the 1impact such a decision
will have on an already suffering
Burin Peninsula local economy.

It goes on to say, '"Wherefore,

your petitioners urge the
Government of Newfoundland and
Labrador to reconsider this
decision and to retain Lhe
headquarters of Eastern Comnunity
College din  Burin, As  in  duty

bound, your petitioners will ever
pray.'

Now, Mr. Speaker, just & Few days
ago, my colleague from Burin -
Placentia West presented a
petition from the residents of the
Burin - Marystown area, pertaining
to this same dissue, and there is
grave concern on the Rurin
Peninsula about this particular
proposal in the White Paper on

Post-secondary Education to
relocate the headquarters of

Fastern Community College.

I gquess today in presenting this
petition I must repeabk some of the
things that I said Jjust a few
short days ago on this issue. Ihe
headquarters of the Eastern
Comnunity College 1s Tlocated at
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Salt Pond in vary good
accomnodations. New office
facilities really, and with a
lease that has just recently bean
signed for five years. So 1t just
makes sense that if you are going
to relocate that headguarters For
that community college region then
it is going to cost the Board of
Governors money to do that .
Consequently, of course, the money
that the Boards of Governors get
are from the Province of
Newfoundland and Labrador by way
of a grankt 1in aid. So it is going
to cost money to relocate the
headguarters of Eastern Comnunity
College. One thdt is already well
established and working very well.

And Lthe major and main point thal
I made a few days ago, and as well
my colleaque for Burin - Placentia
West made, was if Lthere 1s any
educational value that 1is going to
be attached to moving the
headquarters of Easbtern Comnunity
College then I or my colleague
would not be able to oppose s
move . Because we all want
educational wvalue for Lthe people
of our Province, parbticularly our
young people, we want our dollars
to get the best bang for the buck
in education throughout
Province. So 1f Lthat was the
then I could not honestly stand
this House or anywhere else 1in
this Province and oppose such a
move . But having said that, Mr.
Speaker, there 1dis no educational
bhenefit whatsoever attached to
relocating the headquarters of
Eastern Comnunity College.

The idssue here with leaving the
headquarters where it i Qr
relocating 1t ds merely, din  my
opinion, politically motivated.

AN HON. MEMRER:

What doe the Member Ffor Trinity
North say?
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MR. MATTHEWS:

I do not know what the Member for
Trinity North - the Member for
Trinity North is wvery capable of
expressing his own opinions in
this House. We have heard him do
it before. I amn just trying to
outline, Mr. Speaker, that there

is no educational benefitl to
relocating the headquarters. It
is going to cost the Government
money to relocate the

headquarters. It does not matter
where the headquarters of Eastern
Community College is located. You
have four other campuses, if there
are meetings going to be held at
four of the five campuses the
representatives of the five
campuses will have to travel to
get to the olher one. So I take
great pleasure, Mr. Speaker, 1in
rising this afternocon to present
this petition, very strongly
opposing the suggestion din Lkhe
White Paper on post secondary

education to relocate Lhat
headquarters. I consequentially

table this petition for reference
to the appropriate Department.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. the Member's time 1is up.

DR. WARREN:
Mr. Speaker,

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

DR. WARREN:

Mr. Speaker, I understand fully
the hon. Member's comments and Lthe
feelings of his constituents in
this regard. I quaess we started,
Mr. Speaker, to look at. the whole

system 1in the Province. And our
conclusion was that din order to
provide greater equality of
opportunity to improve the

excellence in programs and to
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provide For greater efficlency the
post-secondary system had to be
restructured. We started Firrom
that perspective.

The second decision we made was to
change some of the boundaries of
the colleges and it became obuious
afFter we started to examine the
whole system that the Eastern

Community college, was a
relatively small college that

Avalon perhaps needed some changes
and we concluded that we should
combine Eastern and a portion of

Avalon to provide a larger
community college comparable to

Central, comparable to Western,
larger Lhan lLabrador and as a
result we put together a proposal
that Eastern and the Campus in

Placentia and the Campus in
Carbonear would make up a new
comnunity college. That was the

first educational decision we made.

Secondly we started looking to
headquarters, we could have left
the headqguarters in Salt Pond. We
could have left the headquarters

in Carbonear. But being For
fairness and balance we did nol

look at it politically, we lookad
at it educationally. And there s
no doubt From every perspective
that the logical centre for the
new college was Clarenville, for
economic reasons and olbher reasons.

SOME HON, MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

of course, my Friends From
Conception Ray feel very strongly,
and I respect their views, and I

will meet with their people that
the centre, the college
headquarters should e in
Carbonear. And From Lthe Burin
Peninsula they argue that it

should be left in Salk Pond. We
understand that. But we concluded
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that the best educational decision
was to put the headquarters in

Clarenville and we received
overwhelming support from the
whole region. The hon. Member
from the area is nodding.

Thousands of people and euen
people from +the Burin Peninsula
and from Conception Bay admit that
with the new college the logical
location is to put it in
Clarenville.

Now, Mr. Speaker, he raises one or
two other good points. What about

the space? What about the
contracts? What about the
people? I can assure youw if after

we consider all of these options
at the end of April, it  we
conclude that what we propose 1in
the White Paper is the correct way
to go, I assure the hon. Members
that we will consider the
sensitivity of staff and the needs
of staff din making any changes.
We are not going to up-root
everyhody dimmediately. As far as
space 1is concerned, Mir. Speaker,

our hope is that with new
progranms, expanded programs, we
will need that space. We will 1in

the process of Amplementing our
plans be sensitive to economic
reasons and to staffing needs.

I assure the hon. Member of that,
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member for Burin -
Placentia West.

MR. TOBIN:
Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.

I would like to have the
opportunity once , again to
participate 1n the discussion on
the movement of Uthe headquarters
from Salt Pond to Clarenville.

Mr. Speaker, let me say from the
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outset -

AN HON. MEMBER:
Do vyou have another petition?

MR. TOBIN:

Yes, I do. I have another
petition that I will he

presenting later, as it relates to
the same issue, Mr. Speaker.

Let me say from the outset, Mr.
Speaker, I will probably wailt
until tomorrow to present it, that
there dis no one on the Burin

Peninsula who opposes any
headquarters or any other
organization ‘ going to
Clarenville. I am sure I can
speak for my colleague From

Carbonear, I would nok expact
there ds anyone in Carbonear who

opposes development in
Clarenville. But, Mr. Speaker,
what we have hear 1is a case of a
headquarters being established

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

MR. TOBIN:

Yeas, Lo . Okay, two . Sure, you
were not here the other day when
my colleaque from Carbonear quite
eloquently put Forth the argument
for the people din Carbonear, as
myself and my colleague From Grand
Bank did. And so he should, and
he did a good job, Mr. Speaker.

But, Mr. Speaker, let me say that
what 1s going on here today is

something that will see
twenty-Five people lose their jobs
in Burin - ds the Minister saying
that nobody in Burin or nobody in
Carbonear will lose their
positions? Are vyou saying there

is no one in Burin or no one in
Carbonear who would lose their
position?

Mr. Speaker, what I am saying here
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today is Lhat there is a
headguarters established in Burin,
the headquarters For the Eastern
Community College 1is put 1in Burin
for all of the right reasons, and
there is no reason, Mr. Speaker,
to remove 1it. There 1s no reason
except, Mr. Speaker, I suspect
that the Member who is behind
taking the headquarters from Burin
is the Member for Bellevue, Mr.
Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRETT:
(Inaudible) .

MR. TOBIN:
You are for putting it in
Clarenville and taking it from
Burin and also taking 4t fromn
Carbonear.

I would suspect that the Member
for Bellevue dis the monkey in the
woodpile when 1t comes to taking
things from the Burin Peninsula.
I asked him for his support on a
couple of dssues on the Burin
Peninsula. Did he say vyes, like
the Member for Placentia said, no
indeed he did not. frhat 1is Lthe
man who has taken the headquarters
from Burin and Carbonear and is
responsible for convincing his

colleaques to put it in
Clarenville so he hopefully can
get some constituency jobs. Now

Mr. Speaker, probably that is the
right reason for him to do it but
in my opinion Mr. Speaker, it s
the wrong reason Ffor it to be
done. I beliecve it should stay in
Burin, Mr. Speaker, there 1is a
group of people very -active right
now throughout the Burin Peninsula
drawing up petitions Mr. Speaker.
Forwarding petitions getting the
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word out, that is the right
location. There 1s no educational

benaefit and Lhe Minister of
Education can say what he likes
Mr . Speaker, There is no

educational benefit whatsoever to
rob the headquarters and Lwenty
five jobs from the people of Salt
Pond. None Mr. Speaker and it is
time the Minister of Education and
his colleaqgue the Minister of
Finance Mr . Speaker, who I
understand will become Famous in
the next few hours. There 1is, Mr.
Speaker, no reason whatsoever for
the Minister of Education to rob
twenty Five Jjobs fFfrom the Burin
Peninsula, This' government, Mr,
Speaker, has been cruel enough 1in
terms of robbing jobs from the
Burin Peninsula, they have Dbeen
cruel 1in every aspect of it. Over
two hundred people have lefl the
Marystown-Burin area in the last
nuimber of months, gone to the
Mainland Mr. Speaker, some of Cthem
mouing their families because this
government has failed to support
the Burin Peninsula Uthe way it
should.

Now we turn around today and we
see this action by the Minislter of
Education. I recognize quite
clearly that it is a White Paper,
I know that, and I am hoping that
the prasentations that my
colleague from  Grand Rank ancl
myself have made 1in this House,
vesterday, day hefore yesterday
and again today, Mr . Speaker,
probably later on this evening onr
tomorrow or next week. We will be
further arqguing our case, because
this dssue has to be brought to
the forefront. No Minister has a
right after one vyear, after one
year of trying a program. You
have tried a program. We have put
it in place -

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!
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The hon. Gentleman's time is up.

MR. TOBIN:
Mr. Speaker, I will have time to
get back to it again.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member for 7Torngat
Mountains.

MR. WARREN:

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I have a
petition Mr. Speaker signed by
forty-five people in the community
of Williams Harbour. I did speak
to the Member for Eagle River
earlier today, and, in fact,
knowing how we co-operate with
each other, I suggested to the
Member that I would give him the
petition to present on behalf of

forty-five residents in the
fishing community of Williams

Harbour, in fact, I would think it
would include all of the voters in
Williams Harbour. I think that is
the complete 100 per cent of Lhe
voters 1in Williams Harbour, but,
the Member, for some reason did
not want to present the petition,
No, Mr. Speaker, Lthe Member would
not present the petition and the
answer the hon. Gentleman made was
that if they wanted him Lo present
the petition, they would have sent
it to him. These names on the
petition, Mr . Speaker, I could
read right on through them, the
Russells, the Campbells, the
Burdens and the Sooleys and the
l.arkins I think there are only
five surnames and the Penneys.
The prayer of the petition is

And the Minister of Health,
referred to a letter a while aqo,
that I wrote to communities, I
think he mentioned Peggy Twine,
down in Pinsent Arm, whoin I wrote
and asked her would she sign a
petition Yes, Mr. Speaker, I
sure did, and I wrote to Williams
Harbour also, and said, look, df
you are concerned about Health
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Care, sign this petition and send
it in to me and I will present
it. I wrote to Pinsents Arm, I
wrote to Paradise River, I wrote
to Davis Inlet - Mr. Speaker, I
have seventeen more petitions here
yet, Mr. Speaker, and I am going
to present everyone of Lhem,
because the people in those
communities are concerned about
Health Care. I read with interest
today an excerpt From the
Labradorian, a Robinson Blackmore
Paper which d1s published in Happy
Valley, Goose Ray, and, Mr .
Speaker, I will table it because
there is a column concerning
Health Care. I, will read, Sir,
and I quote: 'First, there 1is Lhe
issue of the Melville Hospital.
The Government had promised
$100,000 last vyear to at least
plan for a new hospital. There
was not even any mention of the
money, this year. No indication
of the Government even as a notion
to replace the pitiful shack at
Goose RBay. . The reason 1is clear,
no NATO, no hospital'. Mr .
Speaker, this Governmenlt has now
taken the stand. Because of Lhe
comments of the Prime Minister in
Nova Scolbia, & month or so aqgo,
this Government has now taken a
stand that wunless NATO goes into
Goose Bay, the patients, the
paople from the Labrador Coast,
the people  from Happy valley,
Goose Bay, will have Lo put up
with going to get atlention from

the pititul shack. Now, Mr .
Speaker, it dis dinteresting to note
what else was said. Fhey said,

Mr. Decker, and I assume they are
referring to Lhe Minister of

Health . Mr. Decker, led us Lo
believe hospital planning would go
ahead whether or not NATO came Lo
Goose RBay. Plans would have Lo be
delayed until 4t was known how
large a Facility we need. What
tripe? Just as soon as Lthere are
rumblings Ffrom Lthe Prime Minister
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in the Toronto Star that the base
would go to Turkey our Government
abandoned the whole idea of a new
hospital. It is as if the
Government's attitude toward a new
hospital hinged upon the kind of
tax revenue they could garner from
NATO investment.

Here they are putting the
investment they were going to get
from foreign countries bhefore the
health and well- being of people
from Labrador. I think 4t 1is
incumbent upon the Minister of
Health to make sure there 1is money
provided For a new hospital in
Goose Bay and for the Minister of
Health not to treat the people in
Labrador as second class citizens
as the Minister of Municipal and
Provincial aAffairs 1is doing, and
as the Minister of Transportation
is doing. The 1least thing one
Minister 1in this Government can do
is show compassion to the people
in Labrador.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member for Kilbride.

MR. R. AYLWARD:

Mr. Speaker, I would like to take
the opportunity to say a few words
of support on the petition so ably
presented by my colleague the
Member for Torngat Mountains on
behalf of forty-five residents of
Williams Harbour. I am surprised
that +the Member for Lthe District
who was given Lthe occasion to
present this petition on behalf of
his constituents refused to
present 1t, Mr. Speaker. Knowing
that Member I am sure he had some
reason for not presenting it but I
do not think, certainly I hope not
anyway, that the Member would not
present it only because the Member
for Torngat Mountains, who is
being c¢riticized For doing his job
as an MHA.
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MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

It is now 4:30.

MR. R. AYLWARD:
Too, bad, Mr. Speaker.

Late Show

MR. SPEAKER:

We. will move to the first question
on the Late Show. It is presented
by the hon. the Leader of the
Opposition who states his
dissatisfaction ‘with an ansawenr
given by the Minister of Finance.
The hon. the Leader of Lhe
Opposition.

MR. RIDEOUT:

Mr . Speakar, it is not very
difficult to be dissatisfied with
an answer given by the Minister of
Finance. The most amazing thing,
I suppose, Mr. Speaker, as we have
come to see in this House over Lthe
last twenty-something days, sincea
the Budgel was brought down, s
that vyou 1in facl gel an answer
from the Minister of Finance at
all. The Minister spends most of
the time glued to his seatl. I do
not know if he is going to pub an
extra tax on <razy g9lue because
the Minister cannobt get oubk of his
seat most of the time to answer a
question. When he does gelb up,
M. Speaker, it dis only to make a
fool of himself and make a Fool of
the Government . If 1 had to put
Forward any prooft, Mr  Speaker,
witness what the Minister had Lo
say in debate in this House last
Tuesday night that dis causing a
kerfulrle around Lhis country like
you would not bhelieve, M.
Speaker, and right here in our own
Province.
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But Mr. Speaker, a few days ago,
Mr. Speaker, I asked the Minister
of Finance to explain how he could
have the gall to try to get people
in this province to believe that
his budget was a progressive step
forward, Mr. Speaker, in terms of
educational fFinancing in
Newfoundland and Labrador. Now at
the time I asked that question,
Mr. Speaker, I didn't have the
benefit of the analysis that we
had carried out. We had carried
out our own analysis but I didn't
have the benefit of the
observations and the analysis of
professionals who are involved 1in
the education system of this
province.

Since I asked the question, Mr,
Speaker, some groups have now come
forward with their own analysis.
For example the School Trustees
Association, Mr. Speaker, and they
have - I don't know who the
president 1is, I know who ‘the
Executive Director is, but I don't
know the president, I don't know
the president at all but I do know
who the Executive Director is. I
believe he 1is an old buddy of the
mad doctor too Mr. Speaker if the
Minister of Finance was to be
honest,

But anvway, Mr. Speaker, suffice
to say what I said 1in this House
this week was correct. The fact
of the matter 1is, Mr. Speaker, -
Is there anything 1in Beauchesne
that can be used to cool down the
hon. gentleman, Mr. Speaker? 1
have to save a little bit of voice
for some time after 12:00 tonight,
Mir. Speaker.

The Ffact of the matter 1is, Mr.
Speakear, that despite the
announcement 1in  the budget that
there was to be a sizable increase
in the per pupil grant to school
boards, the fact of the matter is
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that it will only amount, if I
remember correctly, to an increase
of about 0.7 or 0.8 per cent

simply because the Governmnent
knows Lhere are declining

enrollments.

The number of students 1in our
school system in this Province is
declining each year, so you have
to take that dntco account. The
Government also knows, Mr .
Speaker, that there is such a
thing as inflation which tLhe
Minister in his budget is
predicting to run at about four
per cent this year, so that will
wipe out any ing¢rease in the per
pupil operating grant that school
boards get, Mr . Speakar, Now
confirmed by the School Trustees
Association. And on top of Lhat
is the Minister of Finance, who
after twenty something days after
bringing down his budget still has
not made it know to education
institutions, to school boards, to
hospitals, to the universities, to
the commnunity colleges whether or
not they are going to be Forced to
pay this payroll tax, Mr. Speaker.

Now if school boards are, in facl
- and we can only say, 1if, because
the Minister has not said aye or
nay, he has nolbt said vyes or no.
He has had glue-itis and he cannot
get oubt of his seat. Bul M,
Speaker, 4f din fact the school
boards have to pay the Goods and
Services Tax the school boards
will, in fact, receive less money
for operating this year than they
received last year, Mr. 3Speaker.
So  therefore this Government -in
its great pronouncement in  the
budget was a fraud 1in Education
just as it was a fraud in a dozen
and one areas, Mr. Speaker, bthat
we brought out day after day 1in
this House since the Minister
brought cdown that Fraudulent
document called the budgelb, Mr,
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Speaker.

DR. WARREN:
Mr. Speaker.

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

DR. WARREN:

Mr. Speaker, let me repeat
something I said earlier, I
believe 1in the context of these
difficult times the Education
Budget was a good budget this
year, Mr. Speaker.

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

DR. WARREN:

Just wait. Just hold it now and I
will give you the answer, and I
will give it to you 1in estimates
again if you want it the next time.

Mr. Speaker the total increase for
Education this year was seven per
cent over last years expenditure.
Mr . Speaker, not only did we
increase expenditures by seven per
cent, but we increased the
proportion of the total budget.
Under the Tory's the budgel in
Education went down fFrom about
twenty-seven per cent about ten
years ago to aboul twenty-four per
cent last vyear. We picked it up.
We increased the share of the pie
slightly this vyear under these
very difficult circumstances,
That is the first point.

Secondly, Mr., Speaker, last vyear
this Government increased school
tax equalization by $5.5 million.
The Tory's in 1986 pubt $2 million
into school tax equalization. In
1987 they put $2.5 million in. In
1988 they put $4.5 million din,
What did we do last year? We went
to $10 million in one year and we
have maintained that this year.
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Let me tell you one other thing,
Mr. Speaker. For five years the
Tory's put $20 million into
capital costs. We, last year, Uthe
fFirst year in office we dncreased
that From $20 million to $27
million, and we quaranteed it Ffor
this year and for the next year

$27 million. So we increased very
substantially last year the amount

of money for school tax
equalization and for capital

construction.

Now, just a 1little bit about this

year. Here 1is what we did this
year. We increased the
operational grants by Four per
cent From 265 to 275, Yes,
enrollment 1is going down. 3000
fewer students. 2500 to 3000

fewer students every year. e
enrollments have gone down Ffrom
162,000 in 1971 down to 130,000
now, and 1t dis going down to
100, 000 at the turn of the
century . 100,000 and still this
Government 1s going to keaep on
increasing the expenditures in
education.

Lat mne tell you aboul
scholarships, we increased the
Funding for scholarships. We
increased teachers salaries. The
budget For teacher salaries is up
by 9.3 per cent . We have

computers in schools, and what a
response I have gotlen from that

initiative. $1.5 million this
year for computers. Tt dis not
enough,' Dr. Vokey says, or Mr.
Hounsell says. It 1is not enough,

but over the next Filve years we
are going to dincrease providing
computers in the schools.

DR. WARREN: .
Instructional materials came Lo &
half million this year, We are
increasing Funding for distance
education, for extra materials For
other purposes in the schools,
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tremendous, and I assure the hon.
Member that we will continue to
insure that this Province has the
best possible education system so
that our people can compete with
the world.

Now as to the second question he
raised, this question about the
payroll tax, 1let me 1inform the
hon. Member that in a very short
period of time the Minister of
Finance will make quite clear the
position of everybody with respect
to the payroll tax and let me
repeat what he said to you. I am
just repeating what the hon,
Minister saild, my friend said a
few weeks ago to school boards,
"Do not worry, he said,, you got
nothing to worry about" he said,
now I do not know what percisely
that means, but I can gather what
it means, he said also to the
University, " you will not Dhe
hurt" he said that in this
House . So that is all I am going
to say aboul the Minister, because
he, my wvery confident friend is
going to outline everything in due
course and the whole province will
understard, thank you very much,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. Member for St.
East.

John's

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MS_DUFF:

Thank you Mr. Speaker, and I am
rising to re-address the question
that was asked, an @CONOMILC
question on the net cost benefit
to the Province of the influx of
refugees, directed Lo the Minister
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of Finance, because 1t 1s in fact
an economic question. I
re-addressed the question on
Wednesday and I did receive a
documentation from the Minister of
Finance which I have read, and I
think it shows that the Minister
in fact was already thinking along
the same lines and had begun to do
some analysis. It is not
complete, and there are some
problems with it.

Under the document tabled, the
Minister has identified there
would be sixteen million dollars
in Provincial support payments
required based , on 23 hundregd
refugees a month over a 12 month
period, now we have no way of
knowing whether that in fact will
Follow through, but that 1is basead
on the peak we have now continuing
for twelve months, and 1t shows
that there is & two million dollar
benefit in RST payments from
Federal money and a 3.5 million
dollar general tax gain from the
economic muliplyer effFect, I
presume he has used the muliplyer
before, but I an not sure hecauss
there 1is no details. [L does not
include what I would have to feel
would be an equivalent effeclk Fromn
RST from the Provincial revenue,
which will bhe 2 million dollars,
now there may bhe argumnents for
that 1in accounting practice, but
in point of factkt, 4if a million
dollars in  Provincial monaey is
spent, and on every cenlt that 1is
spent there 1s an RST tax back, it
should be the same RST tax, either
you are giving refugees an 88 cent
dollar or you are getting 12 per
cent back, one way or the other
you have to take +t.

Now what is also not calculated in
here is the effect of Job
creation, and I have just used Lhe
33 million dollar total Figure
identified under CAP and Lhe
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Provincial support as the over all
money that 1s Dbeing spent, and
assuming that 30 per cent of that
is spent 1in salaries, that would
lead to 10 million dollar being
spent 1in wages and benefits. If
you take an average salary of-

MR. SPEAKER:

Order please, order please. I do
not know 1if the hon. Member is
having difficulty speaking, but I
am certainly having difficulty
hearing. The hon. Member for St.
John's East.

MS DUFF:

There would be five hundred and
twenty six new jobs created over
that period using the 30 percent
salaries on ten million dollars of
wages and (inaudible) . These
people are not on U.I or on
welfare, 1if they were they would
be being paid out of the public
purse, which should show dif you
look at dit, $12,000.00 a year
being the average payment for a
family of two on social
assistance, approximately 6.3
million dollars we are not paying
out because new Jjobs have Dbheen
created.

That, to me, leaves a nek cost of
$1.7 million. So 1if we can get
526 new jobs created for $1.7
million dollars or $3,200 dollars
a job, that is a very good bang
for the buck. It ds twenty-five
cent dollars, Ffor which we are
getting a tremendous boost to our
hospitality 1industry at a wvery,
very down time.

Now, the other question 1 asked,
which dis not answered 1in this,
relates to the fact, what are we
trying to do to encourage somne of
these highly qualified people to
stay in the Province? This paper
says that while history has shown
that 1in long-range terms these
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refugees become productive
citizens and contribute to the
@economic well-being of the
country, they do so in major
mainland cities but not here
locally, because this province is
a mere gateway. The Minister has
indicated that nobody 1is bheing
Forced to leave. I asked, what
are we doing to encourage some of
these people to stay so that we
can get the 1long-term benefit of

their productivity? I understand
nothing is being done. From

talking to the refugees, they have
had wvery 1little positive contact
that 1is encouraging them to do
anything else bul go to Toronto as
soon as possible.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. Minister of Finance.

DR. KITCHEN:
Thank you Mr. Speaker,

Mr. Speaker, in the Few months
that I have been in the job down
there, I have heard and read a
great many proposals for starting

NGl industries, a great Nany
proposals. The Member opposite is
suggesting that wWe sal up a

refugee industry whereby we bring
in refugees and keep them here and
get some federal dollars for it,
and that, then, will enhance our
economy . Before 1 get into
exposing the economic analysis of
that proposal let me say  this:
fhe people in Newfoundland welcome
refugees. We are very pleased to

extend our hospitality Lo
refugees . This province 1s noted

For dits  hospitality, and quite
properly 80, and we will do
everything we can For any refugee
who comes Lo our shores, to
accommodate them, to wmake Uthem at
home here, if we can at all. We
are a poor province, But most
refugees come here on the way
somewhere else. fhey are on their
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way to Ontario and other places,
because there they have their
Friends and other reasons.

We are not inhospitable. We want
to do what we can, but the
Member's basic proposal here is
that this bhecome a new idndustry,
and that we somehow take the
$1,100 a month that it costs per
refugee, and that we somehow get
an economic benefit. According to
the analysis that has been
prepared by officials in mny
department, we do get a bit of tax
on it and there is a small
multiplier effect, hut when vyou
subtract that from the cost to the
Province, the 50 per cent of the
cost of their board and lodging at
$40 a day total, you come to a net
loss per refugee, per year, of
$5,600.

So, M, Speaker, this as an
industry cannot work. It cannot
work. It is almost as foolish as
the other proposal they are so
famous for opposite, namely, the
Sprung proposal. As an economic
benefit, it will not work. But,
at the same time, Mr. Speaker, we
are wvery pleased to extend our
hospitality to the refugees, and
as long as our money holds out,
they are welcome to be here.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:

The third question is by the hon
Member for Mount Pearl, expressing
his dissatisfaction with an answer
given by the Minister of Municipal
Affairs.

The hon the Member for Mount Pearl.

MR. WINDSOR:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

We have seen another demonstration
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of the Minister of Finance's
incompetence again this afternoon.

Mr. Speaker, yesterday I asked a
question of the Minister of
Municipal Affairs, dealing with
the fire department for bthe City
of Mount Pearl. This 1s a wvery
serious issue, Mr. Speaker. lhe

City of Mount Pearl, as I
mentioned yesterday in my

question, has a responsibility to
provide fire protection services.
The c¢ity council also has the
responsibility and the right to
decide what is in Lhe best
interests of the people of Mount
Pearl; how best .can they provide
fire protection services and which
is the most efficient mebthod of
providing those sarvices,
Successive studies, Mr. Speaker,
have shown very clearly that Uthe
City of Mount Pearl ds not now

adequately serviced by fFire
protection services -~ it dis not
now adequately serviced. e
former Fire Chief and the Fire
Commissioner will certainly

confirm that, and they have
confirmed that in writing.

MR. WALSH:
Why did they not accept the offer
last tall?

Mr. WINDSOR:
The offer of what?

MR. WALSH:
The offer to man the fFire station.

MR. WINDSOR:
The offer to man the Fire
station. I say to the hon. the
Member for Mount $Scio, Mr. Speaker
I said it vesterday. He
obviously was not listening. 1
will say ik again because Lhe
City of Mount Pearl has signed an
agreement with the Canadian Union
of Public employees, which dis Lthe
union the City of Mounlbt Pearl
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deals with, a five year contract
to provide fire fighting services
to 1994, They legally cannot
enter 1into a contract with any
other union, nor can bthey allow
another union to go into that fire

hall and provide services. They
cannot do dit Mr. Speaker. The

hon. Minister way well come back
with that argument, so I have
answered his arqgument before he

makes it. Legal advice to the
City of Mount Pearl is that they
cannot do dit, +they will be in

conflict of the agreement they
have signed with their own union.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the fact of the
matter is, the City of Mount Pearl
is now heing serviced by tLhe
Brookfield Fire Station. There is
no fire station 1in Mount Pearl,
the only city of 25,000 people in
Canada, 1in North America, which
does not have a fire station
within that c¢ity, the only one,
and the City of Mount Pearl is
paying almost $2 million a year to
the Government of Newfoundland and
Labrador for that service.

Studies done by Professor Gar Pynn
and by Woods Gordon indicate that
the City of Mount Pearl can
provide a far superior service at
a saving of $600,000 dollars a
year., What this government is
doing, Mr. Speaker, 1is forcing the
Council of Mount Pearl to spend
$600,000 a year more than they
need to for a substandard,
unsatisfactory service. Now I do
not know how the Minister  of
Municipal Affairs, who also
represents part of that city, can
justify that to his constituents
and to mine.

Another point , Mr. Speaker, is
should +the City of Mount Pearl
amalgamate under the Minister's
new proposal, should they even
expand in accordance with Lhe
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proposal of the Ciky of Mount
Pearl, which is to simply take in
Paradise  and surrounding arwas,
because of what the people 1in
those areas are paying, which is
about $40 per household versus
$220 1in Mount Pearl and in St.
John's, the City of Mount Pearl,
then, would pay an axtra $400,000
a year for fire protection
services over and above what those
people are paying now, bhecause
those people would now be in the
city. So that is another way for
the Minister's amalgamation to
grab $400,000 out of the pockets
of the taxpayers of Mount Pearl.

The bottom line, Mr. Speaker, 1s
that the c¢ity has a right; they
have established a Fire
department, they have built a fire
department with the permission,

with the cooperation of the
previous administration. We had

two fire trucks delivered almost a
year ago now which are sitlbing
there, state ofF the art Fire
trucks, as good as any din  this
Province, which are silbting there
in that depot, which have never

moved, and olther equipment. fAn
order was placed a couple of days
ago, I understand, For an

emergency response vehicle, which
the Premier tried to block, or
rather which some Minister tried
to block, tried to keep federal
funding from going into Mount
Pearl. S0 it was hought now
through the cooperation of Lhe
Lions Club and the City Council.
The fact of the matler dis, Mr.
Speaker, the city is ready to move
ahead. They have done interviews;
Lhey have six hundred applications
on file.

The Fire Commissioner, who 1is the
chief advisor to  Government  on
Fire protection services, with the
permission of the Minister went to
Halifax wibth the City ofF Mount
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Pearl and conducted interviews for
a fFire chief. The Fire
Commissioner, 1in his report, I say
to the Minister -~ he will not
release the report - but I tell
him the Fire Commissioner has said
that the City of Mount Pearl

should have their own fire
station. He has saild that
regional services are not

necessarily the best and that
experiences in other parts of
Canada have shown that, and his
recommendation, Mr. Speaker, is
that the City of  Mount Pearl
establish their own fire
department.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. gentleman's time is up.

MR. WINDSOR:
So, I ask the Minister, M,
Speaker, will he now stop -

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
By leave! By leave!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. WINDSOR:
Give me another half hour.

AN HON. MEMBER:
No .

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. WINDSOR:

Will he now authorize the city to
proceed with manning and
establishing that Fire department?

MR. SPEAKER: .
The hon. the Minister of Municipal
& Provincial AfFFairs.

MR. GULLAGE:
Mr. Speaker, I do not know how
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often I have Lo answer these
questions. It is about four times
now, I suppose, I have been asked
the same questions over and over

again. It 1is 1like a recording.
Mr . Speaker, the fFact of the
matter is, the Mount Paarl
station, as we all know, was put
there under the previous
Administration. He talks about a
contract entered into with a
different union. It is not

effective, by the way, 1t is not
an effective contract until it s
put 1in place and vyou have men
hired. He talks aboult a contract
Lhey have 1in place. I might
suggest to the thon. Member that
they also have a contract in place
and are very much & part of
another agreement.

MR. WINDSOR:
Imposed upon them.

MR. GULLAGE:

Not dmposed upon them, they have
been part of that agreement For a
long time.

MR. WINDSOR:
They have been trying Lo gel out
of it for sauveral years now.

MR. SPEAKER:

I remind the hon. the Member Ffor
Mount Pearl that he has just
spoken for five minutes and now I
am going to allow Lthe Minister of
Municipal and Provincial Affairs
to have his five minutes.

The hon. the Minister of Municipal
and Provincial Affairs.

MR. GULLAGE:

The fact of the matter 1is, they
have been part of an agreemenl [for
a long time, paying theilr share
For Firefighting services in Lhe

northeast Avalon. They are not
the only partner to that
agreement . Unfortunately, years
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ago the department was called the
St. John's Fire Department

totally misnamed; the wrong name.
It should have been called the
metro fire department or something

similar, SO that any
misunderstanding would be cleared
up. Because 1t 1s not a St.

John's fire department. Sure, St.
John's is part of dit, but it also
services five other areas, five
other towns and cities, and Mount
Pearl, as I mentioned, 1is very
much a part of it and part of the
contract that is in place with a
union.

Now, for the Member to suggest
that Mount Pearl should simply
walk away from that obligation
they have, an obligation they
entered into on behalf of their
people and are very much a partner
in, and leave firefighters on the
streets, some 55 or 60
firefighters, is blatantly wrong,
and he continues to suggest that
over and over again 1in spite of
the fact that the Mount Pearl
Council and City Manager, along
with the City Manager and Mayor
and Council of 8St. John's, have
agqreed in good faith to enter into
negotiations with the union LUthat
is in place towards formation of a
regional fFire department to
service the northeast Avalon and
service bthe existing partners in
the present fire department, the
present arrangement, and we are
proceeding to do just that. So to
suggest that we should not
continue on that way in  good
faith, considering we do have the
union agreement in place, M,
Speaker, 1s obviously wrong. As

far as the station in Mount Pearl.

is concerned, last year I offered
to man that station.

MR. WINDSOR:
You cannot do it, and you know it.
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MR. GULLAGE:

And Mount Pearl rejected my offer
and that was obviously wrong. To
try to make a point on one hand,
as the member has done, that we do
not have adequate fire protection
and yet I offered to man the
station with firefighters in tUthe
meantime, with no obligation as 1
said, because we do not know if we
are going to get an agreement and
we are doing to form the regional
fire department. But in the
meantime, I said, until we can
enter dinto negotiation and see
this thing through, in all

fairness to all tLhe players
involved, all - the plavers,

including the union -

MR. WINDSOR:
How 1long are you going to keep
Mount Pearl protected?

GULLAGE:

In all fairness, I said, 1in the
meantime, I wili man the Mount
Pearl fire station iF there +is any
concern. You will not have any
concern, because it will be manned
with Firefighters and the Mounl

Pearl Council said no ., Now
regrettably, they have relracted
that, of course. They now wish

they had agreed, but they did say
no abt the time. Te Member likes
to conveniently say that I am the
one who 1is not manning Uthat fire
department, when I offered to do
So. Now that 1is on the record.
Everybody knows that.

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

Mr. GULLAGE:

The Member menbions an  emergency
response vehicle. As  we know,
those vehicles are decided Dby way
of location in concert wikh my
Department. To say that I spoke
out against the emergency response
vehicle, how ridiculous!
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Everybody knows the response
vehicle is going in Mount Pearl as
a result of my agreement with its
going in Mount Pearl.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. gentleman's time is up.

Mr. GULLAGE:

Mr. Speaker, one final comment.
He made the point himself that I
represent part of Mount Pearl, and
to suggest in any way that I would
proceed in a fashion that would
not be in the best interest of
Mount Pearl is obviously ludicrous.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. SPEAKER:

I would 1like to welcome to the
galleries this evening on behalf
of hon. Members, Mr. Frank
Coleman, Chairperson of the Board
of Governors of the Fisheries
Institute of Applied Arts and
Technology, Corner Brook.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

On motion, the House at its rising
adjourned until 7:00 p.m.
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The House resumed at 7:00 p.m,

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

When we adjourned for the lLate
Show, the hon. the Member fFor
Kilbride was one minute dinto a
petition. Four minutes left. The
hon. the Member for Kilbride.

MR. R. AYLWARD:
Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker,

I Jjust want to say, as I was
saying when you left the Chair
earlier, that I want to
congratulate the Member For
Torngat Mountains for presenting a
petition Ffrom forty-Five residents
of Williams Harbour, a petition
which criticizes the Government
for its health care system on the
coast of Labrador, particularly in
that community.

a

I was very surprised, talking to
my colleague, Lhe Member fFor
Torngat Mountains, knowing him to
be a very Fair and honourable man,
that he had this petition Hdn his
hand and he went Lo the Member who
represents that District, which I
thought was a good gesture, and
of Fered Lhat Maember the
opportunity to present the
petition in this House aof
Assembly. I Lhought i should
commend the hon. the Membher {or
Torngat Mountains For making such
a gesture. I do not know 4if I
would be statesman enough to even
think of that, but the hon. the
Member for Torngalb Mountains was.

But to my surprise, Mr. Speaker,
to my great surprise, and I must
say this shocked me, because Lhe
hon. the Member for Eagle River
has impressed me since he came Lo
this House, I think he is doing a
good job, I thought, until today,
he was doing a good job, he
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refused to present a petition on
behalF of the residents of |his
District. Then, Mr. Speaker, I
understand he c¢riticized LUthe Hon.
the Member for Torngat Mountains
for soliciting the petition, Ffor
doing his job as an M.H.A., which
is the silliest thing 1 have ever
heard of.

Mr . Speaker, we are here to
represent people Lhroughout the
Province, and for an M.H.A. to bhe
doing a job and a good Jjob,
especially as the Member for
Torngat Mountains has been doing,
to be criticized by hon. Members
opposite fFor doing that job,
obviously they do not have the
experience yelb to know what Lthe
job is, so we can Forgive them for
that slip of the tongue, I would
say.

When I was Minister of Rural
Agriculture and Northern
Development, Mr. Speaker, 1 did
have the opportunity Lo visit
Williams Harbour. It d4s nol an
easy place to live, I would say,
not & place I would be able Lo
live in  too easily. [e  is &
struggle for the people bto survive
there, Mr. Speaker, bul the people
there do it very well. When I was
spealking to the people along that
coast I asked them several times
if they were satisfied wi th
Government the services I, as a
Minister, was Praoviding them.
Just to show the individuality and
the hard work of these people,
they said to me, We do not want
anything special. We are not
looking for special services, we
are nokt looking For anykhing
special, Jjust give us Uthe regular
services Government is expected Lo
provide . A good wmail service 1s
what Lhey expect -~ they will pay
there own way, a good health care
system, which is what people
expect From a government. M.
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Speaker, this really dimpressed me
and is one of the reasons why I am

standing in my place today
supporting the people of William's
Harbour and supporting my

colleague, the Member for Torngat
Mountains, on this petition.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. gentleman's time is up,

MR. DUMARESQUE:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member for Eagle
River.

MR. DUMARESQUE:

Mr Speaker, I rose the other day
to support a similar petition
presented by the Member for
Torngat Mountains, presented on
behalf of a number of people in
the different communities 1in my
District. Certainly I support the
improvement of health canre
throughout the coast of Labrador,
and I highlighted some of the
reasons why the other day. 1 have
no problem today also supporting
the people of William's Harbour.
While I know that din previous
times the Minister of the previous
Government visited William's
Harbour, today I had the Mayor of
the community here in the House
and a couple of other people Ffrom
William's Harbour, who had to come
in to tell me that they thought it
was the best Member they ever saw
for William's Harbour since 1949.

As a matter of fact, Mr. Speaker,
since the Liberals have come back

intao powenr, the people of
William's Harbour have had a half
million dollars spent fFor
telephones, the First time in
their history - @& half million
dollars. We have ftor the filrst
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time now some $3.5 million dollars
being spent on a new airstrip in

William's Harbour and, M.
Speaker, for this very small

comnunity, this vyear we are going
to put a new Fish plant in
William's Harbour.

Mr. Speaker, I can only let the
facts speak for themselves, and I
can only dindicate to the hon.
Member what has happened and what
is going to continue Lo happen,
not only for health care, but Ffor
every other thing that will affect
the social and economic well-being
of every Labradorian on the coast
of Labrador. That will continue,
Sir, with this government and with
this Member. I will tell the
Member Lo continue his elforts, to
continue his grandstanding, but
the next time around we will vote,
£s wWe always have, with the great
lLiberal party.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member for Torngat
Mountains.

MR. WARREN:

M. Speaker, I have anolher
petition to present. I listencd
with interest Lo the hon .

gentleman, but I Found he did not
address health care din Williams
Harbour; he addressed other +ditems

but not health care. .
Mr. Speaker, my next petition - in

Fact, I have seventeen here - s
from Norman Bay, 1in the District
of Eagle River again, and 1t is
signed by twenty-three residents
of  the community of Norman Ray
which, I would think, {dis about 90
par cent of the voters in that
little community . Again, , they
are asking for better health care.

MR. DUMARESQUE:
(Inaudible).
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MR. WARREN:

I say to the hon. gentleman, he
should give Lthe results of the
last election in Williams Harbour
and Norman Bay . I am sure
everyone 1in this House would like
to know what the results were 1in
those two communities.

M, Speaker, this petition is
calling wupon the government to
have a public dinquiry dinto health
care in lLabrador. The hon.
gentleman can say what he likes
about what this present Government
is doing. The people are
concerned about health care, not
only in Norman Bay, but right
along the Labrador Coast. And the
Minister of Health 1s not doing
his job, because, Mr. Speaker, a
new hospital in Happy Valley/Goose
Bay would mean improved services
along the coast of Labrador.

We now know NATO i% not going to
go to Labrador.

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:
What? What?

We know, Mr. Speaker, NATIO will
not be going to Labrador. And not
only that, this Government knows.
If they did not know, they would
he proceeding with the
construction of the hospital. M,
Speaker, by not going ahead with
the planning, this Government
knows that NATO 1s doomed Ffor
l.abrador. ‘

I say to the hon. the Minister of
Health and to the Premier, if 1t
is not true, why do you nolt go
ahead with the plans for the new
hospital? We do not need NATO for
Health Care din Labrador. We have
a Government here. A government
is supposed to serve all people
equally, and the people on the
Labrador Coast need just as good
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health care as you do in St.
John's.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WARREN:

M~ Speaker, I ask that this
petition be referred to the
Minister of the Department to
which it relates, and I hope NATO
will not stop the people on the
Labrador coast from geltting proper
health care, which they deserve.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member For Kilbride,

MR. R. AYLWARD:

Thank you very much, Mer. Speaker.
I once again wish to rise in my
place to support the hon. the
Member for Torngat Mountains who
obviously has been working very
hard in  the District of Eagle
River as well as the District of
Torngat Mountains, on behalf of
the residents, all the people
living in lLabrador. The hon. Lhe
Member For Torngat Mountains has
heen working very hard on  their
behalf for as long as 1 have known
him. [t  does not  matter Lha
comnunity or the district, aif
people phone the hon. Member Ffor
Torngat Mountains Ffor assistance,

he will try to do his heslt to make
the concerns of the people of

lLabrador wall known to this
present Government, as he did with
the Government I was part of two
years ago, Mr. Speaker.

I particularly want bto stand up
here for the residents of Norman
Bay, Mr . Speakear, another
comnunity I had the privilege of
visiting while I was Minister of
Northern Development, and

responsible For Northern
Development . 1 must say the

people 1in Norinan Ray are among bthe
nicest people 1 have met in my
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eleven years as a politician din
this Province, and in my fifteen
years as a surveyor in this

Province. I have travelled
extensively throughout tLhe

Province and I have not met any
better people than the people in

Norman Bay . They are very
individualistic people, M.
Speaker. They have worked wvery

hard to make a 1living, to scratch
out a living with the very rough

conditions on the coast of
Labrador. They are very
independent people, Mr. Speaker,
and they too have the same

attitude as the people in the
Williams Harbour area, who say all
they want from government - they
do not want any special privileges
- are eXxpected Government
services, They do not expect a
road to be built to them right
away . It is 1 long ways away fFrom
the road system 1in the Province
now, Mr. Speaker, but they do
‘expect a reasonable coastal boat
service, which is a Federal
responsibility and which c¢an be
improved on their behalf. They do
expect a reasonable postal
service, which, again, 1is nolb a
responsibility of Lthis government
but can be improved For Lhe
residents of that area. They do
exXpect, Mr. Speaker, reasonable
communications, which can be
provided and has been provided
through a lot of federal money for
the coast of Labrador. It is a
reasonable system, but it can be
improved.

Mr. Speaker, one thing they have
great concern about 1is the health
of their families, obviously,
themselves and their fFamilies.
They should be able to expect good
health care services for their
community, for their families, so
that they can be cared for in time
of need. Mr. Speaker this is a

reasonable Fequest . Tt isg a
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reasonable expectation Ffrom people
anywhere in this province, Lthat a
good health care system be
provided and improved.

Mr. Speaker, one of the problems I
know they have 1is that they feel,
because their health care needs
are looked after from St. Anthony,
there might be a need for more
local dnput into the decisions
made to provide health care to tLhe
families in Norman Bay, Labrador,
Mr. Speaker.

This concern is not only in Norman
Bay, Mr. Speaker, it is nolt only
in Williams Harbour, this concern
is all along the ceoast, baoth in
Eagle River and in the Districl of

Torngat Mountains, that they
expect, and they should expeck,
reasonable government services,

the same as we expect here 1in St.
John's and throughout the Island
part of our province., hese
services should be provided Lo
areas such as Norman Ray and
Williams Harbour on the Labrador
Coast, Mr. Speaker.

It 1is with great pleasure, Me,
Speaker, that I support my hon.
colleague, the member Ffor Torngat
Mountains. I comnend  him once
again For the hard work he is
doing on behalf of the people of
lLabrador., And, Mr. Speaker, Uthe
last time I spoke, 1Ff I made any
remarks which seemed to indicate I
did not think a lot of the member
for Eagle River himself, I did not
mean that, Mr . Speaker, and I
withdraw 1t. When I spoke last
time I comnended the Hon. the
Member For Eagle River, and [ do
so again.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. gentleman's time 1is up,.
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The hon. the Member for Eagle
River.

MR. DUMARESQUE:

Mr. Speaker, I rise once again to
acknowledge the benefits of tLhis
particular petition. I have to
say, after listening to &a couple

of the Members and previous
Ministers, what audacity! What
audacity! When the previous
Minister of tLhe previous

Government sat in a back seat in a
hall in North West River, when the
North West River Hospital Was
being closed down around his ears,
he said, I did not know anything
about it, The Minister for
Labrador was standing there in the
back of the room, the hospital was
closing down around his ears, and
he said, I did not know anything
about it.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. DUMARESQUE:

No, it was not a Tory. It was not
a Tory, was 1it? No. No. It was
somebody who was totally dedicated

to building up Lhe municipal
infrastructure in Labrador. Sure,
that is who it was. And who 1is

it, Mr. Speaker, who 1is now going
to be building two new hospitals
in Torngat Mountains District?
Who 1s dit? Is it going to -be a

Tory? It is going to be a
lLiberal! The Liberals have always
done it For Labhrador. What

audacity! What audacity! What we
have seen are Ministers going
around in helicopters, settling
down 1in small comnunities, giving
us platitudes we were sick and

tired of, and we will take no more
of it. We will soon tell you, Mr.
hon. Member for Torngat

Mountains. The next time around
we will tell you what platitudes
you have been putting Lo Lhe
people of Labrador.
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We have had 17 years of Tory rule,
Tory propaganda, flory audacity,
Tory misuse of public funds and
Tory misuse and dignorance of ULhe
people of Labrador.

I have nothing, nothing, Sir, to
come here and answer to you
about. The people of Labrador
know exactly what I have done For
them. What I have done is work
hard, not go around in helicopters
misusing public funds and making
promises and platitudes to  Lthe
people of Labrador.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear! '

MR. SPEAKER:

order, please! Order, please!

Before recognizing the hon. the
Member For Torngat Mountains I
ought to remind hon. Members at
this juncture that in speaking to

petitions, hon. Memnbers should
keep their comments to the
material allegations of the
petiktions. fhe hon. the Member

For Torngat Mountains.

"hank you, Mr. Speaker.

I have a petition, Mr. Speaker, to
present on behalf of 104 residents
of the town, city, community,
fishing village of Hopedale.

Hopedale, 1 believe, ds 1dn the
District of Torngat Mountains,
where, for almost the past eleven
vears they have had a Member who

has worked very hard. They have
volted thalt person in now on Four

different occasions, and, M.
Speakar, there will be anolther

four.

Let me say that this petition
concerns a public ingquiry dinto
health care, The hon. gentleman
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just mentioned a Minister in the
former Government who did nolt know
anything about the hospital
closing down in North West River.
In the Labrador paper I received
today, Mr. Speaker, it is reported
that a Minister of this present
Government has had nine phone
calls made +to his office by a
reporter and has not returned one
call yet.

Now about health care in
lL.abrador. That is what I call a
Minister concerned about [abrador,
a Minister of this Government who
has had nine phone calls made to
his office and not one returned.

AN HON. MEMBER:
Who is 1it?

MR. WARREN:
M: . Speaker, it i1s the hon. Lhe

Minister of Environment and
Lands. And this was over the

last two weeks.

I say health care is dimportant to
the people of Hopedale, NoYman
Bay, Pinsent Arm, Paradise River
and everyuwhere else on the
lLabrador Coast, and, I say to Uthe
hon. gentleman for Eagle River,
why does he not get up when I
finish and say that he will
continue to fight for health care,
because he ha's not “mentioned
health care yet. He spoke twice,
but he never mentioned health

care. He spoke about Lthe two
hospitals going to be built in
Hopedale and Davis Inlet. Where
is the money coming from? The

money 1is coming from the Federal
Tory Government, Mr. Speaker, from
the federal Tory Government, an
agreement that was put in place by
tLhe Former frory Government of
Newfoundland with the Tory
government 1in Ottawa. Now, where
is the money coming from?
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I say to my hon. colleaque, do not
take credit where credit 1s not
due . Credit is not gdue you
fellows for this one.

Mr. Speaker, let me clue up by
saying that Hopedale has a nursing
station at the present time which
is practically unfit to look after
patients. It is & building that
is falling down around their
aars. There 1is urgent need for a

new clinic in that area. I have
to <close by saying this. lhe

Minister of Health had his
officials draw up plans for a
hospital or nursing station in
Hopedale. Hopedale has 502 people
at the present time, and vou will
never see more than 600 people
there, maximum, vet the plans the
Minister had a consultant draw up
will cost, I do not know, probably
$30,000 or $40,000, plans for a
nursing c¢linic equivalent to the
one the Government had built in
Forteau, which Jlooks after 3,500
people,

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

'he hon. gentleman's time 1is up.

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

fhe hon, the
Leader.

Opposition House

MR. SIMMS:

Mr. Speaker, I rise to support the
prayer of the petition so  ably
presented by my colleague, the
Member for Torngat Mountains, on
behalf of the residents of
Hopedale, hisg constituents who
have seen fit to ; him  bime
and Lime again of Lhe
tremendous job he has done 1in Uthat
particular area, as he has done 1in
the rest of his constituency. 104
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people, I think, represents a
sizeable percentage of Lhe people
in that particular comnunity. I
guess everybody, whether you are
Liberal or Tory recognizes the
fact that on the Coast of Labrador
there 1s a difficult problem, a
difficult situation with respect
to health care.

I think what the Member has done
is to be commended. The approach
he has taken by indicating to
peoaple and residents in
communities on the coast of
Labrador that he 1is quite prepared
Lo represent them in the House of
Assembly by presenting petitions
on their behalfF to c¢all to the
attention of the Government and
the authorities the need Ffor this

improved health care is an
admirable approach. It is
unfortunate that other Members in
the House, representing
communities in other

constituencies, do not do more of
it, Mr. Speaker.

I have to say I was somewhat
surprised and taken aback by the
attack of bthe Member Ffor Eagle
River, particularly in the dinitial
presentation of a petition for

some people in his own
constituency. He made reference
to seventeen years of Tory

propaganda. Seventeen years of
Tory audacity was another word he
used, I think. Now, there may
have been another one. I am not
gquite sure.

AN HON. MEMBER:
Mismanagement .

MR. SIMMS:

Mismanagement. Mr. Speaker, let
me Jjust say this in remarking on
that and conclude my support for

this particular petition. In
supporting this petition,
seventeen years of Tory
1.63 April 5, 1990 Vol XLI

propaganda, seventean years of
Tory audacity and seventeen of
something else, I am not sure what
it was he said. Seventeen years!
Mr . Speaker, already in this
Province today we have had more
signs of audacity, more signs of

arrogance, more signs of
incompetence, - more signs of

cutbacks on things 1like Labrador
Travel, more Meech Lake, more
increases in electricity, more job
losses, more economic devastation
in this Province, Mr. Speaker, in
just one year of Liberal rule than
we had in seventeen years of Tory
rule. '

MR. SIMMS:

The only thing we have to be
thankful for, Mr. Speaker, 1is that
I do not think there is going to
be much of an opportunity rfor the
Liberals to show what they can do
in seventeen years, thank God!

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member for Torngal
Mountains.

MR. WARREN:
M, Speaker, I have another

petition, but 1if some Member on
the other side wants to support
the previous petition, I would be
willing to yield.

M. Speaker, I have so many here,
I am taking them in order. The
next one dis from the community of
Paradise River, in the District of
Eagle River, Now, Mr. Speaker,
these are three petitions I have
presented From FEagle River and I
have more; there are more are
coming and 1 cannot help it

Today, the hon. gentleman was
given the opportunity to present
petitions on behalf of his

constituents, and he said no.
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AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

MR. WARREN:
I can go to 10:00 or 10:30. I can

keep going, Yes.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

I would urge the hon. Member to
get on with presenting the
petition, please.

MR. WARREN:

Okay, Mr. Speaker, thank you.

I guess you are aware of what the
prayer is. It says, We want
proper health care din Labrador.
We need a public inquiry. Now,
Mr. Speaker, I want to read from
the Labradorian, a paper that is
circulated in Labrador. Only a
fFew moments ago the Member For
Eagle River talked about all the
good things this new Government
has been doing. I will quote, Mr.
Speaker: 'The Wells Government
went into office promising to
address labrador's problens; they
promised to take a fresh look at

the way capital Funding is
distributed and Lo divorce

policies from business decisions.
The new Budgelt, so highly praised
by the Newfoundland media, is a
big step backwards for Labrador.
Not only was there no money for
improvements to tLransportation,
but the air subsidy was cut and a
$100,000 budget for planning the
Lake Meluille Hospital was
scrapped. The Newfoundland
Government 1is broke and they must
show restraint, but not at the
expense of the health of
Labradorians. '

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible) .

L64 April 5, 1990 Vol XLI

Not now, I do not think, bhut he
was one of the owners of it.

'"North, south, east or west,
Labrador 1is used by Newfoundland,
receiving 1little or nothing in
return for what the Government
takes from lLabrador.'

Mr. Speaker, this 1s true. This
Government has shown it now by
cancelling the new hospital for
Happy Valley/Goose Bay because of
no NATO. Mr. Speaker, they are
taking everything out of Labrador
and putting absoutly nothing
back. I say to my hon. colleague,
I would think that very shortly he
1is going into the Cabinet.

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

MR. WARREN:

Yes, Mr. Speaker, very shortly my
hon. colleague will he dn  the
circle. When the Kitchen comes

out of the Cabinet, then, M.
Speaker, I would say, the Eagle
River man will o into Lhe
Cabinet. I hope the hon.
gentleman from Etagle River will
gelt up and support this petition.
This dis calling For health care in
his district, calling For healtlh
care in Paradise River, where
there are only 14 fawmilies.

AN HON., MEMBER:

Is there an airstrip?

Yas, an airstrip built by the P.C.
Government 1in Ottawa and the P.C.
Government of Newfoundland. I say
to my hon. colleague, stand up &and
support this petition and say you
are going to call for a public
inquiry, vou are going to gelt the
Minister to make sure that &
public inquiry 1is called for and
called for dimmediately.
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SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member for Burin -
Placentia West.

MR. TOBIN:

Mr. Speaker, I rise 1in support of
my colleaqgue who presented the
petition from the residents of

Paradise River. Mr. Speaker, I
never realized there were so many
Paradises in Newfoundland. There
is Big Paradise and Little

Paradise in my District, there is
a Paradise out here, and now we
have Paradise River in lLabrador,
and it looks 1ike the saviour is
from Torngat Mountains.

I stand to support this petition,
obuvuiously, after listening. I do
not mind admitting I am a person
not too familiar with the coast of
Labrador, but I have had the
opportunity to sit din caucus and
Cabinet with my colleague, and now
my colleague from Menihek, and I
have had the opportunity to listen
and hear about what is taking
place in lLabrador, and obviously I
have visited there on & few
occasions. But one thing is
blatently clear tonight, and that
is the people of Eagle River are
crying out for some assistance.
And for some reason, I do not know
what the reason is, but for some
reason, Mr. Speaker, the people of
Eagle River have selected my
colleague here to make the
presentations on Lheir behalf .
Mr. Speaker, I do not know if that
is any reflection on their Member
or not. That is nok for me ko say.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
No . No.

MR. TOBIN:

Far be it for me Lo decide whether
or not he is a good Member. I do
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not live in his District. I am
not familiar with what he does in
his District. But there 1is a bit
of a message, Mr. Speaker, when
someone else has to make these
presentations.

The other thing that comes to iny
mind tonight, or comes to my
attention, 1is that if the Member
for Torngat said he has been
elected on four occasions down
there and he 1s here tonight
presenting petitions on bhehalf of
the people of Eagle River, Mr.
Speaker, I wonder where he will be
running in the next election?
Because not only‘'Eagle River, but,
I know for a fact, there is a

AN HON. MEMBER:
A strong lobby.,

MR. TOBIN:

- strong lobby out in the Bellevue
Distirict for my colleague to run
out there. 4 .

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

M~ Speaker, they shoulcd not
laugh. ey should not  laugh.
Because the present Member for
Bellevue, only two months before
the last election campaign,
Figured the District was going
tory and asked some of us if we
thought he could win the
nomination against a c¢ity Member.
Do not tell us, Mr. Speaker. Is
there any wonder there is a sbtrong
lobby Ffor the Member for Torngat
Mountains to dgo out there?

M. Speaker, to get back to the
petition, I am sorry 1if I straved,
and I apologize to the House.

MR. HOGAN:
(Inaudible) hear you.
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MR. TOBIN:
If you keep representing the rest
of your district Tlike vyou have
Long Harbour, they might be after
him to go out there, too.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. HOGAN:
Come on down!

MR. TOBIN:
By the way, your colleague from
Carbonear asked me to say that.

There 1is a strong, clear message
in this Province, Mr. Speaker,
that the people from Eagle River
are not only crying out For health
care services, they are crying out
for someone to speak on their
behalf din this Assembly. Tonight
we have witnessed that and, I am
sure, in the next several hours we
will see more petitions being
presented; I believe my colleague
has seventeen. Mr. Speaker, as
the night progresses, we will
probably see more petitions,

But, Your Honour, this petition is
something this Government should
take seriously. I have noticed in
the presentation of all the
petitions tonight dealing wikh
health care, the Minister of
Health has totally ignored them.

MR. WINDSOR:
He will not answer calls from his
own constituents.

MR. TOBIN:

And, Mr . Speaker, I anm not
surprised. The Minister of Health
cannot return calls from his own
constituency, from the fishermen.
Ask my colleague Ffrom Grand Bank,
the spokesman for fisheries on our
side.

I believe it 1is dincumbent on this
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Government -

AN HON. MEMBER:
Sit down!

MR. TOBIN:

No, I will nolkt sit down, I will
sit down when the Speaker tells me
to sit down.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

Order, please!

It is about here.

The hon. the Member for Torngatk
Mountains.

Mr . Speaker, 1 have more
petitions, but I want to get on to
the Meech Lake Debate.

Orders of the Day

MR. BAKER:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Leader.

Government House
MR. BAKER:
Motion 13, Mr. Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Shame! Shame! shame !

MR. FLIGHT:

It is aboutbt time.

MR: SPEAKER:
Order, please!

Motion 13: To move pursuant Lo
Standing Order 50 that bthe debate
or further consideration on Motion
No. 12, the consbtitutional
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resolution standing in the name of
the hon. the Premier, and any
amendments to that Motion shall
not be further adjourned and that
further considerations of any
resolutions, amendments, clauses,
sections, preambles, schedules,
titles relating to Motion No. 12
shall not be futher moved.

On motion, Motion No. 13, carried.

MR. SIMMS:
On division.

MR. SPEAKER:
Call in the Members.

Division

MR. SPEAKER:
Those in favour of the motion,
please rise.

The hon. the Premier, the hon. the
Minister of Fisheries (Mr.
Carter), the hon. the Minister of
Social Services (Mr. Efford), the
hon. the Minister of Works,
Services and Transportation (Mr.
Gilbert), Mr. Hogan, Mr. Reild, Mr.
Ramsay, Mr. Crane, the hon. the
President of the Council (Mr.
Baker), the hon. the Minister of
Health (Mr. Decker), Mr. Walsh,
Mr. Noel, Mr. Gover, Mr. Penney,
Mr. Barrett, Mr. L. Snow, the hon.
the Minister of Forestry ancl
Agriculture (Mr. Flight), the hon.
the Minister of Municipal and
Provincial Affairs Mr. Gullage),
My . Grimes, the hon. the Minister
of Finance (Dr. Kitchen), the hon.
the Minister of Education (Dr.
Warren), the hon. the Minister of
Employment and Labour Relations
(Ms Cowan), the hon. the Minister
of Mines and Energy (Dr. Gibbons),
Mr. K. Aylward, Mr. Murphy, Mr.
Dumaresque, Mr. Short, Mr. Langdon.
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MR. SPEAKER: ,_
Those against the wmotion, please
rise.

The hon. the lLeader of the
Opposition, Mr . Hewlett, Mr
Hearn, Ms Verge, Mr. Simms, Mr. R.
Aylward, Mr. Matthews, Mr . N,
Windsor, Mr. Tobin, Mr. A. Snow,
Mr . S. Winsor, Ms Duff, M.
Warren, Mr. Power, Mr. Hynes.

MS_VERGE:
Tyranny of the majority.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. NOEL:
I hope you feel the same way when
we throw out Meech.

MR, HEWLETT:
The nation reduced +to a numbers
game .

Mr. Speaker, ‘ayes' twenbty eight,
'nays' fifteen.

MR. SPEAKER:
I declare the motion carried.

We are now on the amendment. I
remind hon. Members that the rules
are twenty wminutes For a Membher
speaking.

Is the House reacy for the
quesktion on the amendment?

e hon. the Opposition House
Leader.

A point of order, Mr.
first of all.

Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
On a point of order.
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MR. SIMMS:

From a procedural perspective, I
presume the debate that was
adjourned last night is no longer
the existing debate; in other
words, the person who adjourned
the debate on bthe amendment, is
that person supposed to be the
first speaker, or 1is it a new
debate?

MR. SPEAKER:
Yes. He did not rise. That 1is
the person.

MR. SIMMS:

Okay. So, the hon. the Member for
Ferryland, obviously.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member for Ferryland.

MR. POWER:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Am I correct Mr. Speaker. Do 1T
have thirty minutes now or twenty
minutes?

MR. SPEAKER:
Twenty .

MR. POWER:
Thank you Mr. Speaker.

MR. SIMMS:

Point of order.

MR. SPEAKER:
Mr. Simms on a point of order,

For clarification purposes. My
recollection of debate after
closure was introduced is that it
was basically a new debate and any
Member 1in the House could speak
for a twenty wminukte period. I
mean those members in other words
who had spoken could not speak

anymore or anything of that
nature. Is that correct?
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MR. SPEAKER:
That is correct,

MR. SIMMS:
So anybody could speak?

MR. SPEAKER:

My understanding dis that Members
who have previously spoken to the
amendment will not be permitted to
speak again to the amendment. And
people who have spoken to the
resolution will not be permitted
to speak again, However, while
the Member for Ferryland is
speaking, we could have the table
of ficers research it and make a
ruling on dit, or if Members want
the House Lo recess, we can o
either way.

MR. SIMMS:

Now Mr. Speaker if I may, I would
“dike to request Your Honour to
perhaps take a short recess Lo
check it out. It would be better
to do it at the beginning so we
know what the rules are, but wmy
recollection is that 1in this kind
of debate anvhody can speak and
that no Member is pre-emplted Fron

speaking, but I could he
incorrect. It is only by
recollection because it hes
happened so infrequently 1in this
House it is hard to remember

exactly what the details are.

Rather than try to look fFor
references or anything, Your
Honour dis going to recess. So
perhaps he could recess it and
clear it up for sure so we all
know exactly.

MR. SPEARKER:

Yes, the Honourable the Government

House Leader.

MR. BAKER:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. It 4s my
understanding that this particular

form of limiting debate to move
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that the debate or further
consideration on that particular
motion and so on shall not bhe
Further postponed. It means that
it sets a time limit din terms of
‘how long the debate can go on. My
understanding is that we are still
at the same debate we were on
before and I am sure 1if your
Honour checks the sources he will
find that there 1is reference in
Beauchesne to instances where
amendments have been carried and
new amendments made and so on
leading up +to the point of 1
o'clock in this <case when all
motions have been put. So  my
understanding is that it is simply
a motion that the debate be no
longer postponed and be Ffinished
in a particular sequence and we
are really on, still on the
previous debate. This ds not a
new debate of any kind. Now it is
‘my understanding that your Honour,
and maybe if you want to take just
a minute to check it, but that® is
my understanding.

MR. SPEAKER:

That dis the Chair's understanding
as well but we will recess for
just a few brief moments to check
it out.

Recess

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

s we had dndicated before we
recessed the closure motion 1is the
same debate. All we have done is
brought 1n restrictions of time.
Checking with our own precedents
Members would find it difficullt to
be able, at a glance, to see that
that was the case. What happened
in each case we had closure in the
paskt: the House was 1in committee
where the rules of speaking are
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different and where a person can
speak more than once.

In checking with the House of
Commons their rules clearly state
that closure 1is the same debate
and a Member who has spoken in
that debate does not gel a chance
to speak a second time. So  the
ruling 1is we are now on  the
amendment so  members who have
spoken on the amendmnent cannot
speak a second time, by the same
token those who have spoken on the
resolution cannot. The Member Ffor
Ferryland adjourned the debate so
he has the right to resume and he
has twenty minutes. Honourable
the Opposition House Leacder.

MR. SIMMS:

Point to accept that ruling. I
hope this time is not coming out
of the Member for Ferryland

PREMIER WELLS:

No.

The premier says no. I mean we are
obviously trying to straighten the
mabkker out. fhe  Member should
have twenty minutes by agreenenl.
The other thing T will mention-

MR. SPEAKER:
Order Please!

MR. SIMMS:
The other thing I will mention,
Mr. Speaker, dis that, here is Uthe

reality of . The Member For
Ferryland and the Member for

Menihek are the only two on our
side who have not spoken to tUthe
amendment . Mey bolth intend to
speak on the amendment obuiously.
Fhen I would assume the vote will
be on the amendment . Then we are
back on the main motion. In which
case everybody din the House can
speak because nobody has spoken to
the main motion with Lo
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execptions, The premier and the
Leader of the Opposition.

I think in view of the
significance of Lthe debate and by
agreement, we could probably

indicate that we would certainly
be prepared, at least, to offer
the right to both the Premier and
the Leader of the Opposition, the
privilege, to the Premier and the
Leader of the opposition to speak
for twenty minutes at their
leisure, whenever they wish to
rise 1in the debate, some time
during the evening. I make that
suggestion, 1in particular, because
I know the press are having a bit
of a frenzy, because I think they
were here with their cameras
hoping to get both Leaders in
action, in full flight, and if
they were not able to speak that
would certainly make it kinl of a
rough night for the Members of the
press., So I make that suggestion
and would seek some agreemént fFrom
the government House Leader,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon . the
Leader.

Governnent House

MR. BAKER:

Two points Mr. Speakar. Oon the
first point, it 1s proper that
time taken up by points of order
and so on actually come out of the
time allotted for the Speaker who
is speaking. This has been ruled
many times 1in this House and been
used many times in this House for
other reasons. I would say to the
House we would be agreeable to
giving the honorable Maember Ffor
Ferryland his twenty minutes. Oon
the seacond issue I think 1t is not
from the point of view of the
press but from the point of view

of the significance of the
occassion. From that point of

view I would be very agreeable to
agreeing Lhat both lLeaders be
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allowed to speak tonight before
the debate ends.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Member for Ferrvyland.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. POWER:

Mr . Speaker, it seems these
constitutional wrangles happen at
a local level as well as a
national Jlevel. Mr. Speaker, I
think we are dindolved in a very,
very serious piece of business

both within Newfoundland and
within the Canadian context. L

might say, in the beginning, that
T am not a constitutional lLawyer.

I have always fFound, as most
people find, that constitutions
are very dry. They are very
dull. They are very difficult to

read and very difficult, 1 suppose
for most ordinary persons 1in any
organization whether it is

Kinsmen, Lions Clubs, provincial
political organizations, or

governments, bto actually sit down
and decide what a constitition isg,
why it should be changed, and why
it 1s not working. But although,
I am not a constitutional lawyer,
Mr. Speaker, I am a Canadian.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. POWER:

Unlike many Newfoundlanders, I am
a Canadian First, and a
Newfoundlander, a very substantial
distance in difference, second. I
am a Canadian. Much more proud to
be a Canadian than I am proud to
be a Newfoundlander, My father
would not say that. Most of my
constituents would not say that
but I say it with every bik of
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sincerity I could ever muster.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear , Hear!

MR. POWER:

I was born in 1948 just before
Confederation and I cannot dmmagine
what my 1life, the 1life of iy
family and many of my constituents
would be if din 1949 we had not
joined Canada.

I cannot dmagine a Newfoundland
living, subsiding, subsisting by
itself . I think it would be
fundamentally impossible. You
would not have 560 thousand peaple
in Newfoundland, you would have
300 thousand stLarving, very poor,
economically depresssed, low
standard of living, 1low standard
of education and an awful lolt of
other things that go with dt.
Imagine, just imagine, I hear in
this House every day aboul Lthe
transfer payments Fromn the
Government of Canaca, T think 1
looked it up Uthe other day, was
$223 million this year in transfer
paymenls For oeducation and heallh
alone.

Mr. Speaker, can you dmagine how
proud I would be Lo say [ am a
NewFoundlander if we did not have
a decent school system [For my
children ang all the other
children; +1if we did nolb have a
decent hospital system, So, Mr.
Speaker, when I speak about Meech
Lake, I do not speak as @
constitutional expert, I do not
euen necessarily speak as a
parlianentarian. [ think I speak
s a person who was born the year
before we joined Canada and T am
very proud to be a Canadian. M,
Speaker, Meech Lake: Why has it
proven to be sv divisive din CLhis
country, why is it Uthreatening a
country which is probably one of
the very, very best in Lhe world?
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Some people do not Fully
appreciate what Canada is. 1 just
wish bthat some of ULhe young people
especially had the opportunity 1
had, especially in the last Lten
years or so when I was a Minister
For the Governmentk ofF
Newfoundland, to travel around
this world and see other
countries. People only appreciate
Newfoundland when they go away and
even mo e S0 Lhey will only
appreciate Canada when they Lltravel
abroad. When they see the
different countries of this
world. When they see the Jlack of
democracy, when they see lack of
decent health care, when Lhey see
a very poor educabional system.

I got off a plane one Ltilme as
Minister of Forestry in Helsinki,
Finland, and 3 AW people wikh
stubmachine guns at the irporl and
I thought that Finland was one of
the wmore progressive  natdons  in
the world. e i a counbtry where
you still have to have airporl
personnel with machine GUNS Lo
keop Lhe peace, e cause of
Leryorism and all kinds ol
Llvings., My . Speaker, Canada  Can
only truly be apprecialed when you
go oubtside Canada. Unfortunalely,
many many NewFoundlanders and many
many  Canacdians have nol had  CLhat
chance Lo really respoect and
helieve and love what Canada
really is; which is a Lruly unique
naltion in the world.

w

Mr. Speaker, when you Llalk aboul
Meech  Lake: I wonder what would
have happened Lo Canada  Locay  df
we  had  passed Meech ake Lhree
years aqgo . What wouldl Nawv o
happaened? Why would you have all
of this turmoil dif we had had a
change ol Governmnent in
Newfoundland and din Maniloba and
in  New  Brunswick? Rult  you had
passed Mecch Lake 1f Lhe Premiers
and Lhe Prime Minister ol Lhe day
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in 1967 had said we are going Lo
give three monlths or six months
for the legislatures in all the
Provinces to approve Meech Lake.
And we had approved Meech Lake.
And the five clauses that had
concerned Quebec, where Meech lLake
came from, was to I suppose, in
many ways to placate Quebec, to
get Quebec to sign our
constitution and be really a fully
active participant
constitutionally, 1in Canada.

Would Canada be any worse off if
we  had signed Meech Lake, if
Quebec was really written dewn in
our Constitution- either in
preamble or 1n main body, that
Quebeac is distinct. Would it
really make much difFference? You
know what we would be doing today
if we had passed Meech Lake a year
and a half ago? We would all be
here, evervyone of us would be hare
trying to give that Premier, this
new  Government, supporl to go to
the next rounds of constitutional
talks, bto get more say in  Lhe
fishery'

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. POWER:
We would be here, supportive of,
as L helieve Lhe Liberal
Opposition was supportive of the
Former Premier, who Ltried to get
the constitution and the persons
who dealt with Lhe constitution to
deal with the fisheries problems
in Newfoundland and Labrador. We
would be here today supporbing the
Premier of NewfFoundland, Lo really
try to g¢gel substantive changes in
Fisheries' managemaent in this
Country so Lthat tCthe people who
really know and who benefit mnost
from it, especially fFrom Lhe
Atlantic Fishery, would have some
say in how it s managed. M.
Speaker, 1F we had passed Meech
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Lake we would probably be here
today supporting the Premier din
his efforts to change Lhe Senale
system in Canadaea, Lo really
Fundamentally change what is
happening. Unfortunately We
cannot do Lthat because Quebec has
said unless we pass Meech Lake,
unless Lthat hurdle is overcome, we
are not going to accede to any
requeastl to change Lhe
constitution, It is not going to
happen. So we are here debating
something in retrospect rather
than something in the Future,
somelthing to mak e Newfaundland
stronger within the Canadian
confederation, ‘

16 we had  passaed Me oo b Lake,
Canada would not be substantially
WOKrse . Newfoundland would nol be
worse in any real way. We  would
have overcome one hurdle and gone
on Lo Lhe next level of
constitutional talks within this
country.

Mi~ Speaker, [ aun not d
[earmonger, I like Canada (he way
it is. [ think Canada 19 bheltlor
because we have Quebed., Bul  you
had belbter realize and, T am suroe
as polilicians wmost of us cdo, Uhat
Lhere are wmany persons in Canada,
and many of Lhem wilhin
NewFoundland, who actually belicue
that Canada is worsened, s
reduced in stature, because ol
this nonsense with French and wilh
Quebec and that we would be just
as well off without Gt and Lhat
Canada would be bebler having an
all English, predominantly while
county.

Mr.  Speaker, Lhat 1is  nol Lirue,
This country s beller bhecause wo
have Quebec., And anybody who has
had the opportunity to deal wilh
the Ministers [From Quebec, Lhe
people from Quebec, to dnleracl,
it ois Juslt  an amazing cultural,
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educational experience to be able
to say that within Canada we have
Lhe opportunity Lo experience lwo
entirely distinctive types ofF
people, culture, language. Mhat
is a benefit For Canada. We are
better of f Lhan lLouisiana and
Mississippi because we do not all
speak just English, we do not come
from all one ethnic background and
it dis wvery, wvery important for
many of the Members opposite and
fFor many of the persons on this
side as well to appreciate the
fact that Quebec is not a nuisance
element 1in Canada. It 1is not
somebhing we would prefer to be
without . It is one of the great
sbkrengths of Canada Uthat we havo
different people in different
parts of Uthe country.

And one of the great strenglths of
the Canadian constitutional
process has been that as a people
we try to compromise, We do nol
believe in armies and submachine
guns to inflict the power of Lhe
majority. In this counbry a
confederation called Canada grew
up difFFerently Lhan Lhe U.s.,
which Wa s bhorn in & violent
system, in a rebellion system.

Canada is not like that. I do not
want it to be like Lhat. I do not
wank to be a little U.S. Mhat is
not what Canada is supposed bto be.

But, Mr, Speaker, I  have real
concerns. Real, legitimate,
genuine concerns fFor the first
Lime in my adult 1ifFe Uthat Canada
is going Lo change. It 1is going
to change because tor somehow, [or
some reason, that I really do nol
Fully understand yel, we have lost
the fabric that keops Canada
togaether., We have " lost Lhat
willingness Lo know and understand
Lhe other side of the arqgument.
We have lost L.he desire Lo
communicate, Lo be compromising,
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and we decided to say we are all
going Lo do our own Lhing.
Newfoundland 1s going Lo change
the Senate or we are nol going Lo
have a Canada. Quebec¢ is going Lo
get 1t's way or lthey will not stay
within Canada.

Mr. Speaker, when you lose 1in any
parliamentary process, and we saw
some of it here in this House last
week when we were din kind of @&
contentious dissue, when you lose
the power of thought, the power of
reason, when you lose your
willingness to compromise, then a@s
a Country you have a very, ueary,
very serious problem, and T will
say having lived in  lthe 60 ' s
Lhrough the FLQ crisis, having
lived through the Trudeau 'just
society! YEArs, havidng Tived
Lhrough the relferencun in 1981,
M. Speaker, Canada d1s  in real
jeopardy  of  substantive change.
There +dis a real, real danger 1n
Canada that we will have to change
the structure of this Countiry. Wo
can do it wilhin L he
Conslitutional process or  we  nay
do Ll wilthout Lhe Constitulional
Process.

Now I am nolt & [earmonger, 1
Quebec leaves Canada, my Life 1is
cheapened

somewhat . [ he
; s For oy children Lo
experi ooa different culbure are
lessened somewhat, bult  we  will
live. [he people down dn Brigus
Soulh in mny Districl, Lhe
fishermen will sti1ll  fish, Llvey
will still have Lo geb -oul  of
hed. It will nol refllecl & whole
lot on their day Lo day Lives but
somewhere dn  Lhe enlily Lhal 14
NewFoundland, that 1s Canada, and
in  the soul, Lhe inner  Lhought
process of mnos bk ol us human
beings we will all be & litlle
worse ol F because Quebec doecided
Lo go a different way. The sane
as we would be, by Lhe way, 1 the
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wonderful people From
Saskatchewan, where I have many
Firiends, 1if Uthey decided to leave
Canada.

What we have got Lo do in this
constitutional process, and I have
no wonders at all, I said to
myself today, 1look why bother to
stay up late last night and
prepare a few thoughts. It is a
parliamentary process but 31 is
going to bheat 21 and I said to
myself the only place that 21
beats 31 1is in blackjack. And I
said I just hope that we are not
playing blackjack, Russian
roulette, or any kind of gambling
game  witlkh Lhe fFuture of this
countbtry.

[ have been here For 15 years, Mr.
Speaker, representing the people
of Ferryland and very prouc to do
SO, I know that the Mecch Lake
accord, which I was proud to
support back I guess Ltwo years
ago, is going Lo  be rescinded
somelbime tonight or early tomorrow
morning . My  comnenls are meant
primarily For the Premieor whao
leads Lhis Province, who has
become & very oulspoken, a vocal
person in  Canada [or anti-Meech
Lake sentiment, and my words are
mainly For the Premier to say Lo
him, when he goes back to the next
round of constitutional talks,
when he goes baclk to sit down with
his nine other Premiers and Uthe
Prime Minister of Lhis country, to
remember that Lhe constitutional
process 1s & process, It is not
an end unko itsell. No
constitution ever is. IF you look
at the constitution ofF any of LULhe
democracies, Britain, France, the
United States, . Canada,
constitutions are processes. You
go  through them. Fhey  are not
Finished products. What we do,
what this Premier will do and his
cohorts around Lhe country, the
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Lhey make may have to be
C again in 20 years time or
70 years time or 150 years Lime if
our country is going to survive.

S0 constitutional changes and
amendments will happen over a long
period of time. And I only hope
that the Premier, when he goes
back to the next round of
negotiations, that he gqoes there
with a wvery open mind. Wikth a
deep understanding and
appreciation and raespecl For Lhe
history of Newfoundland and Lhe
history of Canada . An
understanding of constitulional
process rather than just a letbler
of the Jaw, rather than Jusl  Lhe
Four or Five points thal we haue
to deal with,

Mr . Speaker, I Lhink it s G0
important  in  Lhis counltiry Loday
that we all appreciale, and as 1
sald yesterday when [ asked Lthe
Premier a question aboutl Lhe
Minisler of Finance's comnents, [
did naol weant the Minisler of
Finance Lo resign  and [ did nol
expecl  Lhat he wouwld re.ign, hoe
mecle S OMe very unfortunal e
comuenls  bul you  krnow  he o made
commnents that relflect an awlul lol
of whal our consbituenls are
saying Lo us. e realily is that
every person  in  Lhis  House  of
Assembly sars  our  conskituents,
some  of  them are good supporters
some  of  Lhem maybe nob <o good,
but say to us look Uthe hell with
Quebec. Fhey have done us in lonyg
enough on the Upper Churchill.

Look, 1 have heard people in Lho
Cabinet I was parl ol  say  you
might Juslt as well deal wilh a
fForeign counlbry as deal witbth
Quebec on  Upper  Churchill, Yaou
could not gel anywhere wilth k.
But,, Mr. Speaker, you bhave always
ol Lo keep Lhose Lhings in
perspective. [hey are Lhe opinion
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of  the minority. They are the
opinion of someone who 1is not well
versed 1in where this country has
come fFrom and where it should go
and the great strengths that we
have.

Mr. Speaker, there is Four or five
points that I want to go over in
particular and I know I have only
got five or six minutes left and I
just don't have time enough to do
it. The recognition of Quebec as
a distinct society: Fverybody 1in
this Legislature, everybody in
this country recognizes Quebec as
a distinct society. They are a
distinct group. The real question
in this whole debate is ane,
whether you acknowlaedge that
distinctiveness 1in the preamble of
Lhe constitution or you
acknowledge that distinctiveness
in the body of Uthe constitution.
The Premier SAays if you
acknowledge it in the body of the
constitution you, in effect, give
Quabec certain rights, certain
powers, as legislators, that Lhe
rest of the provinces do not have.
Do [ have 15 minutes or 5
minutes? I think I have 5.

Mr . Speaker, all I can say 1is Llhat
I do not think that will happen.
I read an awful lot of literature
in the last little while and
certainly several years ago when
we were doing Meech Lake for the
First time. [t is dinterpretation,
it dis a matter of attitude. I I
assume thalt everyone 1in this world
is anti-Irish, anti-Newfoundland,
then I had better not go Lo ULhat
person with an  Trish sentimeaent
MN~om Newfoundland. I know L anm
going to be ruled on in a certain
way . So, constitutions are based
on interpretation.

If you believe your fellow man i
Fair, is qgoing Lo  be qjust, i
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going ta Lreat us as honourable
members of the Canadian sociely
then I think you can look at Lhe
constitution and say Lhat in
effect Quebec does nol have any
real constitutional legislative
powers different from us. But I
will also say that if Uthe Quebec
legislature has a power to protect
linguistic and cultural rights
that this province does not have,
I understand that.

Mhere is a big, big difference
hetween & unilingual Fnglish town
in Ontario passing laws to outlaw
French to protect English Lhan a
French speaking ' town in Quebec
passing a Jlaw lto prolect French.
Fhe difference simply s English
in Ontarico d1s nol ULhrealened by
anybody . Fnglish is  Lhere by Lhe
simple function of majorily. It
is not threatened. S0 iF Quabec
has to pass a law which mighl be
unconstitutional if Newl ound Land
passed 1t Lo protect English bul
if Quebec passed 1t Lo protect
French, that ds  nol necessarily
bad For Canada. [hey may  have a
legislative power CLhal we do nol
have .

But there is & hig difference
betweaen trying Lo prolect Lhe
rights of minorities ralher {than
protacting Lhe righlts ol
majorities ., Why do  we have a
status of Women Ministlter in
Newfoundland? Recause  we a4 a
Govermnnent, helore this
Government, acknowledgead that
women  had a special case. hat
they had been wronged for « long
period of btime, We have done Lhe
S ame Lhing lor disability o
handicapyg people For
accessibility. We  have <done Gt
Why? Because somelhing was wronyg
for & long period of Uime and we
have made special rules, special
laws, special legislative
regulations Lo make sure that
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minorities can be protected. 3o
if Quebec does have in this
distinct society problem, a liltle
chance to be different and to pass
some different laws, then 1t 1is a
lot different than English Canada
or English only Ltowns in Ontario.

And the second point I want to
make, Mr. Speaker, in the two or
three minutes that I have left, 1is
this idea, that somehow or other,
an elected senate 1is going to
solve the economic problems of
Newfoundland and Labrador. Now
Mr. Speaker, there 1is not another
person 1in this House who belicves
more funcdamentally than I do, that
Lhe Senate systam  we have in
Canada 1s wrong. It is abhorrent
to anybody whao believes in
democracy. It 41s the old English
system of peerage, the House of
Lorcs appointments, it is
undemocratic, 1t is unfair, it is
unjust and it  should either be
changed or abolished. We do not
need a Senate that is appointed.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. POWER:

We need a Senate that is changed -
that 1s elecled and elffective,
sure we do. But Members opposite
s@am to think that by votbing
against Meech Lake, and somehow ar
olther trying to gebt Senate refornm,
we are going to have economic
reform. Now I know the Premier in
his heart and soul does not
believe that. Newfoundland's
economic problems do not relate to
an electaed or @ non elected
Senate, Our problens relale Lo
geography, where we are in  Lhe
North American continent. How far
We are away From Lhe marke
place . Resources that we have.
e educational system Lhat  we
have, which 1 nobt up to scrabtch.
Mose are the Lhings which cause
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our  economic problems. Mere is
no way that an elected Senate i
going to solve economic problens
in Newfoundland unless the Premier
is successFul in fFinding some way
in convineing his counterparts
that the 39 thousand people we
have 1in  Newfoundland unemployed
last month should all become
Senators. Premier, you can shake
your head, the eleclted Senake nay
help, but it dis not going to solve
the reality of the aconomic
problems of Newf oundland .
Changing Lhe Senale For all
Members opposite 1s¢ & democratic
reform badly needed and certainly
outdated but it is nob an etonowmic
reform. [L is nolt going Lo solue
tLhe problems of the people of
Newfoundland and Labrador as il
relates to the economy.

Mr. Speaker, Lhe other parls, ULhe
Suprems Court, Lhe immigration
problems, many of Lhose are not
serious concerns For ULhe people ol
Newfoundland and Labrador. 1
suspectk what  we have  done in
trying to hold oul Lhe Senale @<
being some kind of magical Ulopia
Lhat is going Lo solue our
problems, We are Leacding S OHe
people aslray. We are leading
some people to think that Lhalt can
solve  all our problems when il
cannot .

The distinckt socieby c¢lause TFor
Quebec is real. They are i
distinct socielby and should Dbe
acknowledged 1in  Lhe bhody of  Lhe
constitution as we 1 as Lhe
preambhle or any place else thalt
needs Lo be done. When 1L comes
Lo dmmigration,. Newloundland does
not have a serious problem wilh
immigration exceplb recently  when
we have had  Loo  many., Quebhaoec
wants Lo make sure they have an
adequate  Flow over a period of
time . When i cComes Lo the
Supreme  Courl, again, you cannol
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but allow that the Supreme Court
of Canada has to have a certain
component that 1is made up  of
french speaking judges from
Quebec. How else can you
interpret there different
legislative system, their
different judicial system?

In summary, Mr. Speaker, let me
say, I am very concerned about Lhe
future of this country. There 1is
an awful lot of concern about
Meech Lake. It is unfortunate
that we are in this system and I
can only beg the Premier and hope
that when he goes to Lthe next
series of constitutional meetings,
that he goes with an open,
compromising, fair, honest,
Canadian approach Lo
constitutional reform, Then and
only then will we gelb through Uthis
impasse and be able to preserve a
country which is one of the wvery
best in the world. Thank you.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. Lhe
Pleasantuille.

Member o

MR. NOEL:
l'hank you, Mr. Speakoer,

You know Mr. Speaker, I amn glad
that the hon. Member for Ferryland
agrees with us that we need Lo
have senate reform, 1t 1is Loo bad
that he does nolb appreciate some
of the other things thalt we can
accomplish through senate reform.
An economic reform is one of Lhe
things we can accomplish, Uthat 1is
the way we are going Lo get a
better deal for our Province and
for the other minority 1in Canada,
the minority of people who Live in
the eight Provinces that do not
run the House of Commons.

We  understand  Lthe constitutional

process is a process and thalt is
the point Lhe Premier and this
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side has been making, Mesch lake
ancd  June 24 ds nol the end of
Canada. fhe people opposite have
been telling us throughout the
coursae of this debate, we have Lo
pass Meech lLake now bhecause Canada
is going to end this June. Rul
this ds a constitutional process
and Canada will continue debating
the way we relate politically with
all the Provinces and all the
people, we will continue doing
that after June but you know a
reformed senate will make a major
difference to  how  this  counbry
operates and ds not going Lo be
given to us.

[ appreciate the cCOoncerns ol
Members on bthe other side and Lhe
soul searching Lhat Lhey are
doing, and 1 know many of you
agree with a lot of Lthe things
Lhat we are saying and you believe
Lhat we need to have more say in
this country, and you wish we
would be able to gel it, bhut
unfortunately 1 tLhink you ar e
excessively concerned thalt in Lhe
course of ldghting (or  whal we
want  ouvoer  scenate  relorn o and  Lhe
obher reflorms dn Lhe conslilulion,
we  are going Lo alienale Lhe resk
of Lhe country antd Cauls e Lhe
breakup of Canada, and Lhat is not
what Lhis is  aboul . Fuven  Lhe
Preamier ol Ontario in Lhe
newspaper today, Lhere 16 a
headline, Failure of Meech lLake
nol. end to Confederaltion, Ontario
Premier believes. And Lhat is ULhe
case, but Lhe  Members opposite
have been telling us lor the past
week oy Lwo it s going Lo he the
end of Canada. Now, 1l we want Lo
have senabte relorm, we have Lo
negobiate Lough, and Uhat is what
we  are doing righl now, 1l 18 no
good saying let us gel Meech Lake
over with and Canada will conlinue
and  we  will  be one  big  happy
country, that is what we have been
doing as long as we have been part
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of Canada.

AL S0 many Federal Provincial
Conferences they have talked about
senate reform, the need to change
regional disparity in this country
but what happens, nothing ever
changes. I would just like to put
this thought Lo the Members
opposite for consideration during
the rest of this evening. It a
reformed senate 1s so meaningless,
as a number of honourable Members
opposite have indicated, why are
Ontario and Quebec willing to see
the country go to the brink of
disaster, as that i1s what they
believe and apparently what
Members opposite believe, ralher
than agree Lo senabe reform.,
Surely Uthey realize that agreeing
to senate reform would place
enaormous pressure on Lhe
dissenting Provinces to agree to
the accord.

If Senate reform 1s not important
ffor us, why 1s it such & concern
For Ontario, Quebec ancl Lhe
Federal Governmenl . At this
crucial stage in Lhoese
constitutional negobtiations, do we
hear anylthing from Promier
Bourassa, Premier Pelerson, or
Prime Minister Mulroney aboult what
kind of senate reform they would
consider? No: pass Meech Lake and
we will talk aboub 1t later, We
cannot talk about everything
later, now is the time to do
something, Uhis maybe, is our last
chance, 1f we pass Meech Lake now,
what chance do we haue of gebling
this kind of constitutional reform
in the near future. Rult if  we
stand Firm today, and il we
develop an alliance wilh the olther
smaller Provinces, the Provinces
that constitute the other minority
in  Canada, I think we have &
chance oF Dbringing Ontario and
Quebec and central Canada around
Lo their senses.
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AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

MR. NOEL :

Well, that would be progre fAs
the constitution stands right now
we , ifF we could gebt Ontario on
side, we could have the Senate
reform we want because right now
it only takes seven provinces and
50 percent of the population.

MR. HEWLETT:

(Inaudible).

MR. NOEL.:

We will see what we will have. Now
as vournr friend  from Ferryland
said, tLhis is a constibtutional
process that 1s ongoing. Now  we
understand Lthe concerns thab you
people have about Quehec's [(dve
requirements in Lhe proposad
constitutional reform and I Lhink
you understand some of Lhe
concerns we have about Lhe
distinct society and ULhe spending
Powers, the Supreme Counrt arcl
Lhose olher things. We  have noade
our case in Lhose debails and Uhoe
Premieor, 1T an sure, will rolor Lo
Lhem din his summary Lonightl . But
Lhe lFacl is nobody can say how the
consbtiltution will bhe inlerproled
by Lhe courts, 1if it were amendod
by Meech this June, We can only
guess ab whalt may happen and Lhere
are & lobt of things in Lhere (hal
we  fesl we should be concerned
about . So there 1is very Jliltle dn
the Quebec Five requircements that
are of any advantage Lo us and Lhe
things that Lhe gentlemen and
ladies opposite suggest would he
Lo our advantage, Lthings Llike Lhe
annual First Minislers
Conferences, alt which Lhe economy
ancd the Fishery and Senate Relorn
wou ld be discussed are only
comnilmenlts for discussion.

Fhat dis nothing new. That is what
has been going on in Lhis country
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as long as we have been part of
it. Fishery: if we can get the
k-ind of Sanate refForm we are
talking about we will have more
say 1in how the Federal government
operates and that 1s what  we
want. We will have real say. We
will not just have say in @&
fFederal provincial conference
every year. We will have real say
in the extra control we will have
in the Government of Canada. I
want to review somne of the
realities of our position in
Confederation and the @conomic
realities. I was very unhappy to
hear the Member for Ferryland
talking about the possibility of
our Province consisting of 300,000
starving Newfoundlanders today, if
we were not a parlt of Canada. [t
is time for Newfoundlanders to
realize Lthat we pay our way 1in
Confederation

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. NOEL:
We do not live on handouts From
Obtawa. You know, we do it in <o
many ways . I just want Lo relay a
[Fow statistics hare . When W
Joined Canada, shortly afler we
joined, March 31, 1951 we had a
cash surplus of $40 million in Lhe
bank . We  had the lowest paer
capita deht din the country al $28
in 1951 and Ontario had $2%6 1in
per capita debt.

AN. HON. MEMBER:
You know who made away wilh Uhe
$40 million.

let us btry to keep Lhe
tonight to & reasonable
Nobody made away wilkh Uhe

debate
level.
$40 million, It was spent, A1l
people who [Form governmenls in

this country since we have been in
Confederation have made mistakes
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and did some good. Some of it was
wasted mno st af it Wa s used
sensibly but the fact is we had
$40 million when we started oul.
Today our per capita debt in
Newfoundland ds $9000, per capita
For a total of about $5 billion.
The Canadian per capita dehl is
about $13,000 for a total of about
$6.5 billion dollars.

pat the end of 1989 in Canada the
per capita consumer credit plus
mortgage debt was aboulbt the same
as our national per capita debt.
About $13,000 per capita, so you
pul together Lthe per capita debt
that we owe as & province, which
is about Five billion, our share
of  the nations, which ds anolher
Five billion, and ULhe per capita
debt of our people, in Chedr
personal debt which ig about
another Five billion. g are
about $15 billion dollars 1in debt
and then you have Lo add in
husiness debt in our province. S0
we are $15 to $20 billion more in
the hole ltoday Lhan when we joined
Canadaea, Now Lhal and Lhe taxes we
have paid since becoming Canadians
is  what pay for  all of Lhe
services we have had and all ol
the capital expendiltures woe have
had .

You know it has nobt been soent down
from OLLawa, we have senlk Gt up Lo
Ottawa, anybody who looks at Uthe
budgel for the year will gel an
indication of just how much money
we send to Obtawa. This vyear il
was  somelhing like & bhillion and
half dollars, and so much of CLhat
was in the retail sales ltax, ilue
hunderd and ninly Six million,
personal income Lax, gasoline btax,
Noewfoundland Ligquior Corporalion
tax, tobacco tax, it all adds up
to a billion and a half dollars.

roughly Lhe
Canada in

You know  we pay
equivelent amodunl Lo
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Federal taxes, our personal income
taxes for the Province s Four
hundered and twenty Five wmillion,
our Personal tax dis 61 percent of
the Canadian tax rate, 62 now, so
we probably paid about 7 or 8
hundred wmillion in personal taxes,
personal income taxes to the
Federal Government, and our retail
sales tax 1in this Province will
bring in five hundred and ninty
six million. Manufacturers sales
tax, which the Governinent is
trying to change now and bring in
the GST as a replacement, probably
accounted for another four or five
hundred million paid in From this
Province. .

S50 when you add up all the ways
that we contribute to the Canadian
treasury 1in the course of a year,
you will find that we pay our own
way and I am really tired of
NewFoundlanders who say Lhal we do
not pay our own way.

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible) .

MR . NOEL:

3 s, that 1dis &an argument.,
tLhat is a case [ will make Lo you
later on &% this debate qoes
along, we will demonstrabte Lo
you. The report of the Royal
Commission on Employment and
unemployment,, do not blame some
NewfFoundlanders you know, for
accepting the false argumenl that
we are kept by the re¢ of  Lhe
country. In the report, that
Commission said e are
politically, economically, and
Financially dependent upon Cenlral
Canada . "

Now you know, for & Doug-House and
Andy Wells, who are lwo of my best
friends actually from my <chool
years and iy University years,
were bolth on that Commission but
the wunfortunate thing aboult them
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is  Lthat Andy studied History and
Doug studied Sociology bhut I was
the one who studied Economics. [
would Jjust like to relate a few
more statistics I have here. We
all know the per capita earned
income of Newfoundland has only
gone from 53 percent to 56 percent
of the Canadian average . Qur
Unemployment rate has doubled the
national average, 95 percent of
our people live in deep disparity
while 914 percent ofF Ontario
residents live above Uthe national
average, and that is Lhe
statistics of the infamous
Department of Science Industry and
Technology that the Fedaeral
Government has just selb up to Dbe
the Department of Regionel
Davelopment For Ontario and Quaebec.

The Atlantic Provinces' share of
regional development fund: dropped
in 1987 to 36 percent  From 56
percent while Ontario's has risen
more than 100 percent  and our
share ol economic growlh dn  the
last decade has declined [rom 2
percent Lo 1.4 percenl of [ Iye
national average . e inFant
mortality rate dn Newloundland 4
50 percent higher I han Lhe
national average, there arc  so
many  statistics, vou know Lo back
up  the case that we wmake, euvean
your Former leader, Proemier
Peckfaord, understood the case Lhal
We mac e at a First Ministers
Conference 1in 1987. He sadcd Lhat
our relative position within
Canada in terms  of  pec capita
economic activity has barely mouved
in 30 years and he went on to say
that one of Lhe reasons ULhat has
been Lhe case 1s because of  (he
national tarrilf policy. Fully %0
per cent, Premier Peckford said,
of the current policy accrued to
Lhe Praovince of ontario, 50
percent ofFf Lhe benefits ol  our
tariff policy were enjoved by Lhe
Province of  Ontario. Bul  Lthey
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only absorbed 30 per cenlt of the
cost. In Quebec cost and benefits
were fairly evenly balanced. In
the western provinces ancl
Newfoundland and Lhe other
Atlantic provinces, we were the
c¢lear losers.

Now we think this can be changed
through a reformed Senate and
through naking the Senate, you
know, what 1t was intended to be.
And this 1s another thing I cannot
understand din the Members on the
other side of the House. They say
how can the Senate have more power
without getting it From somewhere
from the Federal Government - or
From Lthe Provincial Government.
And the fact 1is that Lthe Senate
today in Canada has Lhe S @ne
powers as the House of Commons.

I refer you to section 17 of The
Constitution Act.

AN. HON. MEMBER:

(Inaudible) .

MR. NOEL.:

o you in particular man, becausoe
you are one person who has gotten
up so many times in Lhis Housoe and
outside  and said how can the
Senate be given more power without
getting it From somewhere else.
Well this section says tLhere shall
be one Parliament in Canada
consisting of Lthe Queen, an Upper
House style of Senate, anc Lhe
House ofF Commons. Now that 1is LULhe
Federal Governmenl of Canada.

Nhat is theory, talk aboul realllty.

Lake theory?

SOME HON. MEMBERS: -
Yas,

SOME_HON. MEMBERS:
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No.

MR. NOEL:

Well what are you debating with us
for, if it 1s only theory. We are
talking about reality here. What
we are saying is that 1 we can
reform the Senate 1in the praoper
way, we will have nore say over
how the Government in Ot tawa
operates. Right now it 1s run by
the two-thirds of seats which are
controlled by Lhe Canktral
Canadians in Ontario and Quebec.
And that is why the country does
not operate in our interest.

In giving & reformed Senabte more
power we will nol be taking power
Frrom the provinces. We will mnot
be taking it From the Federal
Government, but we will be taking
it from Lhe House of Cowmnons and
forcing the House of Commons where
the majorily of c¢itizens have Lhis
control Lo share L with Lhe
Senate where Lhe majority of
provinces would have control. And
Lhat is Lhe way a Federal systen
should operate and Uhal s Lhe way
our system was inltended Lo oporalo.

George Brown one ol Lhe Falthers aof
Confederation saidl in e
Confederation debatos in 1865,
"The very essence of our  compact
1s Lhalk the union should be
Federal and not legislative. Qur
Lower Canada Friends have agrooed
Lo give us representation by
population in Lhe Lower House on
the expressed condition that ULhey
shall have equality in Lhe Uppoer
House . on no other condilLion
could we have advanced &  step.
Confederation would nol have heen
agreed to 1 Lhe people in  Lhe
smaller provinces had known  Lhal
Lhe anate was nobt going Lo have
any real power. We are the only
counlry in Lhe wor ld wilh a
Federal system where all ol Lhe
Members ol Lthe second body arce
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appointed by tLhe National
Government, In all of the other
countries they are either elected,
appointed by Lthe entities within
the Federal unit, the states or
the provinces. In Germany they
call them the lands. We are Lhe
only country in which they are not
elected and which the Senate does
not have real power. Now do vyou
think that 1s in our interest For
Canada to be distinct in that way?

AN HON. MEMBER:
I do not think.

MR. NOEL:
You do not think so. You think
Lhe Senate should be reformed in

the way we are talking about.

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

MR. NOEL:

Well how do you think we can make
it happen, if we do not say Lo the
rest of Canada, look, 1if you want
Lo have constitukional change now
to satisly Quebec, and vou know we
are going Lo hauve Lo make some
changes Lo satisfy Queboc.

We can Jlook abt what Quebec needs
and what Lthe other provinces neead,
but vyou have Lo look at what we
need as well. And do not expect
us to agree with what other
provinces need and want in  this
country, 4if you are not going to
look at whalt we want. And there
is no point as I just seaid for us
to sign on the bottom line now,
let this resolution s tand and
together with all the reslt of the
provinces say, okay you can have
your constitutional change which
we believe will mean Lhat Quebec
will become more auvtonomous, that
Canada will hecome -more of a
decentralized counbiy and Lhe
people on Lthat side who are so
concerned wilh weakening Lhe
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powers of the Federal Government
should bhe very concerned about
that.

So this dis our opportunity and
this dis the constitutional process
that bthe Member rFfor Ferryland was
talking about. You people wanl
something oubt of constitutional
change we want something out of
constitutional change . Do not
expect us Lto give you whalt vyou
want until you agree wilth what we
want.

Now let us sit down and starlt ouver
and put together a Constitution we
are all satisfied with. What s
the point of saying you will never
get 1dt? What our responsibilily
as Members of the Newtoundland and
Labrador House of Assembly ds, ds
to serve the interests oF Lthe
people of our Province. The way
you people talk over Lthere a lot
of the time I Lhink vyou believe
you have been elected by the raest
of  Canada to save Canada or Lo
satisfly Lthe interests ol Queboec,
hubt  your first responsibilily i=s
Lo Lhe peaple ofF Newloundland and
Labrador. We have Lo gel whal our
Province needs aul ol
constitutional change and ir e
pass Meech lLake as it is Loday,
goaod luck, in gelLling
constitutional change.

MR. SPEAL

Order, please!

The hon. Member's btime is up.
Ihe hon. the Member for Mondhek.

MR. A. SNOW:
lhank you very inuch, Mr. Spceakaor,

Just as Lhe hon. Member o
Pleasantville (Mr. Noel) was in
Full FLlight and [ was gebling Lo
really enjoy  him, I am pleased
and proud Lo have Lhe opportunily
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Lo stand and speak to the
amendment proposed by our Leader
in this  historic debate and to
express mny views, both as a
citizen of this Province, as a
resident of Labrador, and as a
Canadian. A large part of living
in a democracy dis being able to
express your view and to be able
to fight and discuss it in a forum
such as we are doing here today,
and dindeed in a public forum out
in the streets. The Premier of
this Province would probably be
one of the first to recognize that
these words apply to him as well
as Lto wme and all the other Mambers
of this House Even though it 1is
not necessarily the most popular
view it 1s a privilege which UChis
country has given to all of us.

fhe Premier will recognize that if
the Constitution of Canada was not
as 1t is and dinstead we weaere run
from Ottawa by & Government like
that in Beijing then he, nor I,
nor any of us would have that
privilege. A Mew words here and
there in bthe Constitution of this
counltry could mean the differcnce
between life or death [(or Lhose
such as Lhe Premier, or myselfr,
who chose Lo express btheir views
about the Sovernment or Lhe
Constitution of our country. His
speeches in Montreal could have
meant a jail sentence, and a
spaech in Toronto could have meant
the exact same thing. His
speaking in his tour of Western
Canada could have brought Lhe
wheels of a tank across his head
because that 14 reality S QIme
paople not  fortunalte enough Lo
live 1in this country have to Fear
every btime they open their moulhs
and speak the truth.

SOME HON, MEMBERS
Hear, hear!

DR. KITCHEN:
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(Inaudible).

MR. A. SNOW:

The hon. Minister of Finance is
attempting to pubt is rook back in
his mouth again and make national
News .

Rut Ffor an accident of Faith, I
too, as a lot of us, could have
been living in an autocralic
country but for the forsight of
our leadars who builkt this
country. But I thank God that I
live wunder a Constitution which
gives Premier Wells the privilege
to speak bto his opinion in  this
country and to express views which
are not necessarily in the
majority. I thank God that 1 live
under a Constitution which gives
me the privilege to stand in Lhis
House and speak For & view which I
am told dis¢ dn a winorilby 1in this
House bulb a view which is mine, my
very own, although I must say that
[ do have a lolL ofF people on Uthis
side of Lhe Houe agreeing wilh
mne . We heard Lhe hon. Member For
Ferryland speak very elogquent ly
aboul his lTeeling as  a Canadian

Canada  has exisbed Tor aboul 123
years on  several principles and
has  grown Lo Dbecome one  of Lhe
wor lds mos t prosperous and
influential countries.

People are willing Lo risk Cheir
lives by leaving Lheir OWN
countries to seek a beller life din
Lhis country and Lhat should tell
us something, I might add thal we
built this great counlry, Canada,
with a Constitution Lhalt has neouver
heen perfect. You could say 1t is
Flawed as S OMe people have
suggested and may joke aboubt Meech
Lake being Flawed ., Our
Constitution has heen Flawed, bul
one Lhat has  nevertheless hean
built on solid principles and a
sound wvision, and 1t s that, M.
Speaker, thalt the highest pinnacle
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or perfection to which we can
aspire in this very imperfect
world in which we all live.

An old expression I am sure a lot
of wus have heard 1is that, tLhe
proof of the pudding is 1in Lthe
eating. The proof of a founding
principles of a nation is in the
workings of that nation and in the
lives of the people who +dinhabit
that nation, and the proof of the
Founding principles of Canada is
that we have Lhen and have
remained the true north, strong
and free. A democracy permits the
people to choose their leaders and
their leaders represent the people
insofar as they are chosen by Lhe
people. At the beginning of the
last decade, the people of Canada,
chose Pierre Trudeau as tLheir
Prime Minister. The people of
Quebec chose Rene Levesc e as
their Praemier. [t was at Lhis
particular time, that the Canadian
Government were abtempting Lo
bring home the Constitution Lo
this country. Mese Lo
particular genllemen We e al
loggerheads . [s« bthere blame Lo he
cast, Was eilher one of Lhese
leaders any less chosen Lthan the
other, did either of Lhese leaders
have less of a right Lthan Lthe
other Lo Fight for his views? I
put 1t to you thal the answer is
no. Premier Levesque, had his
twenty-two Constitutional demands
and Prime Minister Trudeau was
unwilling to acceplk Lthose demands,
so Quebec was left out. After 115
years of Confederation, Quebec was
on the outside of the circle
looking in.

)

Whose Fault was ie? Was it
Levesque, was 1t Trudeau, was 1l
the fault of Uthe people of Quebec
for having eleclted him, was it the
Fault of Lhe Canadian public for
electing Trudeau, was 1l Trudeau's
Fault For being unwilling lo give
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Quebec Lhe sweeping constitutional
changes they wanted? No, 1 do not
agree that it was either one of
these gentlemen's faults, but I
thank God Ffor bthe Premiers, who
instead of casting blame, decided
to right the wrong. Instead of
leaving Quebec outside looking 1in,
the constitutional Ffamily Uthat we
are in this country, decided with
a concerted effort, Lhe Prime
Minister of Lhe day, Riian
Mulroney and From Roberlt Bourassa,
the Premier of Quebec, and the
olther nine premiers of this
country representing Lhedr
individual provinces, Lhey decided
to reach an acceptable solultion Lo
Lhe constitutional division af
Canada Lhat was created, €1n 1982,
when Quebeac was lelft outside
looking in.

The next years were long and cdrawn
oul hard work. Some peaple would
lel vyou believe that the Meech
lLake Accord, Lhe Meaech Lake
solution was devised in G One
darkenaed room which suggesls a [Now
men sal around & Llable and deuvised
Lhis constitutional accord with
some ullerior molive. In realily,
Lhe Accord was worked an o
several years, 10 was nol  jusl
devised in  bLhe dark roomns of &
. j beside a swmall lake called
Lake. OF course Lhe Final
sessions of that particular accord
were worked ouk in a back room in
this lodge at Meech Lake, Lhe
Final sessions of any aygreenent
are usually worked oul din a back
rooin. 'he fFinal sessions of Lhe
Wells constitutional proposal wepre
probably worked oubk din a  back
room. He says  no. Some  peaople
suggest Lhat maybe Lhe whole Lhing
was worked out in a back room, and
[ bet you thalb-

MR. GRIMES:

You worked on (inaudible) .

No. 18 (BEvening) R&4



MR. A, SNOW:
I did. To the hon.
Exploits. But I would be

to bet that there were not
people in the room  when  that
Accord was reached. Perhaps what
we should have done was namne the
Meech Lake Accord somaething
different. Maybe the 80's Accord
could have probably helped us take
a different approach, we would
have looked at it with a different
perspective, or maybe it would not
have made an dota of difference.
It is the name that is taking all
the flack these days. It is not
what is in the Accord.

Member For
willing
eleven

Canadians, how many

and Labradorians

whal is in tLhe
actually understand
the Meech Lake Accord,
ficcord was writbten in
Lhe First place? e eleven
representatives of the people who
spent practically three years
working on this Accord understood
the details Lhat Quebec had
reduced its prerequisites For
Constitutional . ratificalion " om
nearly two dozen twenty - two to
be exact - down to Five. And in
June 1987 Lthe representatives of
all ten of Canada's Provinces and
the Federal Government and four
political partics agread Lo an
amendment  1in seventeen sections
that would have Lthe effecl of
making Canada Constitutionally
whole again.

How many
Newfoundlanders
actually know
Accord, and
what 1is 1in
or why the

respective
brought in

They went Lo their
legislatures and

legislation and brought Lhve
amencdment up for debate and on
September 23, 1987, Saskalt.chawan
ratified Meech Lake; December 7,
1987, Alberta ratbified Meech lLake;
May 13, 1988, Prince Edward Ilsland
ratified Meech lLake; and on May
251, 1988, Nova Scotia rabtified
Meech Lake; June 22, 1988, Lhe
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parliament ratified Meech
bhehalf of all Canadians;
Quabec ratified Meech
giant lea Forward
Family and
partner in
June 29,

Canadian
Lake on
on June 23,
Lake and made a
into this Canadian
bhecame a whole
Confederation again. on
hoth Ontario and British Columbia
ratified Meech Lake; on July 7,
1988, Newfoundland ratified Meech
lLake wi th voltes in the P.C.
caucus, N.D.P. caucus, and even
the Fformer leader of the Liberal
caucus at that time, who had the
support of his caucus then, he
supported 1t.

[

New Brunswick
introducerd a
their Jegislalure Lo
Lake Accord along
amencdment Lo bring
changes in Lhe
may I remind
Liberal caucus

1990,
McKenna

On March 21,
under Frank
resolubion in
ratily Lhe Mee
with a parall
aboul Further
Constitution. Anc
the Premier and the
of Newfoundland and Labrador Uhat
in July of 1988, when NewlFoundland
ratified the nccord, Premior
Filmon of Maniltoba supported ULhe
Accord, and  probably  would  hawe
introducaed Lihe necord Lo N
legislature oxcepl for Lhe
political realitics in Maniloba at
that particular Cime.

haue il i ¢
NewrFoundland, Nova Scotia, P.E.TL.,
New Rrunswick, Quebec and Ontario,
Premior Filmon ol Manitoba,
Saskalchewan, Nlbherla, Brilish
Columbia and Lhe Canadian
Governmnenl of Canada, Lhey havoe
accepted the Meech Lake Accord.
ITs 4l time for rescission? I do
not think it is. [s il time For a
referendum? No . 1L 4« Lime [(or
Promior Wells Lo swia l low his
considerable pride and f(or  his
caucus Members Lo rediscover Lheilr
pride, and for Canada to gelt  on
Witkh mak ing Lhis nation
Constitutionally whole as it  has
not been For Lhe paslt eight years.

So Lhere We
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I started out talking about Lhis
country as a democracy, and we
have worked as a democracy
precisely because we have been
able to empathize with the
concerns of others and put our own
concerns into their appropriate
context. We have operated as a
democracy with being honest with
one another and be ensuring the
truth is held high and not
deception or lies.

Canadians have been told at great
expense to the Newfoundland and
Labrador taxpayers of my day that
Meech Lake was a fraud, a sham, a
blatant attemplt by Lhe wvarious
Governments to sell the country
For short term political gain.
Canadians have bean told that
Meech Lake is wrong . e
implications that those who
support the Accor~d are leading the
country down the slippery slope of
disintegration. And we have been
accused of fearmongering by & man
who  has  builkt the argumenl  on
fFearmongering, Using words  such
as gnshrined poverly, @eonomic
shackles faorever, Dbeller Lo Dbe
part ofF Lhe tsn, Lhose @
familiar things, they have been
headlines Tor bthe last couple of
months .

Why do eight obther Governmenls
support Lhe Meech Lake Accord?
Why do not olther Govarnmenlts
support Lhe Well's Accord?
Perhaps il would be wise Lo look
at the criticisms that the Premier
has pubk Forlh around LULhe nation
to see 1if tLhey are bhased on fact
or based on something a lillle
lesser than fact.

We btalk about the distinct sociely
clause. There has beon no
disagreement basically in Lhis
Chambenr aboutl tLhe diatinct
society, [ do not Lthink, [t has
been recognized, Lhe hon., Member
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for Bonavista South -

AN HON. MEMBER:
We agree wibth the distinct sociely
but in the preamble.

MR. A. SNOW:

We feel that -

AN HON. MEMBER:
lLegal mumble jumble.

MR. A. SNOW:

— after all it was reasonable that
the recognition of the fact Lhat
Quebec has been recognized since
1867 as being very distinct. The
fFact that they ' have c¢ivil | aw
whereas the rest of Lhe counliry
nas a o commnon law systom. fhe
unique culture Lhey have
developed. Quer Lhe vyoears Lhey
have evolved dnto an even more
distinct society il you will and
Lhe fact that they have Lheir own
tax system, 'hey have a dil Feroenl
system in  CLheir Province, Their
own  Chambears, a Memnber here i3
called & M™Member of Lhe House of
Assombly, a Member In Quehoc 14
called & Member of  Lhe  Nalional
Assaembly . Bub Lhey are distine! .
Fven our Premier has agrecd  Lhal
they are a distinclt sociely.

Anolther issue Lhat hes beon
discussed quite a bil is  Senale
reform. 1 Jjus L lislened
previously to the hon. Memnber [Drom
Pl santuille on his undersLanding
of Lhe greal Senale e orm
proposal that €1s qoing to he pul
Forward right alfler we rescind bhe
Mecvch Lake and have & reflerendun
and all those olher Lhings bLhal
are going Lo occur. [his ds qoing
Lo e Live panacaea For Ihis
Province. "

I am sure that Lhe people in West
Virginia and Missdissippi have nol
got - while Lhay may haue
political equalily in  having it
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couple of Senators elected bthey do
not have bLhe samne @conomic
equality as the state of
California or New Hampshire.

MR. SIMMS:
That is true. He overlooked that.
MR. A. SNOW:

Although he suggested that we are
going to get economic equality.

Mr. Speaker, 1let me put it this
way, Senate reform will not even
be on the table wuntil all the
provinces are at the table.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMS:
Go ahead and do it wilthout the
Feds . Why does Canada nolt go
ahead and do it without
NewFoundland? That is silly.

MR. A. SNOW:

Let us not forget CLhat the Senalte
was also First a Federal
institution as the  hon. Member
{rom Pleasantuille suqgges Loed
earlier. Of course, we know Lhal
Fedoral institutions have done
this Province tremendous good over
Lhe past fTorty-one years. Rut
they have also been accused of
doing considerable harm.

'he federal control and lack of
provincial influence in the
fisheries has had a lot Lo do with
the problems we are experiencing
this year in that industry. I am
sure that maybe it we hél @
greater 1influence and conbkrol over
the fishing industry we would bhe
discussing or would not have Lhe
problems as they are today. We
would not have Lhe crisis thalb is
today in the fishing dndustry dif
we , as a province, had more
control and influence over Lhe
harvesting ofF that particular
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resource .,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. A. SNOW:
I believe a reformed Senabe 1s
desirable but nobt al Lthe expense
of a strong Provincial
Government . I also agree with the
hon. Member For Ferryland who
suggested earlier that most people
on this side, actually, would
probably agree with it, that
possibly the greatest reform of
the Senate would be to abolish it.

MR. SPEAKER: :
Order, please!

The hon. gentleman's time 1is up.

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SHORT:

Mr . Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
I e hon . Lhe
Georges.,

Meank e r fop &

MR . SHORI:
IThank you, Mr. Speaker. Since Lhoe
debate started in this Chamber I
have listened wilh a greal deal of
interest Lo  speeches Lhat  have
) mecle by  Members on bholh
sides. Someltimes there has beon a
feeling Lhat it has all beon
perhaps a wasbte of btime and boring
and whatever else, bul 1 can say
guilte honestly that [ have enjoyed
Tistening Lo Lhe various
viewpoints of people 1in Lhis House.

I would Tike Lo speak First ol all
about Lhe speech  given by Lhe
Member for Ferryland a Few minulos
“go . He talked abhoul his feelings
about being a Utrue Canadian and
having been born less Lhan Uhree
months alfter we joined Canada in
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1949 . I am very proud to say that
I am a true Canadian as well.

AN HON. MEMBER:
I hope the Premier can say it,

MR. SHORT:
I am sure he can.

FThe Member for Ferryland made a
couple of points that I jotted
down when he was speaking. He
said, 'we are a country of
compromise’, and a little bit
later on he said, 'we have lost
the desire to see the other side
of the argument.' He also made a
point about Lhe Constitution being
a process, and he said that the
@conomic problens will not be
solved by Senate reform 1in LUhis
Province. And I wank Lo come back
to a couple of those points in a
minute, but first of all I wankt Lo
say that having listened to all
the speeches so far in this debate
that nothing has been said by
Members Opposilte Uthat would make
me change my mind and to vole wilkh
Membhers Opposite. And T do not
mean  that (rom & political point
of view either. I have listened
to it. I have waited For some
good strong solid arguments, and I
still have not heard them.

Over the last couple of days there
has been a thoughlt running through
my mind about a play I did when I
was a high school teacher. I did
it for a number of years, and for
those people who might be
interested in it the play is
called Twelve Angry Men, [L is 1in
the grade eight literature course
in the old study of literature
called Twelve Angry Men. And for
those people who are nolt quite
familiar with the play, the play
starlts of F wilh a trial being over
and twelve members of & jury are
about Lo go into a room and debate
the quilt or the dinnocence of the
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person who has been on Ltrial,

AN HON. MEMBER:
Muzzle him will you,

MR. SHORT:

The play, and I want Lo draw an
analogy between the play, Twelve
Angry Men and the debate 1in this
assembly, because there is so many
similarities between Uthem LUthabk I
suppose 1t ds why it has kept
running  through my wind for a
number of- days. In  the play,
fTwelve Angry Men, as Lhe play
starts off  the judge makes ULhis
point to Lhe people who arse abouk
to decide Lhe guilt ar Lhe
innocence  ofFf a young boy. He
says, 'The one thing you bhave Lo
remember 1s reasonable doubt. And
if you have any doubl whatsoever
as ko the guilt ofF Lhe person then
you must vobte not gquilty.' And
Lhat is the cenlral Lheme in  Lhe
play. It 1is drondic, 1 suppose, in
Lhis sense here that the person in
Lhe play who voled nol guilly in
the First instance LS juror
number  eight . And 1 do rnol know
what that SAYS aboul Lhis
particular building and the eighlh
Floor, but juror number eilghl
votes not guilty in the play. And
I suppose il is From thatbt point of
view bLhat we have Lo Jook al Lthis
debate on Meech Lake. [ am not
saying that 1@ gentleman on Lhe
eighth Floor is Lhe only  one
saying we are against Lhe Mecch
lLake Accord as it now stands. We
are certainly not, [yt il i
ironic in a sense.

As T said, and I believe Members
Opposite have nol said very much
about lLhe possibility of & deal we
could have struck here & couple of
days ago. It has not been
mentioned by any of the speakeors

=
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opposite. But I firmly believe
that we could have been beyond all
of this wrangling and this sitting
here tonight until one o'clock in
the morning, had Members opposite
been in a spirit of compromise.
Because I watched the reaction the
other night in this House and it
was unbelievable just to see
Mambers opposite when the Premier
said, 'I am prepared to split the
resolution into two parts and go
to public hearings as people had
been saying.'

They tried to pull a fast one,

MR. SHORT:
It was not a fast one at all.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
(Inaudible),

MR. SHORT:

I would Jjust like to deal with
that dssue For a minute because I
believe it dis very dmportant. The
Premier Lhe other day, and tUthis
was the very first Lime this had
pver been mentbioned in Lhis House
in the whole debate, he pul il
very succinctly when he said, you
have Lo revoke  or rescind Lhve
Meach Lake Accord. Why would you
go to public hearings as people
Opposite were saying, 1F we were
to go along with the motion that
was made back in July 1988, Lt
would be ridiculous to  be out
having public nearings ifr we
agreed with people Opposite.
There would be no need for 1it.. It
is too silly to even talk aboutl .

AN HON. MEMBER:
What are you talking aboubt it for.

MR. SHORT:

Because the other night we had an
opportunity to do exactly what you
people were saying. You admitbed
that you made a mistake back 1in
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1988.

AN HON. MEMBER:
Oh no we did not.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
(Inaudible).

MR. SHORT:
Sure you did,

So *what I am saying 1is Lhat Lhe
olher night I think we loslt Lhe
opportunity. We could have done
it. We could have had the public
hearings.

You are still going bto have the
public hearings, the Premier said
(inaudible) -

MR. SHORT:
Well maybe we will

SOME HON . MEMBERS:
(Inaudible).

MR. SHORT:

A couple of Lhings that bother me
about, not Lhe debale so  much,
Lhis whole Me o ch Lalke Accord
process. The  one  Uhing  thal L
listened for and tried Lo gel some
sense ouk of is what Lhe wording
in the Accord Mmeans . 1 have
listened bto everybody who has made
a speech din this House and 1 Lhink
1 there is one clear message that
has come [(rom everybody who has
spoken, 1s that we all seoin to be
saying Lhat W are not sure
exackly what 1t says, or we are
not exactly sure as Lo what 1L
neans .,

When I hear somebody <say that it
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brought 1in his Companion Accord.
Quaebec dmmediately went dnto an
uproar. ey said we are nolb suven
going to Jook at that ddea, 5 0
where 1is the compromise in all of
Lhisg?

AN HON. MEMBER:
The compromise is at Meesch lake.

No, it 1s not. [F we could bhe
sure what it all means, sure, then
it might be! But I would love to
have heard Quebec say, we are
definitely going bto do, A and B
and C, 4Ff you sign Meech Lake, hbut
Chey have not euen done Lhat!
They have not sadd  one  single
thing in this whole process aboul
what Lhey are praeparecd Lo do
afterwards, nothing, and T am not
SO sure that we are s tanding
alone . I am Sure Lhat al ter
tonight Manitoba will not Lo
standing alone, [ am sure ol that,
and again, 1f I refer to Lhe play
"Twelve Angry Men', in  Lhe play
juror no. 8 gotbt up and said al one
point in Lhe play, ' [ will lol
you have a  socrel vole  and i
evaerybody else voles eleven 1o
nollving again, Lhen 1 will c¢hange
my mind', and [ think thatbt message
has  been  coming  through by Uhe
Premicr as well. Rut in the Play,
one of the obther jurors voled f(or
'not guiltby' and it changed Lhe
whole thing, and I Lhink af ler
Lonight, it will naol he only
Manitoba and I guess we have Lo
include New Brunswick in thal as
well, there will be at Teasl ULhreo
people  or  three provinces which
will he saying that we do  nol
agree  wilh everybthing Lhal is  in
the Meech Lake Accord.

ha other day as well, somebody
sald, we will not be on an oequal
Footing by rescinding ULhe Meech
Lake Accord. I submit Lo you that
we do not have many opbions. Lr
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we do not rescind it, then we are
saying we agree with 1it, we like
what 1is there and we are prepareaed
to pass it and live with it, and I
am sure right now that
NewFoundlanders and people across
Canada are saying to us that they
do not like what is there, and are
not prepared to lelt it go Lthe way
it ds, and I guess the Member for
Ferryland was right and perhaps it
is what we should be thinking
about, 1is that the constitution is
only a process and I suppose June
23 is only part of that process.

I do believe that we can have
another shot at Lthis after June
23, after that deadline, 1F it 1is
such a deadline, but I do not
believe that we can supporl Lhe
ideas that are in Meech lLake right
now.

[ believe we are doing the right
thing here this evening by
rescinding the Meech lLake Accord.
Thank you very much.

Hear, hear!

AN HON. MEMBER:
Thank you, Larry, you did a great
Job .

MR. TOBIN:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member for RBurin -
Placentia West.

MR. TOBIN:
Mr. Speaker, I would like -

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible) .

This is the amendment I am already
after speaking.
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MR. REID:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member For Carbonear,

MR. REID:
Thank you, Mr. Tobin.

SOME HON, MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. REID:
Mr. Speaker, I want to take a bit
of a different approach to the
Meech Lake Accord tonight and talk
basically as an oubksider outbside
the Gouvernment as well as oulside
of where [ am right now, and [ am
going Lo base my commenls on AQ
number of comments Lhat have been
made to me by numerous people din
NewFoundland, in my own Districtk,
and in other Districts of Lhe
Province, as well as people [rom
outside of Newfoundland who are
NewfFoundlanders, " and consider
themselues to be Newfoundlanders.

I GJuUEe S S [ am Fike my han.
colleague, Lhe previous spoaker, 1
had  some  doubts abaul e Meech
Lake Accord in Lhe beginning
mysell, and I struggled wilth it
For some Lime and 1 Tistencd Lo
both sides of the argument and [
investigated and read as much as 1
possible could. And I rtinally
macde & decision, I quess, aboul a
month or a monkth and a hall ago
that I had no other choice bul Lo
support Lhe stand Lhat mny
Government and the Premier of Lhe
Province was taking on Lhe Meech
Lake Accord. And I wn L Lo
mention tonight some  things that
have happened over Lhe years in
NewrFoundland and SOMe ofr Lhe
things that are happening now 1in
NewFoundland, that will T am sure,
encourage & vas t mecjoridty of
residents of NewfFoundland and
Labrador and Canadians to Soly
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after we are finished here
tonight, Lhat we did the right
thing in the Legislature in
Newfoundland.

SOME. HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. REID:
I happen to be a year older than
my hon. colleaque for Ferryland,
but that still made me, I quess,
more Lo be born a Canadian or a
Newfoundlander rather than a
Canadian and I c¢an honestly say
that I feel the same about Canada
as basically he does wikth one
exception, and that is in the last
Few weeks and months for some
reason or other my friend - I am
beginning Lo revert to being more
of an Newfoundlander Uthan 1 an a
Canadian.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. REID:

And that maybe is unfortunale.
Rut when [ look back, and I guess
being & history major From
Memorial University, and my major
was in Newfoundland History

AN HON. MEMBER:
And a Returning OffFicer.

MR. REID:

And a Returning Officer - and 1
think about the struggle that Mr.
Smallwood and his Government had
when they took over 1in 19249 and
the Woes of Lhe Newfoundland
public and the problems wilth the
fishermen and the problems with
the loggers, and euveryone knows
what I am talking about, and I
guess the economic disparily in
Newfoundland compared to all the
other provinces of Canada. [ can
honestly say, M- . Speakar, in
comparison to 1949 when we look at
the other provinces, I do not
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think we have come very far in
relationship to the olher parbts of
this wonderful country we ar e
living in.

And Mr. Smallwood worked hard and
maybe din some cases 1t wmay have
been a little bit deceitful to us,
although I am sure he will Forgive
me for that tonight, because Mr.
Smallwood believed in
Confederation. He Dbelieved that
things would get better as his
term or his tenure din office as
Premier continued. But. by the
time he was ready Lo retire ]
think he realized that we had not
come a greab distance in
comparison to Nova Scotia,
Alberta, British Columbia and Lhe
other provinces. And  then arlfltoer
Mre. Smallwood came M. Moores and
[ will say Mr. Moores was a uvery
good fFriend of mine ard Ty
Families, comes From wmy particular
part of the Province, and still s
a good friend. .

AN _HON. MEMBER:
He was a greabt man.,

MR. RELD:

I am nol going Lo say he s @&
great man, Mr. Speaker, bul [ will
say he ds a friend of mine and 1
have talked Lo him aboult Lhe Meech
Lake Accord and a 1ol of olher
things ., I am nobt going Lo say
what he said to me, bul 1T will say
Lhis much, Lhe words wore not
discouraging.

Then came M. Peckford who, eleven
sars  ago, a lob  of people had
rapect  fFor, and we Lhought and,
Lo be gquile honest about 1it, Mr.
Speaker, 1 thought, Loo, kbeing @
comnon, ordinary Joe who came up
from White Bay and cemne  oul of
Whitbourne, C(hat maybe a new fFace
with some rural tddeas would help
us as NewFoundlanders gain a
ittle bit, Jjust a Titbtle bil on
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our fellow Canadians outside the
Province. Then I heard the
wonderful saying, 'In Newfoundland
have not will be no more,' and I
stood up and I said, rally around
the cause and please God something
will happen to mwake us a little
bit better than we have been
during the past twenty-five years.

I do not have to say very much
about the next Premier. I cannot,
really, other than what I have
sman of his performance 1in the
House, hecause he was nolt there
long enough, I suppose, Lto have
much of an influence on anybody or
anything.

Then came Clyde Wells and he, Mr.
Speaker, was faced with the same
problemn as Mr . Smallwood, M.
Moores and Mr. Peckford were, and
we are still, in 1990, being
looked upon as not being equal to
the rest of Canada, Mr. Speaker,
to be quite honest about it, T am
tired of it. I am only a vyoung
man, I have nol lived a long life,
and [ am tired of being looked on
by the rest of Canada as boing a
second-class Canadian citizens.
And we are second-class Canadian
citizens. Everywharse we go in
Canada the first Cthing thrown at
us 1is a Newfoundland joke. We are
told on a daily basis by olher
people 1in Canada Lthat we ars a
have-nol Province and, to be quite
honest about 1t, [ an btired of 1il;
I am tired of living in a have-not
Province I am tired of being
looked down on by the rest of
Canda. And there is nol one
single soul in this House tonight,
including Lhe Members of Lhe
Opposition, who do not have that
‘tinge of inferiority once bthey
leave Lhis Province . There is
nobody gqoing to deny that, because
they do, they have Lo.

I have family members living in
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Alberta; they had to leave and go
to Alberta. I have Family members
living din  Montreal. 1 have a
French Canadian aunt whom [ love.
She is a wonderful person. I have
Family members 1living in Ontario,
and I can assure you that those
people today, my family, and [ can
speak on behalf of my family, and
T am sure Mr. Wells can speak on
behalf of the thousands of other
people who have written him in the
past couple of months, but I speak
on behalf of my own: I hauve a
sister living in Alberta who
called me Ltwo weeks ago and Ltold
me she was never so proud in Frer
life to say that she WS a
Newfoundlander, and she has been
living in Alberta some twenty-Five
years ., My French Canadian
relatives, in Monbtreal, hauve
called me on a number of occasions
and have said to me, believe it or
not - have said to me you tell
Clyde Wells to stand Firmn, because
nol all of us Quebecers believe dn
Mr. Bourassa, or believe 1in  Lhe
Meech Lake Accord.

ALl ol you, even Lhose Membors on
Lhe opposilte side, have had people
fiom  parks of Newl ouridland and
olher parte of Canada, hundreds ol
Lhem, btell them, tell Lhewm  Lhat
Clyde Wells' stand on Lthe Mecch
Lake Accord has to be promobled Lo
the point where we rescind  bhe
Meoch Lake Accord. I wonder aboul
it and it has Lo nave an
influence . 1 argue quibte of Len
wikth other Members ol Lhe House,
on the opposite side, on Lhe Moech
Lake question and whalb i« on it
Like my hon. colleague for St
George's, [ do not hoar any
argumenls I do nol knrnow what L0
is thalt you are so afraid of. [
really do not.

M. Speaker, I Lhink what s wraong
wilh the hon. Members on Lhe olher
side s Lhe same basic ULhing Lhal
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is wrong with Mr. Bourassa, Mr .
Bourassa said two weeks ago, or a
week and a half ago, that vyou
behave yourselves NewfFoundlanders,
because we are putting million and
millions of dollars into  your
Province each year,

AN HON. MEMBER:
It was disgusting.

Sure it was.

What was he saying, Mr. Speaker?
He was saying you down in your
have-not-Province, you
second--class Canadian citizens,
stay in your place, keep  your
mouth shut, and we will operate
this nation the way we want it
operated.

MS DUFF:
That is your interpretation,

MR. REID:
My interpretation, Mr. Speaker, is
bhasically that the only thing -
and I am not being critical of Lhe
Opposition - my interpretation is
that basically you fecl Lhe same
Way . For some reason or other,
you will Ffeel the same as Mr.
Bourassa feels.

AN HON. MEMBER:
Put 1t on the record, that the
Deputy Mayor agrees wilh Bourassa.

MR. REID:

And it ds hurting me and it is
hurting all kinds of
Newfoundlanders all ouer Lhe
country, not only us back home.

Just this morning [ was driving to
work and on a local radio station
they gave Lthe story out about how
the RC School Board of Montreal
ruled last night at a meeting Lthat
if the high school kids continued
to speak anything olbher than
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French on school grounds, oubt of
doors, out in the park, anvwhere,
if they refused to speak anything
other Lhan French in Lheir
schools, din Montreal, they would
be expelled and be FfForced to go Lo
another school.

That 1is shameful. Is that what
our Canada is all about? Is that
what we do here in Newfoundland?
Is that what they do in Toronto?
[ sat here today and listened to a
Member talking about the refugees
and how  hard we are treabing
them. Sure we are being Lrealted
just as bad, if not worse, by our
Canadian counterparts, if we 9o by
what the hon. Member bhas said
today . But nobody helieves Lthat,
of course.

(Inwdible) .

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

Well, he +d¢ pullbing words in oy
moulh.,

MR. RELD:
One quole has said :
self -imposed constitutional
isolation. ' In 1981, Quebec wus
given Lthe opportunity along wilh
the other nine provinces and, 1
guess, Lhe territories, Yo enler
into & constitutional Accord and
they turned it down, they refusoed
it . Since Lhen, they have been
refusing everybthing thal has bee
oflered to Lhem by hrolh M.
Mulroney and Mr. Mrudeau,  and
woncder, Mr. Speaker, even il Lhoey
were ol fFered and gob Lhe Mecoch
Lake Accord, how long Lhal waould
satislfy Lthenm.

I believe the Meech Lake Accord
was not a concoction of the Len
Premiers and  Prime Ministoers in
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this country, I think the Meech
Lake Accord was a concoction of
the Prime Minister himself,
bhecause the Prime Minister himself
neads the people of Quebec 1in
order for him to get elected,
Without them, he knows he does not
stand a chance. Is that what the
Governiment of Canada under  Mr.,
Mulroney expects us and the rest
of Canada to do, go along wilth his
particular whims on Lhat
question? I hope not.

Earlier, somebody mentioned New
Brunswick and Manitoba, and said
we  were not alone. We are not
alone. This is  something that
bothers me too, when you consider
that New Brunswick seems to Dbe
holding steady. Just today the
National Assembly, by the way, of
Quebec -~ that 1is what they call
themselves, the National Assembly,
the only province 1in Canada that
calls themselves, a provincial
government, a National Assembly.
That says something in ditself.

MR. POWER:
We are Lhe only onaes Lo call
ourselves & House of ssembly, so

what does Lthat mean?

MR. REID:
Look up the word 'house' and look
up the word 'national' and you
will fFind the answer.

I wonder, that all this
emphasis is being placed on
Newfoundland to salvage Lhe Meech
lLake Accord. If we voted tonight
against rescinding the Accord, 1
wonder would New Brunswick and
Manitoba say because Clyde Wells
has now gone along wi lh Lhe
Government of  Canada, well, we
will have to as well? I do not
think so.

So I do not really think the
emphasis should be placed only on
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Newtfoundland. The emphasis has Lo
be placed on Manitoba, 1t has Lo
be placed on New Brunswick. And,
fFunny thing about it, I would
place it on British Columbia as
well, because M-, Vander  Zalm,
some - what? - four or Five months
ago, made a proposal to the Prime
Minister to have Lthe Meech Lake
Accord changed. The answer Lo
that, of course, by Mr. Mulroney
and by his friend, Mr. Bourassa,
was, ‘'‘no way.' Today they came
out and said no way to New
Brunswick. They have already
said, in no uncertain bLerms Lo
NewfFoundland, '‘no way.' And they
have said it Lo Manitoba. The
surprising thing about 1t all, and
the dronic part of 4l, dis thal you
all know that the stand of Lhose
Premiers who are supporlbling Mr.
Mulroney on the Meech lake is
weakening on a daily bhasis.

lLook at the article in The Evening
Felegram today about our hon,
friend, Mr. Pelterson, 1in Onlario.
Rasically, he said he dees not
believe any more Lhal Lhe counlery
will die or separale i we do not
sign Lhe Mecch Lake Accord. I Trett
is a 180 degree turn From where he
was a mon Lh a0 . Whal ig
happening across Lhe counliry, L
wondenr?

One of Lhe other poinls Lhe
Opposition have boeen raising, and
I have heard 4l on a number of
occasions here, Mr. Speaker, was
the Ffact Lhat the Opposition of
the day, in 1988 I guess, which
was  made  up o of & number ol now
Governmnent Members, and [ can qgo
hack Lo Hansard I guess, bub I do
not have to, because everybody has
heard 1it, voted in (avor of Meech
lLake. hen I heard the comment,
Well, your Leader did or your
ex-lLeader did. [ went back and [
Found out Lhe Lruth of b, et
me, ifF I wmay, Mr. Speaker, and it
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you wish mne to table ik I
certainly will, but it +is Hansard,
July 7, 1988, and I have bto say,
Mr. Speaker, that I am confused.
I am actually confused. Because [
look down over the list of Members
who wvoted 1in favor of adopting
Meech Lake, and then I read 'those
against the motion, please rise:'
the hon. the Leader of the
Opposition (M, Wells), Mr .
Efford, the hon. Mr. Simmons, Mr.
Tulk, Mr . Walter Carter, Mr .
Gilbert, Mr . K. Aylward, M .
Hiscock, Mr . Decker, and Mr .
Gullage.

AN HON. MEMBER:
Who were for 1t7?

I knew they were going to ask me
that, Mr. Speaker. I will enjoy
reading out the names of Lhose
people who did vote, and I will
table it: Mr . Windsor, M
Rideoult, Ms Verge, Mr. Hearn, Mr.
Bretlt, Mr. Power, Mr., Simms, M,
Collins, Mr. Doyle, Mr. Dinn, Mr.
Young, Mr. Malbthews, Mr. Butl, M.
Russell, My, Blanchard, Mr
Warren, M-, Greening, Mr. Reid,
Mr. Carter, Mr. Baird, Mer. Hodder,
Mr . Woodfaord, M Callan, Mr .
Mitchell, M, Palterson, Mr .
Fenwick and Mr. Long. What was
the name of that gentleman who was
supposed to have voled in favor of
that?

AN HON. MEMBER:
It is on the next page.

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

MR. SPEAKER:

A point of order, the hon. the
Opposition House Leader.

MR. SIMMS:

Mr. Speaker, I would not want the
hon., Lhe Member [or Carbonear Lo
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be wisled or misunderstand what
happened, I think 1F he moves on
Lhrough the rest of Hansard, a
little further on he will see that
Mr. Barry cane in late and leave
was given him to stand up and vote
in fFavor of Meech Lake, and that
happened .

I believe it was lthe next day, Mr,
Speaker,

MR. SIMMS:
At least you are now admitting he
did vote for it.

AN HON. MEMBER:
That evening.

MR. SIMMS:
Make up vyour mind. You knew il
all along.

There is no point of order.
The hon. the Member for Carbonear .

MR. REID:

el me Finish., L L had nol tieen
so  rudely interrupled, 1 waoul el
have finished and you would have
understood what I was  going Lo
say . [L was on the next day, in
Fact . Somaebody said Lheal Mr- .
Barry was nobt in Lthe House abt Lhe
Lime, and it was on the next day
Lhat Mr. Barry voted, Mhere are
records of him voting. But oul of
the total number who volted that
night on the Meech Lake Accord, 1
can Find only Uthirty-sseven nanes,
and Mr. Barry makes Lhirty-eight
Lhe next day. [ have scarcheod
bhack through Lhis, Lhraough
Hansanrd, and L cannolt [ ind it.
The point 1s, I am sure Lhere wope
Fifty-two Members in Lhis House in
1988 . Where Were Lhe olher
ifFtec Members of Lhis MHouse, a
antial number from Lhe now
Opposition? Wherae W 6 Lhey?
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Where were bthey when the vote was
called? Did ‘they rescind? Did
they decide not to come? Why did
they not come in the next day and
vote 1in favour of 1iL? And I am
questioning whether or not there
were Members who refused to vote.

MR. SIMMS:
That is unparliamentary.

AN HON. MEMBER:
You do not have thirty-one here
tonight, do you?

MR. REID:
I am not questioning that. I am
saying that a wman out of honour
had his name put on the record the
next day and I am wondering why
all those who were Members of Lhe
House of Assembly did nokt have the
honour of having their names put
on the racord the next day as well.

MR. HEWLETT:

(Inaudible) Barry's position, that
is why.

MR. TOBIN:

All your  Members did  nol vole
agains! 1t, either. ey are not
all on the record.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. REID: -

Mr. Speaker, the point I am trying
to make on that is I do nobt know.
I can only suspect Lhere were
other Members 1in Lthis House who
were basically the same way as T
was two monlths ago, when I was not
sure on Meech Lake, and 1 guess
because of the lack ofF information
put Forth by Lhe previous
Government, they had to back out
as well and nolt show up in Lhe
House. I am only assuming that.
I do not know. And maybe some of
the Members of LULhe Opposition at
the time did the same Lhing. I do
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not  know. [ amnm sure Lhere were.
Bul, I want to dmpress upon you
that all those Gentlemen whom [
mentioned in  the - Opposition did
vote against the motion and [ do
not think, for the record, that il
is Fair Ffor Members bto say Lthat
certain Members on this side -

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. Member's time has elapsed.

MR. REID:

May I make one Final comment, Mr.
Speaker? Just one final comment?
MR. SPEAKER:

Yos.,

MR. REID:
Mr. Speaker, basically, what I &n
saying here btonight is ULhalkt [ do
not really want to (dghl with
anyone over Meech Lake. I amn rnol
going to [lidight wilh anyone over
Meech lake. ALT T wankt people in
Newfoundland and Labrador Lo do s
look abt what this Covermnent s
proposing. I ULhink 00 they look
al it wilh sound minds aid
rational minds, Lhey will have no
other choice bul Lo say, Look, we
want some thing beller for the
Province ofF Newfoundland and bthoey
will vote and they will support
this Government's stand on Meech
Lake . Thank you very mnuch.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SBPEAKER:
The hon. bthe Minister of Educalion.

DR. WARREN:

M . Speaker, when this debate
started a long Lime ago, 1 really
did nol  have any intention of
participating. I fellt Lhal olhers
much more knowledgeable aboul this
subject than 1  an, and perhaps
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much more capable of political
debate, would have covered all of
the dissues and, therefore, 1 could
listen, I might say that they,
the participants and the speakers,
have covered Lthe subject extremely
well, and spoken very eloquently
at times, and I have enjoyed it
very much. And I might want to
thank the Members. I have learned
a great deal from the speeches and
the debates. But I do Feel
compelled to say a few words, Mr.
Speaker.

[ have listened with great
interest to the reasons For
passing the Accord, particularly
the Feasons presented by Lhe
Members of the Opposition. There
seemed to me to be four reasons 1
have ddentified in Lthe past Fow
days. The first arqgument used to
suppe~t Lthe passage of Lthis Accord
is that Quebec was leflt out of Lthe
Constitution in 1982 and should
now bhe brought in. I have heard
that more often than any olher
reasaon, and Lhat is a vary
powartul argument, Mr. Speaker, [
am sure we all agree wilh Lhe
suggestion  Lhat Qu »c  should be
brought inlo Lhe Constitubiaon. I
guess  Lhe qgquestion [ have Lo ask
is, under what conditions - under
what conditions, Mr. Speaker? I
might say, also, that I have some
difficulty understanding. Lhe
argument that Quebec was rejected
by Lhe people of this c¢ountry in
1982. As the Premier stabed quite
early 1in tUthe debate, and some of
my colleagues have said, a
RQuebecer was Lthe leader of Lthe
Federal Governmenlt albt the time of
patriation; number two, Lhe senior
Ministers in Lhe Federal
Government were Fron Quebec; Lhe
most powearful Members in L e
Federal Governmnent wWere From
Quebeac; number three, Parliament
at that time, 1din 1982, spoke [lor
Quebec as well as for the rest of
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the country., So I hawv e SOme
difficulty accepling Lhis
rstion that  Canada  rejectled

I might add, that 1in 1982, as
someone pointed out in this House
- I jotted it down a few days ago
~ Quebec was led by & Separatist
Government which was not about to
accept a package which suggested
that Canada can work . That
Government had no intention of
accepting any package. I might
say, also, Mr. Speaker, that my
understanding dis, and I am not
sure about this, that tLhe Quebec
Government has received all the
bhenefits of the 1982 package,
including enhanced authorily ovoer
natural resources, guarantees of
equalization payments, and Lhe
notwithstanding clause a0 Lhe
Charter of Rights and Freedoms.
Sa, My, Speaker, I find dt very
difFficult Lo unders tand Lhe
argument that Canada rejecled
Quebec 1in 1982. Quebec may hauve
bheen lelt oubt, but Canada, 1 would
suggesl, did nobt rejeclt Quebec in
1982 .

Now, Lhe second argumenl given by
Lhe supporters of Lhe Accord, and
1 have heard it (rom Lhe
Opposition, 1s thal Lhe Meech Lake
Accord provides more power for Lhe
provinces, and  Lthat  provides a
halance to the centralist policies
of, say, Lthe Trudeau era. [ do
not. Lhink I need Lo expand o Lhat
argument, because I reject most
vehemenlly the concept of  Canada
as a community ol comnuni ties,
Ihis country neeads @ sLrong
cenlral Gouvernment, nobt only Lo
provide Lhe  degree of equality
that we have come Lo wexpeclt in
this counlry, but also Lo he a
strong actor on the inlternational
stage, I think that ds & wvery
imporltant reason Lo support a
strong central Federal Governmenl

No., 18 (Fvening) R9Y



in this country.

The third argument that has been
used to support passage of the
Accord 1is this one, and this 1s a
mast interesting one. I have
heard some of the best
constitutional persons in the
country use this. I heard a
phone-in show a Ffew weeks ago. I
just forget the political
scientist, but he was a supporter
of the Accord, but increasingly I
heard him say, 'While the Accord
is flawed, we should pass it now
and Fix it later.' Now, that
seems to  be the line he was
using. Those  who support the
Accord say vou will never gel a
perfect solution, you will never
get and adequate solution, so let
s go wibth what we have. hat 1is
what I have heard the Opposition
SAay. Let wus go wilh what we have,
because passage will bring
stability Lo Federal Provincial
relations in Canada and help Uthe
counkry survive. lhat 1is Lthe kind
of argument

Mr. Speaker, all of wus on this
side of Lhe House want Livis
counktry Lo survive, bulbt we also
want it to thrive; to Lhrive as a
country, to survive and thrive.
Not just certain parts of tLhis
country, either, Mr. Speaker. S0
that is the third For
passage, and I reject that one.

Now Lhe fourlh argument, and
perhaps this one is related Lo Lhe
third, 1is thalt we cannot imagine
another decade of constitulional
debate and tension, and there have
times din  this House 1in Lhe
Few days where [ have almostl
bought Lthat. We cannot go through
anolther period of that. They say
we are Lurned ol with
Constitutional debate. Lelb us get
on with the more dmportant things
[ have heard people say. Well, I
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woulced ask the question what s
more important Lhan the
Constitution of a country, Lie
basic laws  of the land which
determine how people work and how
jobs are provided and how wealth
is distributed, and how people are
treated irrespective of where they
live in this country or
irrespective of what colour they
have or what wealth they have? A
Constitution waking is dmmportant,
s0 I reject that fourth argument .

These, Mr. Speaker, are Lthe main
arguments that are now being putl
Forth by the supporters ol the
Accord., Fven Lhé academics, as I
saidl earlier, are U ing Lhese
reasons ., No longer do [ hear Lhem
talk about Lhe subsbtance of Lle
Accord, Lthe specifFic sections, Lhe
meat, as somebody said the obher
day . [ think that throughout Uthis
country even the people who have
supported Lhis Accord have
recognized that Lhe  Meech lLake
Accord dis as lawed as Lhe process
that produced L. 1 think ULhey
have come Lo realize thal,

My . Speaker, perhaps 1 should say
a Few words about Lhe subsltance of
the Accord and dindicale why 1 awn
unable Lo accept ibt, despite Lhe
strong emolional argumenls Lhat we
hear Feom  bime to  bimne. [owill
list two or three of Lhe reasons
and not commenl on them, bul then,
perhaps, commenl dn some delall on
a couple I think are Lmportant
Crom my perspective.

(he first argumnenl is Lhat while 1
bhelicve QuUubhec 1w a distincl
sociely, I do nol believe Lhat we
should pass an Accord that gives
one province significantly
axpandaed legislatbive
jurisdiclion, We have heard Lhal,
and I would sugygeslt Lhal is oy
first reason, I do nolt need Lo
axpand, because Lhal has heon
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dealt with adequately.

Number  two, and we have heanrd
this, 1 believe we must have a
reformed Senate that will help
balance political and economic
decision-making in this country,
and I would suggest that that
reformed Senate is dmpossible with
Meech. I am not suggesting a
Triple E Senate 1is a panacea, and
I do not think anybody on this
side has suggested 1t, but [ think
it 1s  an  dmportant element in
constitutional reform.

Number Lhree: Mr . Speaker, I
believe we must make it possible
for additional provinces Lto join
the Federation. Changing Lhe
amending Formula to require
unanimity for the establishment of
new provinces, I would suggest,
will virtually eliminate the
possibility of Lhe Northwest
Territories and Lhe Yukon ever
becoming provinces. Now, maybe I
am wrong on that, but 1 sense that
Lhis is a very important problem.

(hese are three of Lhe reasons [
reject, but there are Lwo olblhers I
would like Lo address in a lillle
more delail. These relate, Mr,
Speaker, Lo Lhe impacl of he
Accord on the Charter of Rights
and  Freedoms, and, secondly, on
the spending powers of the Federal
Government. And T want Lo say &
few words about the distinct
society clause and the Charter. L
fear, Mr., Speaker, that because
Lhe distinct society claus is in
the body of Lhe Constitubtion, it
will have a major impact on Lhe
Charter of Rights and freecdoms.
fhe courts could wvery well rule
that Lthe Charter is subservient to
Lhat c¢lause. In other words, [
would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that
an Anglophone 1in Quebec may not
have the same rights, may not have
the sane equality or Freedom of
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rights as a Francophone in
Manitoba. Is the press to be free
in one province and nok in
another? Will there hbe different
religious freedoms in one province
From those of another? It ds my
view, Mr . Spaaleaer, Lhat
constitutional rights must apply
equally to all Canadians. IF Lhe
distinct society clause i6
adopted, the nature of our basic
rights could henceforth vary,
depending on the province in which
we  live and the linguisti graup
to which we belong. Mhe
recognition to Quebec A% a
distinct society 1in tLhe body of
the Constitution mu st not be
permitted to impact on the Charlor
of Rights and Freedoms. We co nol
want in  this country & patchwork
of  human rights, and that 1is whal
could result.

I want to make anobher comment on
Lhe Charter. I remember Lhe
Charter debate quite well, and [
am not ashamed to 1y Lhatl 1T was
vaery, uvaery proud as a  Canadian
whern  the Charter  of  Righls el
Freadoms was  entrenched in  lhe
Constitution. Ihe Charter, Lo moe,
M~ Speaker, is Lhe people's
package 1in Lhe Constitution - 1l
is the people's package.

Rut [ Wwas never happy, M.
Speaker, with the nolwithstanding
¢lause [n fact, [ had hoped Lhal
Lhat clause would bhe renegotialed
before now, or abt  some Fubkure
conference, The nolwithstanding
clause was included originally as
a compromise in  order Lo oblain
Lhe agreemenk ol cartain
provinces, and I gather they wore
Lhe wes Lern provincoes,
particularly the Province of
Manitoba. Put  Lhis clause wilh
the distinct society clause, and I
think we have a major problem [(or
individual rights in Canada,
particularly Lhe right lto [reedom
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of thought and exprassion, tLhe
right Lo Freedom of religion,
freedom of the press, equality
rights, Section 15 of the Charter,
and the right to life, liberty and
security of the person.

Mr. Speaker, in summary, I believe
the distinct society clause should
be placed in the preanble and the
notwithstanding clause eliminated.

If we were to amend the Accord to
state that the distinct sociely
clause was subject to the Charter
but considered under Secktion 1 of
the Charter, 1 think that would be
a fair Canadian compromise, and I
would be much, much happier wilth
the Accord ifF that were done.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I wanl to say a
few words about the spending power
of Lhe Fedaeral Government. [
bhelieve it was Section 91
Subsection (3) - I guess Professor
Noel is not listening up there at
Lhe present btime, bub [ believe it
was Seclion 91 Subseclion (3), my
colleaque, of Lhe Consbilulion
that gauye Parliamernt exclusive
jurisdiction Lo enaclt laws for the
purpose of raising money. This
gave Canada, [ would suggest, a
strong cenkral Governmenlk, because
tLhe right Lo raise mnoney is
accompanied by the right to spend
money on national PIrograms,
programs of national interest.

The Accord changes this by
providing that Lhe Federal
Government Financially compensate
a province whyich chooses Lo
participate in & national
cost-shared progran. M. Speaker,
I belicve Lhat national
cost-shared programs are importanl
in this country. I would suggest
Lhey have provided a mechanism For
the developmenl  of a sense of
comnunity, a sense of belonging in
Canada . In this country we have
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built & national didentity that is
centered on a <shared concern for
human welfFare, an indentity Lthat
is enhanced when natilonal programs
help less prosperous provinces,
provide social services ancl
programs that would otherwise be
beyond their reach.

I might add one additional point,
Mr. Speaker, if you will remember
the free trade debate. [ believe
a consensus developed during that
debate thatb national social
programs were one ol the delining
dimensions of Canada. It dis my
understanding, Mr. Speaker, that
the Meech Lake Accord does not
define national shared counl
programs, and I wonder aboul Uhe
possibility din Lhe fulure of @
-itonal Day Care Progranm. [ euen
wonder about a reformed Heallh
Care Progran. [ know Lhe fccord
talks about new nalional programs,
but we hear a great deal Fron Lhe
Federal Government about (he cost
of Lhe Health Care Progran. What
if a totally reformed progran were
introduced?  What would happen?

Lhe Premier said in one ol his
seches, and 1 am nol  sure, he
salid inevitably lthe resull of Uhe
change in spending powers will be
a patchwork of prograns across Lhe
country with differenl slandards,
a reluctance Lo develop such
programs and a sleacdily weakening
comni tment Lo recduce regional
disparities and prome Le equal
opportunities for all Canadians,
@S 1l ly in e poarer,
disadvantaged regions.
“Inevitably,’ Lhe Premier said,
"Lhis will steadily weaken  our
sense of national communily, ' and,
[ would suggest, Mr. Speaker, Lhat
we should never let that happen.

M, Speaker, thare are olher
programs I could talk about Uthat
we need din this counlry, and 1 @
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sure if I had the time I could
talk about the need for a national
program in the area of education.
The Federal Government has talked
about excellence in education Ffrom
coast to coast, and what have they
done? They have talked about 1t
and they have cut the prograns
that already exist.

I would like to make one
additional poinkt, Mr. Speaker. I
am pro-Quebec and pro-Canada. I
want this country to survive and
thrive. I sgpent a considerable
amount of time, in the 1950s, in
Quebec, I suppose before Larry was
born, or some of the other
people. I always f(elt very much
at hoine . Quebecers and
Newfoundlanders and Labradorians
have a great deal in comnon. M.
Speaker, I am proud Lo bhe a
Canadian, travelling this country
from coast Lo coast. It dis a
great country. A very rich
country, with dts diversity and
the people we have. [ have never
been prouder, Mer,  Speaker, tLhan
whan L Lravel abroad. When [
Lravel FEurape ancl I e from
counlry to country, and Lhe Far
East just a few years ago with my
Family, T wore my Canadian Flay
and as soon as [ was ddentified as
a Canadian, wmy family and [ felt
we received special treatment

So I am proud of this country, I
can assure you, and we must do
everything possible Lo promno ke
it. But I believe this can best
be done, Mr . Speakar, by
undertaking an open review of Lhis
badly Flawed document, by
negotiating a new deal. 1 share
the optimism, M Speakar, of
Claude Ryan, a wvery arliculate,
LhoughltFful Quebecer who said, 'The
failure of the Accord will not be
a catastrophe.’ [ Dbelieue that.
I believe we have the stirengbth and
the ingenuity and Uthe courage to
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renew it There +1s a grealb deal
of tension, Mr. Speaker, 1in this
country at the present Ltimne. 1
admit that. There is a greabk deal
of  tension d1n this country. 1
belisve that. But tension can be
creative tension can e
creative., Now is Gthe Lime, M.
Speaker, for real negotiation.
Canada's and Quebec's all or
nothing approach nust e
rejected, John Kennedy once said
- I think it was John Kennedy
"Let us never negotiate oubt of
fear, but let us never fear Lo
negotiate.' M, Speaker, [
believe that. This €ds¢ the spirit
that should guide Lhe present
Mececch Lake debate.

Mr, Speaker, we have Lhe
opportunity Lo build a special
nation, a nation that will be
strong years From NOw . Meeoh
Lake, I would suggesl Lo you, may
buy peace in our time. Lt may do
that. But we must ensure that il
buys peace in aur children's
i, [hat 1s the challenge! W
cannalbt lek Lhis Accord des L he
Canacdian dream, My, Sy , &
dream ol btrust  and understanding
ancd harmmony  and equalily (or all
Mank vou very nuch.

BOME _HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
1 hon., the Minister of Foreslry
and Agriculture.

MR. SIMMS:
Oon  a point of
Speaker .

privilege, Mr .

MR. SPEAKER:
[he hon, Lhe Opposilion House
Leader on a point of privilege

MR. SIMMS:
M, Speaker, what wo are
witnessing here now For lhe lasl
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hour or more is nothing short of a
sham. We have Lo ask the
question, what kinds of games are
the Government now playing? What
has happened i absolutely
scandalous.

v

First of all, this Government
introduced closure to limit debate
on the resolution by the
Opposition. No question, that is
the reason for closure. Now, Mr,
Speaker, what we have seen 1is the
introduction of another form of
closure within c¢losure. That 1is
precisely what has been happening.

The Opposition finished debate on
the amencdment an hour ago. Since
that time, the Governmenkt have put
up four speakers Lo Lhe
amendment. I spoke Lo the
Government House Leader out behind
the curtain an hour ago and he
said, 'Oh, mayhe one more
speaker. That 1is about all we
plan to put up.'

Now, Mr. Speaker, (his 1is nothing
shorlt -

AN HON. MEMBER:
That was the deal.

What 1s the Premier afraid of?

MR. SPEAKER:
order, please!

MR. SIMMS:

This is nothing short of
high-handedness. [t is Lthe worst
Form of dictatorship 1 have ever
seen in this Legislature. [t i
typical, though, of what we saw
occur throughout this whole
process: 8] rush on Lhe
resolution, five days, closure,
last Friday they used Lheir
majority to overrule the Speakar.

MS VERGE :
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NMeir own Speaker.

MR. SIMMS:

tvidence, M- Speaker, of
absolutely tyranny, and it is
something this House should not
stand for. I can say Lo Lhe
Premier now, 1f this ds the kind
of game he intends to play for Lhe
rest of the evening, then we might
as well pack up shop and leave.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER WELLS:
Mr . Speaker, this is a litrle
intolerant. g

MR. SIMMS:
Yes. You can say Lhal again!

The DOG House Leader, ever
since he salb in the Chair Your
Honour  now  occupies, Lhinks e
runs  Lhe House In cuerylihing and
does, and operales on & scheming
hasis Lo conlrol Lhe House on  a
cdaily basis.

Now, Mr. Speaker -

MR, SIMMS:

(Inaudible) an attack.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

PREMIER WELILS:

Mr.  Speaker, 1 will address Lhe
probloem, The  problem  raised is
that the Qpposilion House Leader
wants to run Lhe alfFairs of Lhe
House . Well, he cannot do dt, Mr.
Spedker., He dis one Member, and he
is Lhe Opposilion House Leacsar.

MR. SIMMS:

What did you do laslt night, if you
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did not run the House. This 1is
scandalous what vyou are doing,
scandalous!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. the QOpposition House
lLeader again rose on a point of
privilege. I did not hear anybody
to my left raise any objection,
they listened to the point of
privilege. I would now expect
that Members to my right would
afford the Premier the same
courtesy and listen to his
response.

The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER WELILS:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr . Speaker, it is a simple
matter. When we discussed earlier
this evening, the -~ 1 would still
like Lo be heard, Mr. Speaker. Ir
the only Member would justl
restrain his mouth for a minute, I
would still Tike Lo be  heard.
Earlier Lhis evening, al BOUGN
o'clock, when we talked aboul the
rules  that would apply and Your
Honour ruled the rules, 1 had no
hesitation saying of cCourse  we
should agree, and though Lhe
Opposition House Leader stood up,
the of Fer tao do it and the
suggestion that it would be done,
that the Leader of the Opposibtion
and [ would speak, came From this
side of the House, despite the
fact that the hon. Lhe Opposition
House Leader stood up and pul it
Forward as -

MR. SIMMS:

(Inaudible) .

PREMIER WELLS:

He does nol disagree now - put it
forward as his own at bthe time.
We know the way he aoperates. In
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any evenk, Mr. Speaker, we want Lo
be totally fFade and
accommodating. ALl of a sudden,
the Opposition House Leader
insists that even though this is a
Government motion, the motion Lhat
I tabled as Lhe IlLeader of Lthe
Government and din  the ordinary
course I would be LULhe wind-up
speaker, that ds the normal rule
of this House, now the Opposition
House Leader insists that the
Leader of the Opposition have Lhe
right to speak last. I disagree
with that. I agree that Lhe
Leader of the Opposition should
clue up the debate. [ he wanled
to, I would agree to his cluing up
Lhe debabte on  ULhe Amendiment, or
speaking later on, if he wishes,

M, Speaker, everybhody dn Lhis
House has a right to speak, bhut I
will not sil and 86 Lhe
Oppoesition House Leader take Uthis
House on his back and run 1l as
though it must be run to suibt his
ol We would agree, M.
Speaker, 1F  they will agree, 1o
Lhe proper and (air conclusion of
Lhis debale in Lhe ordinary
course, Lhat a- ULhe mover aof (he
motion [ will clue up ULhe debale,
ancd  the Opposition House leader
will speak when he wishes, belfore
me  Af he wishes, or at any Lime
during the course of Lhe evening
he wishes. We would agree Lo call
Lhe amencdment  now and allernalte
speakers during the course of Lhe
avening. e Problem is, Lhe
Opposition House Leader says, 'it
is omy way or no way' and Lhal is
not acceptable, Mr. Speaker.

SOME _HON. MEMI
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMS:
(Inaudible) that is ULhe problem.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please! Order please!
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I just heard the Opposition House
lLeader say Lo the Premier that 'he
lied'.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
He did, too. He did. He did.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. House Leader must retract
that statement.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:

I am asking the hon. Opposition
House lLeader Lo retract the
statement., He said Lo the
Premier, 'you lied'.

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw it.

MR. SPEAKER: .
The hon . the Leader of the

Opposition,

Mr Speaker, it ds unfortunal e
that it has to take & poinl of
privilege or & point ol order Lo
Finally get before Lhis House Lhe
real reason for what 1s happening
here this avuening. Under Lhe
normal course of evenlbs, and
everybody who has attended Uthis
historic debate over Lhe last
couple of weeks know, including
the press who has covered 1it,
under Lthe normal course of evenls,
Government Members for the last
two weeks, with Lhe odd exception,
every now and then a Governmentl
Memnber would gebt up and speak tor
ten, twelve or fifteen minutes,
but with Lhe odd excepltion Lhey
stayed in their seals.

fTonight we have a c¢losure wmotion
hefore Lhis House. It there esver
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was a Lime when debate should
alternate back and forth across
the House, it is NOW . M,
Speaker, if the Government wants
to muzzle the Opposition, they can
do it according to the rules of
this House - 1if they want Lo
muzzle. They are muzzling now
this Legislature with closure,
they can muzzle us for the rest of
tonight if they so wish, because
they have a number of Members who
did not speak on Lthe Amencdmentl .
They can do that.

AN HON. MEMBER:
We have a right to speak.

MR. RIDEOUT:
They have a righl Lo speak. Under
the rules of this Parliament, ULhe
Government. can do it, just as Lhe
Government, last Friday, scuttlaed
the Deputbty Speaker of Lhis House,
ona of  their own Members. [hey
had the right Lo do Gt, 1t was
wrong, but Lhey used Lheir
majority to do il NOw, M.
Speaker, 1Ff Lhey wish, Lhey can
continue Lo do Lhal Tor ULhe resl
af Lhis night. [ has all ralten
cdown, M. Speaker, I cid nol @k,
nobody From Lhis side ol Lhe House
asked. We  slood on &« poinl  of
order  earlier tonight and askaed
what Lhe rules were qoing Lo boe.
But, M. Speaker, Lhe Leader of
Lhe Government in Lhis Chentbher,
without being asked, cane across
Lhe floor Ltonighlt during Lhe ULime
when  Your Honour was  looking at
the rules and precedents of the
House and offered, offersd Lo Lhe
Leader of Lhe Qpposilion, to clue
up Lthe debate.

MR.
That
did.

5 TMMS
right . [hat bd¢ whal vyou

MR. RIDEQUT:
[Mere WA S
amencdment,

nothing aboul an
nothing albhoul
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amendments that was heard hither
and yon. Now, Mr. Speaker, we
accepted that. And 1 can tell the
Premier now that the rules of this
House will apply, and that if that
deal does not go, nothing else is
going in this House tonight!

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Right on! Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Leader.

Government House

MR. BAKER:

Thank you, Mr. Speaker. First of
all, let me say there is no point
of privilege whatsoever .

fhe Opposition House Leader made
an amendment to a motion before
the House, and every Member in the
House has a right to speak to " hat
amendment - every Member

SOME HON. MEMBERS: =
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

I again poinl oult that Che hon.
Opposition Leader spoke  without
interruption and now, when the
Governnenkt House lLeader starls, we
get dnterruptions from the right.
[ ask the hon. Government House
Leader to continue,

MR. RIDEOUT:

The hon. the Member for Mount Sc¢io
— Bell 1Island was chattering all
Lhe while I was on iy feetb.

MR. BAKER:

Fvery Member 1in Lhis House has a
rightt to speak Lo thabt amendinent.
That dis & normal rule of Lhis
House. [t is no brick. Mere is
no trickery involved here. They
are simply following normal
procedure. Mr. Speaker, a number
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of times in the last few years in
this House -

MS VERGE:
We have not spoken on the main
motion and you are cutting us ol f.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. BAKER:

I would say to the hon. Uhe Mecuber
For Humber East, if you did not
want people Lo speak Lo the
amendment, then why put 117 1f
your amendment is not  important
enough for us to speak to, then
why put it? '

MR. RIDEOUT:

Why did you bring closure? Youl
brought c¢losure. This dictatorial
Noreiga Government brought
closure., That 1s what happenead.
Mat 1is  why, Manuel. [ is a
farce! It d4s a fFraud! It ds @
shan!  Manuel and his cohortbs.

MR. BAKER:
Mr . Speaker, hauving esbablished
Lhe Fact that Lhis d1s nol & poinl
ol privilege, having oestablishoed
Lhe facl. by their aclions Lhal
Lhey are simply grands tanding,
having established by Lhedr
actions they intend Lo continue Lo
grandstand, I waould Tike Lo
suggest, Mr. Speakoer, Lhalb L[ am
quite willing Lo allow Lhe
amandment Lo be voted on, Lo gaol
back Lo one speaker  [rom  each
side. [F that is whal has Lo be
done, we are quite willing Lo do
that . Bubt, Mr. Speaker, on Lhose
grounds, all previous deals are
of Ff and we will simply go bhack and
forth in the  normal course of
eventls. g Members are )
incensed by Lhe fact that we wanl
Lo speak to Lheir amendment, and
we have every right Lo, dif Lhey
are so incensed by that, then we
are willing -
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MR. RIDEOQUT:
You are a double-crosser. [hat 1is
what you are.

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!

The Leader of the Opposition must
be asked to retract that remark
macde about the hon. the Government
House lLeader, that he is a
double-crosser. I ask him to
retract that.

MR. RIDEOQUT:
Without any prompting, Your Honour,

MR. BAKER:

M, Speakear, as I say, we are
willing to go bhack to one speaker
from each side, the twenty
minutes, Following Lhe normal
rules of Lhe House. We will not
put up any more speakers to Lhe
amendment, we will simply put up
speakers_ Lo the main motion. We
will, first of all, take the votle
on Lhe amendment, Lhen pulb up
speakers to the main motion.

MR. SPEAKE
Order, pl

FR

1Lf hon . Member s paersisth in
speaking to  the same point  of
privilege, there b1s no point of
privilege. 'he Chair cannol be
party to agreemenls. The Chair
does not negobiate agreemanks,
Opposite parties do that. The
Chair can only call it according
to the rules, and the rules are we
are debabing an ameancinent  and
until such time as the Chair can
call the question, quite obuiously
the amendment must conbtinue.

Mere 1 no point in carrying on
these frivolous poinls of
priviteqge, because Lthere is  no
point of privilege, 1 have not
heard the point of privilege that
has been raised yet, but I tell
hon. Members Lhe Chair cannot be
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part of agreements reached by
@ilther side because the Chair
cannot rule on  agreements, 1
agreements are broken the Chair
has no way of enforcing them, that
has to be worked oul by hon.
Members again, and I say there is
no point of privilege.

MR. TOBIN:

A point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR, SPEAKER:
On a point of order, Lhe hon. the
Member For Burin Placentia Westl.

MR. TOBIN:
M, Speaker, the President of
Mreasury  Board in his  submission
Lhat time said all Members of Lhis
House have Lthe right Lo speak on
this amendment . I concur, bubt Mr

Speaker, all Members of Lhis House
have the right to speak on  Lhe
motion. And  the Governnenlt has
muzzled us in  speaking on e
motion.

Mr. Speaker, to  that poinl of
arder T &an sure [ speak for all ot
my colleagues when [ cay we will
nok  objecl Lo evyery Member ouvoer
Lhere spealking on Lhe awenchnenl df
Lhey wi |l do Lhve decent,
honourakhle Lhing and lel GuUery
Member in Lhis House speak on Lhe
motion.

SOME__HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

AN HON. MEMBER:

(Inaudible).

MR. BAKER:
Mr. Speaker.

e hon ., Lhe
leader .

Government House

Myank you, Mr . Speakar . once

No. 18 (Fvening) RI1GY



again there 1is obuviously no point
of order here. It 1is simply an
attempt by the Member to let ol F a
little steam. I will say to him,
however, that he should talk to
his leader. His 1leader 1is the
individual in this House who took
the main motion off the floor by
presenting the amendment. And I
would suggest to  him that he
should have arqued in the first
place if the main motion was what
he 1s interested in speaking to,
and he has been sitting there
chafing at the bit for days, then
he should have persuaded his
leader nolt to put the amendment
vet. So, Mr. Speaker, there is
really no point of order,

MR. SPEAKER:

There is no point of order.

The jJuestion. ALl those in favour
of tha amendment please say 'aye'.

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:
"Aye' .

MR. SPEAKER:
All  those against Lhe anendment

please say 'nay'.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
"Nay'.

MR. SPEAKER:
The motion is defeated.

Now we are back on the resolution.

MR. TOBIN:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
e hon. Lhe Member For Rurin -
Placentia West .

MR." TOBIN:

Mr. Speaker, I would like Lo have
the opportunity to speak to this
resolution before Lhe House.
Speak Lo it M, Speaker,
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realizing ofF course, Lthat [ am
speaking to it te some extent
under duress because of Lhe muzzle
tactics of the President of
Treasury Board and the Government,
Mr. Speaker. Because of Lheir
desperation to arnm something
through for some unknown reason,
they in their wisdom have decided
to put a muzzle on Lhe
Opposition. e President of
Treasury Board, Mr. Speaker, could
stand in this House a Few minutes
ago.

Now, Mr. Speaker, there are a [eow
words that are nol parlianentary
and I will not use them, bult when
Lhe President of Treasury Board or
the Govermient House Leader could
stand in this House a [lew wminultos
ago and articulate Lhat euery
Mamber has a right to speak on Lhe
amencdment. . No argument, M.
Speakear, but should not euery
Member have a righlt Lo speak on a
motion as well? Should nolt every
Member have Lhe right Lo spealk Lo
Lhe Mobtion? Should nol Guery
Member  in Lhis  legislalure  haue
the right?

MR. TOBIN:

I amm going Lo speak to it. And L
am  also going to speak to Lhe
muzzle tactics of the Gouvernment
House Leader.

AN HON. MEMBER:
(T

naudible),

MR. TOBIN:
You have, Sir, Lried Lo muzszle (he
peaple  of  this Province and Lhe
people that we represent by
bringing in c¢losure on a Rill as
important as  the destiny ofF this
Country, Mr. Speaker, Nob bhecause
Lhis Governmenl here is out wilh
one aobjective, and Lhalt s Lo
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destroy this country, that the
people have got to be destroyed
who have been democratically
elected to come in and represent
their constituents. Now, Mr .
Speaker, that is something that we
should not have to put up with.

But Mr. Speaker, I intend to speak
to this resolution. I intend to
speak to this resolution in a very
sincere and genuine way. Because
like some speakers before me, like
the Member For St. GCeorge's,
while disagreed with what he had
Lo say there 1is no doubt 1in my
mind, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman
spoke with sincerity, no doubb in
my mind whatsoever.

But Mr. Speaker, there are lols of
doubt in iny mind aboul the
sincerity of the Premier of this
Province and Lthe Government House
Leader when they get together and
bring in a muzzle motion, Mr .
Speaker. That 1s what dis before
the House right now, a muzzle
motion to deny us Lhe right as
elected officials Lo debate. Can
you dmagine, M. Speaker, on oa
mobtion right now Lhere is going Lo
be approximately three hours
debate on a mwmotion Lo decide Uhe
future of Canada. There will be
Lhree hours debate, Mr. Speaker,
on the Meech Lake motion. Now,
Mr. Speaker, is thakt democracy.
Is that what we are elected Lo
coine herae For? [s Lhat what
Canada 1is about, Mr. Speaker? I
would suggest it is not.

Mr. Speaker, everyone 1 speak to
and indeed the Members that [ have
listened to agree Lhal Quebec s
distinct. Franch is diffFerent
from English, They are bholh
languages. Civil law is different
from comnon Jlaw. Howeusr, bhoth
are methods Lo creale a 1Law
abiding society. Same ar
diffFerent, distinckt or similar, we
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as Canadians have all decided that
Quebec dis significantly different
from the rest and they warranl LULhe
description distinct.

How ko constitutionally
acknowledge the distinctness of &
country is what 1is in  burmoil.
Preammble or main body. To use one
of the Premier's most Favourile
sayings "How silly, wheat,
difference does it really make.'
The Premier, Mr. Speaker, in his
arguments Feels it 14 a
substantial change in Lhe
constitution by afFfirming For a
Quabec Legislature a role Lo
preserve and promole a distinct
identity for Quebec, reflecling a
distinct sociely creatbes a special
legislative status that no olbher
province would have. S0 he says
put it din  the preamble and Lhe
legitimate concarns of aboriginal
people and  multiculturalism  and
all should be well understood.

UnfFortunately, Mr Speaker, or
Fortunately Lthere Hds anolher body
ol opinion  thalt disaqgroes  wilh
Premicr Wells, Lhal group ol duany
learned scholars, professars,
lLawyers, politicians will aquole
SONyg and verse Lo prove Lhalk
Quabec has been granled I
distinct legislative aulhorily.
our present. consbiluliaon,
imperfect as we will all agree,
sets down dn  six seclions, f(our
aoriginal, Lo amendmenls, Lhe
powers of Lhe  Province of Llie
Parliament of Canada.

The Constitulional Accord of 1987
does nol  change any ol Lhe s1ix
seclions, Lhe  courbs are Lo be
aware  Lhat  Lhey should inlterproel
Lhe constitulion in & Wetnre
consistent wilh Lhe recogniltion
that Quebec conslilules wilhin
Canada, & distincl sociely. fhis
in eflfect has been happening since
1867. Merae are No nNew powers.

No. 18 (Fuening) RTOY



Meech Lake goes on Lo say for
greater clarity that nothing in
this section derogates From the
powers, rights or privileges of
Lhe Parliament or Government of
Canada .

Now, Mr. Speaker, how can you say
that the Quebec Legislature has
more power? It can be Ffabricated,
where will they get 4it? Can they
create it? Can they make it, Mr.
Speaker, from nothing? It is
indeed highly unlikely, however,
let wus assume, as some do, that
Quebec does have some
distinctiveness to perserve or
promote its obuious
distinctiveness that does not
bother me or most Members. Mere
is a big difference 1in English
Ontario, Mr. Speakaer, as iny Friend
for Ferryland said tonight, Lthere
is a bhig difference in the
communities in English Ontario
tLhat make laws protecting the
rights of English than & French
town or a comnunity Lhat makes
laws protecting Lhe rights of
French. Some may arqgue, M.
Speaker, that when you pul (orth
Lhat argument what 15 sauce [For
the qoose is sauvce for Lhe
gander. The dilfference  is  Lthat
every democracy din  the Western
World has acknowledged thabt we
must go the extra step to probect
the minorities.

AN HON. MEMBER:

Do you bhelieve that?

Yes, I do believe thal. Yes, most
certainly.

How the Premier, Mr. Speaker, can
appoint - there are several ULthings
come to mind, Mr., Speaker, as Lhe
Member for Ferryland said tonight
the Premier has the Minister
responsible For Lhe Status of
Women, because, Mr. Speaker, 1t
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was Lhe Packford Administration
Lhat brought in that ministry, but
it was brought 1in Ffor a reason,
that was to protect Lhe rights or
to correck something Lthab had been
wrong, I quess, for a long time.

I believe we should continue Lo
make special effords to have laws
equal For all people. lL.anguage 1is
the soul of a culture, lose it and
you lose your difFerence and
uniqueness. Lanquage 1auws in
Quebec where French minority
wishes Lo protect their linguistic
heritage mnust ba looked at
differently From the town in
Fnglish Ontario as I have already
satd.

1 personally do nol believe Uhal
i the Meech lake Accord wera Lo
pass that the Quebec lLegislature
has untold powers that Lhe olher
provinces would not  heave. T he
Constitution ofF Canada, Lhe
Charter of Rights would make sure
of Lhis and tLhe Supreme Court ol
Canacda watld be Lhe Wity Lo
follow. As il relales Lo obther
issues  which have  beon ot
Forward such as lhe rights of Lhoe
veloes which Lhe Prewmier e
talked about, we all  know  Ehat
Lhese have bto be dnterprelaed. n
Lhe case LlLhe Premier is assuming
Lhe aolther side 13 dncapable of
understanding or accomnodaling our
situation, consbitutional change
on many  issues  would  still b
accommnodalbecd uncler Section 38
which requires twWo - Lhird
provinces and 50 per cent of Lhe
population, and [ would suggest
that the Premier should be very
much awars of this Section and Lo
look al what could happen il we
are not extremely carelul.

MR. EFFORD:
(Inaudible).

MR. TOBIN:
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What s that? Mr . Speaker, -
table that. Mr. Speaker, when Lhe
Minister of Social Services tables
the answers he could nolt give this
morning about the $10,000 slush
Fund which 1s 1in Lthe Minister's
office, that 1¢ when we start
tabling stuff, when he would not
give the answer this morning.
There will be a time ko deal with
that, by the way.

MR. R. AYLWARD:
(Inaudible) he has not heard the
last of that yet!

MR. TOBIN:

No, he has not. AfFter we gelt into
the Meech Lake Accord, and get
into the issues which are of
concern here ancl talk about
various issues, we have Lo realize
of course the economic conditions
of this Province, we  have Lo
realize that We , as
NewfFoundlanders, Canadians,
Newfoundlanders living in Canada,
that therae is an extremaly
delicate situation in Lerms of the
unemployment rate, in Lerms of the
numbers of people whao aroe
unemployed, and in  terwms ol how
the Premier proposes Lo change Uhe
@conomic conditions ol Lhis
Province as it relates Lo Senate
reform, Mr. Speaker, I, like wmy
colleague from Ferryland earlier
tonight, must say that [ agree
very strongly, that there are one
or two things which must happen Lo
the Senate and that 1is, 1t has to
change or be abolished, because
the English system of doing things
which we are witnessing 1in  Lhe
Senate of Canada, 1is not CLhe type
of Body, that I For one, wanl Lo
be heading up this country.

I do not know why, or where, if
there 135 Senate Reform, and if
every thing happens, iF LUhe ddeal
situation happens which the
Premier 1is putbting Forlh, where
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will the Senate gebt Uthelr power?
e Senate right now do not have
any power., There are no powers 1in
the Senate, none whatsoevaer, so,
if bLhe Senate 1s Lto gel power,
somebody has Lo “glve up
something. There are two levels
of Government in this counbry
right now, there 1is Lhe Federal
level and the Provincial level and
he wants the Senate Lo be the
Utopia of all of this, so if Lthe
Senate becomes the utopial power,
if all of that power Lhat Uthe
Premier wants is designated ta Lhe
Senate and they are all elected.
So tomorrow we go oul and we vole
For senators, = six From gach
province, they are all elaected.

AN elect Senate has Lo have some
Function. In order fFfor then Lo
function with more autonomy, more
power than Lhe present Senate has,
it has to come from somewhere,

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible) .

MR. TOBIN:
What was Lhat?

The Senalbe of Canadea e SO
PoOwer . How  many days Can the
Senate of Canada hold up a BRIl
before they have to refer it back?

AN _HON .

Faorever.

MR. TOBIN:

Yes, Me. Speaker, Forever, | 1ke
they Ltried Lo do with Ltwo or Lhree
of  these and Lhey had Lo reloer
them back with amendments and Lhe
Par liament ol Canada senl L liem
back to the Senale, Mr. Speaker,
and said proceed as dirccted.

Now, M, Speaker, Lhe Premior
knows as well as [ do and
everybody else in Lhis country Lhe
Senale of Canada is Uthe place for
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political appointees, political
hacks . That 1is most of what is in
the Senate of Canada, M,
Speaker.,

AN HON. MEMBER:
Most of them Liberals.

MR._ TOBIN:

Yes, most of them Liberals, Mr,
Speaker. There are Senators in
this country today, Mr. Speaker,
who are picking up their cheques
and do not euven know where the
Senate 1s located. That 1is what
is going on in this country today
with the Senate.

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

MR. TOBIN:

I do not care what they are. I do
not care if Lhey are PC  or
lLiberal, it is not -dmportant to me
what they are, all I am saying is
the Senale does notk sSerye a
function. The people who are
sitting in the Senate today are
there because of Lheir polilical
affiliation and were appointed by
either a Tory or & Liberal Prime
Minister ofF this country. Now
that is the long and the short of
the Senate.

AN_HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

MR. TOBIN:
Pardon?

[{7 the Senalke 1is to stay as it 1is,
yes I would rather see it
abolished than Functioning the way
it is. I have no difficulty with
arguing to change the Senale. But
if the Senate of Canada has to
have more power and more aubanomy
than they have, ancd in order Lo
get 1t, it 1s either Government of
Canada or the Government of Lthe
provinces who are going Lo give it
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up, Mr. Speaker,

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

MR. TOBIN: '
Who is Kaiser? Did you say Kaiser?

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

MR. TOBIN:
Oh, I thought you said Kalser,
Because we all know who Kaiser is.

Now, Mi~ . Speaker, how are the
powers of Lhe Senakte and how are
six elected Senators from
NewFoundland in the elected Senale
in  Canada, an equal Senale, how
are Lthey going to Find jobs [lor
the 20 per cent unemployment ratle
that 1s in this Province? [F you
are ¢going Lo have sixbty S2nators
you cannot send 39,000 uncmployed
Newfoundlanders up there because
that is what 1is unemployved today
in this province.

AN_HON. MEMBER:
[hirty -nine thousand, Mr. Spealkoer.
MR. TORIN:

Ihirty-nine thousand, Mr. Speakor,
AN HON. MEMBER:

(Inaudible) .

MR. TOBIN:
No, but we might hear you.

I would say to the Minister of
Finance that we might hear him
before Lhe night ds over. Yos,
Mr., Speaker, we might hear the
Minister of Finance bhefore L
night is over. I am naolt sure if
Lhe Minister of Finance knrnows what
[ am talking about or not.

AN _HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible) .
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MR. TOBIN:

We might just hear from him before
the night is over.

Mr . Speaker, the Premier talks
about the spending powers and what
is involved in the spanding
powers, and how the Federal
Government c¢an come 1into areas -
do you know what the Premier used
the other day for a demonstration,
it was medicare,

AN HON. MEMBER:

Medicare?

@, medicare, he used
3 fe Premier said that
if you looked at medicare for an
example-

PREMIER WELLS:
Day care.

MR. TOBIN:

You said medicare Sir. [ can
produce Hansard that will show you
where you used medicare. And you
know, and I know Lhat this i< not
For programs  Lthat are already in
place . So medicare was in place
and  you talked aboul day care
afber you said dt. The Premier
can shake his hand all he like but
Hansard will show that the Premier
of this Province -got up 1in tUthe
House of Assembly Lhe obther day
and used day care as an example of
it.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Mat 1is right. Now you have 1t
right.

Now, let me finish, He used day
care as an exanple after he used
medicare and it was bought Lo his
attention by somne of Lthe Members
opposite. He said that 1is right,
that is an old thing.
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So lhe fact of the matter is Lthe
Premier talks aboul us using scare
tactics and things such as that.
He was the fellow who got up here
in this Legislature, Mr. Speaker,
and tried to used medicare. When
it was brought to his attention he
changed it Lo day care. That s
exactly what happened in bLhis
Legislature. The day care
program, Mr. Speaker, would be
better served under what is in the
Meech Lake agreement Lthan under
what vyou are proposing. The day
care would be betler served,
because as I have said so often in
this debate, a day care prograns
tailored by Lhe bureaucrats in
Ot tawa, wou ld be dedical ad and
meant. for who, Ffor Cenlral Canada

That is who Lhe bureaucrals would
have 1t designated and tailoresd
for, Mr. Speake . A day  care
prograin program good for Toronko -
Ontario may not be good for Pelil
Forte, NewFoundland. Under Lthis
system here we would be able Lo
have pul  in place, wilh Federal
funcing, the appropriale day care
sy s bem For Lhis Province, I
would  be a  ayslem aud Led  aund
tailored For L. [L would hbe a
day care programn [(for somewhere 1in
this Province, whelher 1l be in
Ming's Bight or in Winlerland, but
it would be a progran where the
Minister of Social Services and
his officials would be able lo
take Lhe money From OlLbLawa, put 1L
together, look at il, wuse Lhelr
dollars ancl apply a cday care
program Lo be mwmost suibed Lo the
Province .

AN. HON. MEMBER:

Whel aboul the women's centres,
$1.7 willion?

. Spoeg I can tell Lthe hon.
Member thalt there 1is nobody on
this side of Lhe House who
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disagrees with what he 1ds saying.
There 1s nobody on this side of
the House who supports the aclions
of Lhe Federal Govearnment in
cutting funding to the women's
centres., It is terrible, Mr .
Speaker, it is terrible. We
condemn it to the fullest. What I
am saying 1is we must be able to
tailor programs to the needs of
this Province and this will give
us the opportunity to do so. What
happens right now? If the Federal
Government brings 1in a program
today what happens?

MR. MURPHY:
We would all pass out.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. TOBIN:
Will vyou pass out taking ULheir
$2.7 billion for Hibernia?

Mr. Speaker, the Member for St.
John's South has not golt a whole
lot of passing to do to pass out,
because if Lthere has ever been a
corpse sitbting up in Lhis House 1t
has Lo be Lhe Member lor 5.
John's South.

AN HON. MEMBER:
The Member (or St. John's South
(inaudible) new care program.

MR. TOBIN:
What did you say, new care program?

he Member For St. John's South is
usually interrupting me , Mr .
Speaker.

e Premier has Lhis greal fantasy
about the Supreme Court. Granted
he knows a lot more aboubt Lhe
Supreme Court than 1 do. He knows
a lot more about 1t than anyone in
Newfoundland does because he has
been there so often de

anding the
Fedaeral Government againsl Lhe
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rights of Newfoundlanders arel
Labradorians, he has a palh broke
Lhere. There 1s a list of what he
has been inuvolued in. ALl you
have Lto do taday ds read Lhe
aditorial in the Evening Trlelegram
and it will give you some
indication of what I am talking
about.

The Supreme Court of Canada has
never had a Newfoundlander sitting
on it - maybe Lthe Premier will be
the fFirst one and good luck Lo him
if he is. I would be as proud as
anyone Lo sae a Newfoundlander,
and if it dis the Premier 1 would
be just as proud to see him there
as anyone else, Now for Lhe [idirst
time we have the right as @
Province to nominate someone Lo
Lhe Supreane Court ol Canada.
Under Lhis agreement we have Lhe
right Lo nomiaate people Lo Lhe
Senate of Canada. As a matler of
fact I believe the Prime Minister,
in the appointment of Senator
Ottenheimer - [ Dbelivue Lhat was
the first Uime Lhe Prime Minisleor,
while Meech Lake was nol passod

il i« the first Lime Ll Free
actioned Meech Lalke in Lak Tnyg
these Name s , when a~king L he
Premiars of Lhe provinos For
names .

R -

MR. 8Pt (:
lease!

Order, |
The hon. Member's time is up.
he hon. Lhe Member For Green Bay.

MR. HEWLETT:
Thank you, Mr, Speaker,

Does Lhe hon. Member for Lhe olher
sicde wish to speak?

MR. FLIGHT:
No, that dis okay.
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I will speak af ter the hon.
Menmber There is no problem. We
will be civilized 4dn this, Mr.
Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear'!

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

MR. FLIGHT:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I sincerely thank the hon. Member
for Green Bay for yielding to me.
Obviously I have to presume he was
on his fFfeet before I was, Mr,
Speaker, but T thought we had
agreed Lo go one on one and that
would he automatic.

Mr . Speaker, I am proud and
pleased to speak in this debate,
particularly on Lthe main motion.
I way not take the full twenty
minutes accorded to mne, Mr .
Speaker. It will be very
difficult nol to bhe repebtilbous
after the past Filfteen or sixbeen
howrs of debate on Lhe debale Lo
rescind the Meech - Lake Accord.
And what has really drawn me inlo
this debate, M Speaker, is
listening for the pasl btwo weeks
to Members of Lhe
albtempting to attribute motives to
the Premier of Newfoundland,
somehow or obher Lrying Lo
attribute base motives Lo his
desire and his intention Lo
rescind this motion - rescind the
Meech lLake Accord.

Tey use phrases like, it 13 a red
herring, he d4s <somehow on an eqo
trip, somehow seaking national
recognition, pandering Lo vested
interest groups . My . Speaker,
Hansard will show that all of
those phrases were used. And I
want in Lthe few minutes accorded
to e, Mr. Speaker, to try bto put
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Opposition’

this in perspeclive from my
vantage point and Lry For a minute
to focus on the real molivations
of Uthe Premier of this Province
and his dinvolvement in the effort
to rescind the Meech bLake Accord.
And I want to qgo through a certain
sequence of events, Mr. Speakar.

Everyone in this House and most
everybody listening will know that
in 1987 the Liberal Party went
through a leadership convention,
and the present Premier entered
that race and became a candidate
For the leadership of Uthe Liberal
Party. I an probably one of the
only people din  this House who
knows - and I will have Lo take a
chance here, and if 1 am wrong Lhe
Premier will undoubtably correcth
me either here din Lhe House or
elsewhere, as he should. However,
I am the only person in this House
who probably knows the filrst bime
the Premier of Newfoundland saw,
read, and was aware ol Ffwhalt was
involved in Lhe Meech Lake
Accord. I do not think Lhat it
causes any undue embarrassmenl, ]
Lhink LULhat time, Mr. Premicer, you
wWere connpadgning for Lhe
lLeadership of  Lhe Liberal Parly
travelling din an automobile on Lhe
northern peninsula and received a
copy of Lhe Mecch Lake Accord and
read it Frrom Lhat day onward, on
every occasion, al every chance,
he spoke out against Lhe Mecech
Lake Accord.

He drew atlention Lo bthe laws dn
Lhe Meech lLake Accord. Ne pointed
out Lo Newfoundlanders whal it
wou ld mnean Lo Newfoundland and
indeed Lo all Canacda il W
ratified Lhe Meech lTake Accord.
F o Lhat mowmen b on, on GEuUery
possible occasion, Mr . Speaker,
the Premnier of this Province Loak
advantage of the opportunilby Lo
express his views on  Lthe Meech
Lake Accord.
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Now, Mr. Speaker, as we all know
the Premier went on to win the
Leadership of the Liberal Party
and that lL.eadership convention
took place in June of 1987. And
for the next seven months, while
he was leader of the Liberal Party
outside the House of Assembly, he
took occasion to again express his
views and to inform
Newfoundlanders what was 1in the
Meech Lake Accord and what it
would cost this Province 1if we
were to, indeed, to have to accept
and live with the Meech Lake
Accord.

Mr. Speaker, everyone knows Lhat
the hon. Lthe Premier went on Lo
become the Leacder of Lhe
Opposition. And I understand, I
was not in the House at the Ltime
For a wvery good reason, but I
understand, Mr, Speaker, that in
the debate bto ratify Lhe Meech
Lake Accord Lthe Opposition spoke
against the Accord, spoke against
the ratification, and I understand
the Premier not only spoke against
the ratification, he alco <seoerved
notice on Lhis House ofF Assembly
that if he indeed became the
Praomier, he wou Ld rescind Lhe
Meech Lake fccord.

Now, Mr. Speaker, Lonight under
his leadership we are in the
process of rescinding the approval
of  the Meech Lake Accord. You
talk about wheels coming Full
circle, Mr. Speaker. And laelt me
say this, M.  Speaker, that I
suspect had he nok won Lhe
Leadership of the Liberal Partly,
and obviously i he had not won
the leadership of Lhe Liberal
Party he would obviously nobt have
become the Leader of the
Opposition and obviously not
become the Premier af
NewFoundland, but I suspect thatl
he would have entered the debate.
L suspect Lhat as d private
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citizen he would have entered Lhe
debate, and he would have, as @&
private citizen, pricked the
consciences of Lhe people of
Newfoundland and all Canada.

I tell you 1F he were nolt in the
House tonight, and if he were not
the Premier, I suspect this House
of Assembly would bhe debating this
issue tonight, because I tell you
why, the public opinion in this
Province would have forced that
debate. Now we know what Lhe
oukcome of it would have been if
the hon. Members opposite were
still Government, We  know what
Lhe outcome of such a debate would
be, but I suspect Lhere would be
indeed a debalte because 1 suspecl
his talking about Lhe Accard
across this country, and again he
will undoubtedly speak before Lhe
night ds over and, of c¢ourse, he
would not have wasted Lthe ©ime
bhis last couple of years
wondering about whabt he would have
done had he not been elec 1. Rut
[ suspect Lhalb might well have
happened .

Now, Mr. Speaker, on June 27, 1987
I resigned my seal in Lhe House ol
Assembly Lo force a by election
And when [ say Force a by-election
I mean lTorce a by-election hecause
it hecame very obvious, M.
Speaker, that Lhe Premier of the
day had no intention of calling a
by olection until he was lorced Lo
under Lhe legislation and under
the statute requiremenls. And  we
recognize, Mr. Speaker, Lhalt had I
nol. resigned or someone had not
resigned and Forced a by-election
Lhen the Leader of the Opposilion
would not have been in Lhe House
of Assembly for Lhe opening of (he
new session which would have come
early in 1988,

Now, Mr. Speaker, 1 f(eel fTairly
proud of Lhe role that I played in
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Lhe political life of
Newfoundland . I Ffeel very proud
that I forced that by-election or
at least I played & role 1n
forcing that by-election.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. FLIGHT:

I have, Mr. Speaker, as I said
here since we became the
Government, since last May, I have
had reasons to feel proud of Lhe
fact that this Party and this
Government is under the leadership
of Lthe present Premier, when I
look at the style of Government,
when I look at the kind of
attitude he takes towards problems
in the Province. When I look at
other people of this Province who
accepts his sense of integrity,
his sense of Fairness, But, M™Mr.
Speaker, I can tell you were there
no Meech Lake 1 suspect I would
have bheen very proud to have
resigned and to have helped bring
about the situation we have. Rut.,
M. Speaker, 1T am very proud thatl
I pul the hon. Lhe Premier in a
position or 1 helped pul Frim
there, [ do not take credil [lor
putting him  Lhere, but 1 Loak
action that helped put him in the
position to play the leadership
role that he 1is playing on this
issue.

Hear, hear!

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me deal for
a momenl with Lhe by -election
because 1t may well relate to Lhe
Meech lake debate. Mr. Speakaer, [
was First elected dn 1975 and 1
was re-elected +in 1979, deleated
in 1982, re elected in 1985, So 1
have some political experience and
1 have somne political astuteness
and I have bean involued in
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campaigns and organizing
campaigns, by—-elections,
Federal/Prouvincial, campaign
managers, a Member of the House of
Assembly For the beskt parlt of ten
years, up to that point in time.

And I wondered what would happen
in that by-election.
Traditionally we expected, we did
not necessarily want it, bulb we
sort of expected 1it, that maybe
the Government of Lthe day would
not  field & candidate din  that
by-election. Traditionally across
the country it happens when Lthe
Leadenr of Lhe Opposition is
seeking & seat or the Premier or
Lhe leader of a party is seeking a
seatl, traditionally 1t  has  beon
K nown that Lhe opposing par bty
would honour an age old commilmentl
and maybe not run a candidate.

Mr. Speaker, I could nolb believe
my ears, I could not believe what
I saw For Lhe next throe weeks.
For Lhree weeks, Mr. Speaker, ULhe
Govarnment ofF Lhis Province
slopped, everything in this
Province sloppoed, exXoopl
polilically, Lhe by oleclion i
Windsor - Buchans.

Hear, he

MR. FLIGHT:

Twenly-three Minislers, M-
Speaker, f1lew into Windsor -
Buchans, Lhree Minislers in  one
day, Mr . Speaker, in Ruchans
Junction, population about 150,

R

AN. HON. MEMBER:
| with my brolher.

Yes, and slay

MR. FLIGHT:
Mat is right, [hroe Ministoers,
Mr . Speaker, din & given day  dn
Millertwon, SEUEN or eight in
Windsor, three or four in
Buchans . Mr.  Speaker, in all ol
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tLhe campaigns that [ ran, on
principal 1 did this, when 1 found
out my opponent was, for instance,
campaigning in Millertown or
Badger or Buchans Junction, [
deliberately, and he may have
also, decided not Lo campaign in
that particular community on that
particular day for no real reason
other than I thought it was the
principal thing to do.

Since the Premier was accepting
some advice from me as to how we
should campaign in that particular
by-election he accepted that
advice and we agreed that 1if we,
for argument sake, went into
Radger and Lhe Member For Humber
East and then the Minister of
Justice, it would be better 1f we
would move on.

Well, Mr. Speaker, that principal
was very hard to stand on. [t was
very difficult. One particular
day in Badger, Mr. Speaker, I Look
the Premier Lo one of Lhe
outskirts of the Lown and startoed
to work through. We had covered
three houses, looked down Lhe road
and the Member for Harbour Main
was coming oukt of Lhe house.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. FLIGHT:

Well Clyde, I guess [ said, he was
not the Premier. I said well,
Clyde let us go down Lo Lhe Far
encd of Radger, out on Lhe
Mans-Canada Highway, that is a
long ways away and we will work
our way up; wenkt down to Lhe Far
end of Radger, started up Lhree
houses, came oub  looked up and
there was Lthe then Minister of
Justice coming out of a house. 50
I was gelting embarrassed now, M.
Speaker, and he was [ am sure,
One more shot, and we went on Lo
Lthe center of Badger in Lhe Maple
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Street area, started Lo campaign
and I am not sure, Nnow, M.
Speaker, which Minister it was. [
will be honest but 1t was &
Minister with two or thraoe
consorts coming with him. We
said, Premier leb us get oubt of
RBadgear, Let us leave Badger and
go to Windsor, Certainly, it 1is
big enough.

We had difficulty finding streets
where we could knock on doors and
not embarrass a Minister
campaigning on behall of their
candidate . S0, I go through Gthat
Mr. Speaker, the influx ofFf Cabinek
Ministers, the tonies that were
poured 1in, Lhe wvast expenditures,
Now, M~ . Speaker, eveaeryone in
NewfFoundland wondered why. Arc L
am wondering why tonight toa. 1
aimm wondering if Lhey had
recognized 1in  bthat candidate rot
only a potential Premier From
Newfoundland bubt a man who would
live, who had Uthe strenglh of his
conviction, he hacl already
indicated that iF [ become [he
Premier of Newf ound}and 1 wii 1
res el Lhe  Meech Lake Accord,
lhe one way Lo stop Lhal Accord
Meom being rescinded, Mr. Speakoer,
the one way Lo make sure that Lhey
We @ prepared Lo submit
Newfoundland to Lhe flaws dn Lhal
fccord, prepared to guaranlee [or
all bime, carved in slarne
NewlFoundland's place in Canada.
The kind of a Lhing thal Lhe
Premier on many occasions poinled
out would happen.

Mayhe, M, Spealker, one of Lle
reasons the eflfort was pul in and
one of Lhe reasons that ULhey went
to such pains and el forl 1o win
Lhat by-eleclion was Lhat Lhey
recognized  Lhe commitment of  Lhe
gentleman who was secking Lo he
the Member for Windsor Buchans
and recognized that 47, idindeed, he
did win the by -election he may
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well go on to become Lthe Premier
and he would meet his commitment,
and he would indeed rescind Meech
Lake. Maybe, Mr. Speaker, this is
just my personal opinion because
in truth I have searched my mind
For reasons that they would have
put such an effort into defeating
the gentleman who 1is now the hon.
Premier of this Province. That
may well be one reason. I could
see them now huddling over there
and saying, you know 1if he wins
look out we will be exposed for
having supported and having been
party to the Meech Lake Accord.
Mr. Speaker, maybe I am offF base,
but that 1is one reason. Mayhe T
will fFind obher reasons, hut
certainly that is a good one.

M, Speaker, my time is very
quickly running out. I would like
to say before I sit down that
democracy to me and I guess Lo
every hon. Member 1in the House
means Government For Lhe people,
by the people, and of Lthe people.
o Lhe extent you can as a
Government vyou do what you believe
Lhe people you are governing wanl
you to do.

Mr. Speaker, there 1is no question
in Lhis Province and the hon.
Member for Humber East knows,
Lhere is no question in Lhis
Province, what in this particular
situation the people of this
Province want the Government and
the House of Assembly to do. ey
would love to see this unanimous,
Mr. Speaker, as we would. [ have
entered debates dn this House 1in
the years that [ referred Lo when
we in the Opposition tried Lo make
a certain voke unanimous and bthe
Government which wanted to play
politics, played a political game,
and the Member {or Torngat is well
aware, he was standing over there
with me, refused Lo allow us Lo
mouve a motion that would send the
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Praemiar to Ot tawa with an
unanimous vote oul of this House.
They wanted to play the political
game . They wanted to paint Lhe
Opposition into a political cornaer
where the people would suspect
they were against Lhe hebter
interests of Newfoundland.,

Well, Mr . Speaker, we are not
playing that game.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. FLIGHT:
and there dis nothing Uthat Uthis
Party and nothing Lhat thi
Government  would praler Lonight
Lhan Lo have an Ui mou s
resolution going out of Lhis
House, that we the peaple of
Newfoundland and Lhe Govermnent
rescind this resolution and go on
to seeak a belbbter accomnodation far
Newfoundland and Quebec and the
rest of the country.

S

50, Mr. Speaker, leb me <ay in
ending; I said earlier 1 guecs my
experience 1 nolhing else, L he
time spent  Lhe time punched gives
e a tittle claim Lo Some
political intuition, Some
political astuteness - well, Mr.
Speaker, I will tell you, 1 have
never seen an  eleckion in  this
Province Lthat was nol called on &
specilic issue, and I  have no
desire to see an eleclion al Lhis
time, nor will there bhe one, L[ amn
sure, called on this dssue.

But  being Lhe political animal,
which [ guess [ am, I will teall
you Lhat 1 would we lcome an
election called on Lhis issue, and
I tell vyou, Mr. Speaker, and
tell ULhe hon. Member or lTaorngal,
that 10  there were an  eleclbion
called on Lhis idissue, and 1F the
number  of Members  back  dn Lhe
Opposilbion is relevant Lo Lhe
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letter of Uthe debate, it would notk
take very long to rescind Meech
Lake. I am delighted and I am
pleased and I am proud to have
been part of the debate. I am
delighted and I am proud and I
will forever be proud that I had a
chance to have stood in this House
and supported the party which puts
Newfoundland and the better
intereslt of this country first and
takes on what the Opposition
Members, 1in their misqguided way,
have tried to pretend and tried to
argue is not right. I am proud Lo
be part of the Government which
votes later on tonight Lo rescind
the Meech Lake Accord. Thank you
vary much.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
F'he hon. Lhe Member For Green Bay

MR. HEWLETT:

Mr. Speaker, I am sure the hon.
Member For Windsor Buchans would
love to have an election on this
mat ler right now because the
Government of which he is a part,
has refused Lo pub Lhis matler oul
to public hearings, absolutely
refused to put Lhe rescinding
motion out Lo public hearings
because they do not  want Lhe
people of the Province to know the
possible consequences of what this
Government and this Premier i¢ all
about. He wants an election now,
before the people know whatb s
going on in this matter.

It is fFunny, bult  Finally Lhe
message 13 sbtarting Lo get home in
the btowns of our Province. Ihe
Evening Telegram, 1 am sorry, The
Georglan, a West Coast paper, in
the Premier's neck of Lhe woods,
April 3rd, 1990, a man named Doug
Sheppard of Stephenuville wrolke a
poem, and [ would like to read it
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into the record of Lhe House. e
poem is entitled: "Fisherman's
Heaven'. I'se de boy bhalb builds
the boat/and Laok her out
a'swilin/ Trepassey, Srand  Bank,
Gaultois too/all around Lhe
Island/ In bygone days we Fished
the Rays bhefore the grounds were
empty/ Now we can't wait to Fish
Meech Lake where stocks are full
and plenty/Meech Lake T am told is
ringed with gold as rich as any
fable/With fish galore along Lhe
shore just begging For the
table/There 1s no talk ofF quotas
there/No bill collectors
waiting/Just piles ofF pie up in
the sky and ‘caviar for Lhe
taking/No chill wind blows across
the cold/Just calm and pleasanl
weather/And caplin Float  around
the boat/We dip Lhem up @l
leisure/There 1is no artic ice they
say or any foreign Lrawler/and nol
a seal Lo snitch a meal Lo make
our catches smaller/No Company
takes away the right we've had Tor
generations/To Fish the grounds
Lhrough ups and downs and leave us
devastation/We Lill  Lhe land God
gave  to  Cain  supplicd a  scanly
Lable/But now we (ound our [ islhiing
ound and  Lhe land God gave 1o
Abhel/ The land God gave ton Cain,
Mr. Speaker, was Labrador and Uhe
land God gave to Abel, one thinks,
i€ on the shores ol Meech lLake.
Not wanting to be ouldone by Lhe
person writing Lo Lhe papeér, Mr.
Speaker, and dnsofar as my  hon.
riends opposite Nave of ten
indicated Lhat 1 anm the poel
laureate For the Opposiltion, {
wrote one of my own, hulb (fdirst, my
From St. Mary's - lhe Capoes
es me a quick liltble one which

pas
says: 'lTwas in Lhe year of 90 Uhe
countiry Wit
destroyed/Conladeration anded by
Lhe hand of Premier Clyde.

AN HON. MEMBER:
[L does not rhyme.
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It does not rhyme - but it is
close,

AN HON. MEMBER:
Destroyed.

MR. HEWLETT:

Destroyed ves, all right. IF I
were a Townie, it  would have
rhymed, I am sorry. The newest
Premier in the land is a man we
all call Clyde/His biggest claim
to fame so far 1is to have Meech
set aside/And what d1is Meech the
people ‘say and why ds it so
wrong/Meech 1s wrong because I say
that's Clyde's only song/Meech has
no Senate triple £ Meech Lo Quebec
is  special/Clyde would have us
toear it up and make our nay
of ficial/But Meech was passed by
this dear House and now we will
rescind it/To be replaced by
something else that Clyde thinks
is  more splendid/The Governmentk
lost the wvote on Meech'cause it
did'nt say Division/The
Government's only plan on is
to bring aboulb rescission/With Dr.
Kitchen's Budygelt Speech our power
rates have risen/To disguise Lhe
realily of that Fact we deal wilh
Meech rescission/ OQur fidshery is
in a mess, but does the Covernmentl
care?/ This day we talk of naught
but Meech, we will talk of Fish
next vyear./ The Commillee we did
seek on Meech, but cdid Lhe
Government care?/ Rescind it (irsl
their battle c¢ry we will talk of
that next year.

SOME_HON. MEMBERS:
Sounds like e Rhyme of Lhe
Ancient Mariner.

MR. HEWLETT:

We are getbting to Lhe point now,
Mr Speaker. How many cmoake
scresns  can we make to hide Lthe
truth from all/ To fool the world
and hide the Ffact that Clyde is
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not on the ball/ Jobs he said [
will create to bring home mother's
sons/ but empty words are all he
gives and he gives us those 1in
tons/ Rise up you SONS and
daughters, take yourseluves &
stand/ either Clyde gebks down Lo
business or it is God guard thee
NewFoundland/.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. HEWLETT:

Mir. Speaker, when 1 s<poke Lo Lhe
amencdmenl the olher nigint [
indicated that I head an Lhe
previous T.U. address called ULhe
Meech Lake debate a smoke screen,
and Lhat was certainly the Lhemne
of  my poem. Smoke  screens are
meank Lo disguise Lhings, Mr .
Speaker, to keep the Lruth ron
gelblting out. Mhere are lTwo smoke
SCreens in Meech Lake, My,
Speaker, one of which is Lo koep
our people's minds ol (Y
real il les orF our Province!
cconomic realilies, and Uhe othio
is Lo  keep lhe people of Lhe
Province f(from really looking dnlo
Lthe Meech Lake malbter. Goorgae
Bush, when he ran (or Presidenl of
Lhe United Stales talked about a
Lhousand points of  lightl. Clyde
Wells talked like bthal when he was
a candidale for Premier, bul wheal
do  we have now? Do we  have a
thousand points of lighl, M.
Speakaer? No, we have a ULhousand
poinlts of deceplion, we  have @
blankelt ofF slickness covering Uhis
Province and this nalion. Ihe 1¢e
on Meech Lake is very ULhin, Me.
Speaker, but our  Premier 14 @
marvelous skater, But sooner  or
later, Mr. Speaker, he ds going Lo
hit whal WA us el Lo call a
"swabtch',
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AN HON. MEMBER:
A what?

MR. HEWLETT:

No it 1is nokt a swiss waktch, Mr,
Speaker, but in Newfoundland terms
it is a soft spot in the ice. In
a real bay, Mr. Speaker, well I
come From where bays freeze over,
believe me. Swatches are caused
by currents or variations in water
temperature. In political terms,
Mr. Speaker, the Premier's swalblch
will be caused by Fising
@lectrical rates, program cut
backs, hospital bed c¢losures or
the disintegration of the Canadian
nation.

My hon. friends Opposite have
called me o a Fearmonger, butk I
would rather say that I am just a
worrymonger. I am a worrywart,
Mr. Speaker. I worry about my
Father's pension because il
depends on not only the survival
of the Canadian nation but the
prosperity of Lhis Canadian
nation. And our Preomier's
posibtion on Meech Lake, 40 it is
not downeight destructive al least
it causes uncertainby which may
diminish Lhe social and economic
viability of this country.

Earlier 1 referenced Lthe previous
Lhe 'V  debate. [ did anolther
today, Mr. Speaker, and 1 would
like to read it into the record of
this House, Those citizens who
stay up to watch bthe hockey gane
on Saturday night may see and hear
ne, those who miss Church an
Sunday morning may see and hear
ma, and now hon. Members gelb the
opporbtunity For & preview.

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:
Ooh, oh!

MR. HEWLETT:
This 1s not & poem, M. Speaker,
sorry Lo disappoint my
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colleagues. Quote: "Sometime ago
on this broadcast 1 dndicated the
Government's stand on Meech Lake
was a smoke screen' I also said
however, '"That where there is
smoke there ds Ffire. And  that
simoke would be coming From our
burning hoats. Yes, ladies and
gentlemen the Liberals are back in
power again. And again, they want
us to burn our boats.

The fishery, the backbone of our
rural economy is in a ceuere
crisis bubt the response of Premier
Wells to a c¢ry for help ds to say,
"I would if L could, but [
cannot . The Premier @ his
Government appear Lo e qui e
willing Lo sit back and walch Lhis
crisis grow euer woirse . fhaoy
appear Lo he willing Lo lel
Ottawa, which is largaely
responsible for the mess, clean up
the mess. I can only hope that
Ottawa 1is as good at clearing up
Lhe mess as it was ak making it.

Well what have we been doing in
the House of Assembly, ladies and
gentlemen, during Lhese  task [ow
weeks . Have we beorn dealing wilh
Lhe crisis in  Lhe Fishory. No,
the  Premier has  us Learing  up
Maeach lLakea. adies and genl lemen
while the Meech Lake debale has
been Front and cenbter in Lhe nows
media, recent provincial budgels
have  been  sneaking up  on  you,
Last year's Bucget invalved &t
massive tax grab. his vyear's
Rudget 1 going bto make sure Lhat
your hydro ralas GO slraignt
Lhrough Lhe roof !

AN HON. MEMBER:
How much longer?

iR, HEWLETT:

Four and a halfl minules, Mi- .
Speaker, oF absolule mortal
cruelty to the Liberal Party of
this Province. For ltwo yedars in a

MR K
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I~ ow the Well's Government has
taken budgetary action that will
see Newfoundland and lLabrador
Hydro seek a power rate 1dncrease
of approximately 50 per cent over
the next eight vyears. And this
From a Liberal Party that was
violently opposed to power rate
increases. fhe hon. Minister of
Social Services knows this because
he was in his day in Opposition,
they were violently opposed to
power rate increases when an
Opposition and now you would swear
he had changed his electrical
systems in his house over to wind
power or something or another, Mr.
Speaker. I continue Lo quaotle:
"Meanwhile, back in my Own
District of Green Bay the Fish
plant at Triton is in danger
because of the crisis in the
Fishaery. Fhat plant is Lthe major
employer in an area of some 5,000
people. That plant represents 300
irreplaceable jobs din a rural area
with Few il any other
alternatives. The social
CONsSequences of  this and other
fish plant closures will ke
absolutely devastalbing Lo rural
NewfFoundland . But is Premier
Wells concerned? No . e is
leaving Lthat malter to far away
Ottawa. But what is Premier Wells
doing? He is Learing up Lhe Meech
lake Accord and going oul oF his
Way to aggravate OLlLawa. Why?
Recause he cannot accept the Fact
that Quebec dis & disbinclt sociely
in Canada. To deny Lthat 1is Lo
stick your head in the sand and to
deny a reality that has existoed
for more than 100 years.

Quebec has at Limes been less Lhan
kind Lo our Province. We have @
right Lo our [air share of
resentments  hut Lhese are Limes
when we should be ruled by our
heads and not our emobtions. I'he
simple Fact of the mabtter 1s that
Quebec is becoming increasingly
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Frustrated by the Fuss over Meech
Lake . The simple Faclk of Lhe
matter 1s bthat separabion 1is being
viewed more and more favourahly by
the people ofF  Quebec. As [
indicated garlier disintegraltion
of the Canadian nation, 1ifF you
want to talk about distincbness,
is becoming a more and more
distinct possibility.

Some of my constituents have said
to ine, what odds, let them go. [
understand that Feeling M,
Speaker, bubt I ask you ladies and
gentlemen, can there be a Canada
without Quebec? Cann you take 6
million people wand such a huge
chunk of territory oub of Lhe
middle of the Canadian nalion and
expect 1t to survive? I Lthink
not . The people of Triton are
hoping that their Ffish plant bthis
vear will give the 300 workers
their UL benetfits. IF Lhe plant
closes, then bthe people will have
Lo Fall back on a host of obher
Federal programs for  their very
survival. But i Lhere is no
Canaca, 1 there 414 no  Fedoereal
Governmenl  there are o Federal
programns, no UlCs, no pensions, no
Family allowances.

MR. NOEL:

Sheaune ! Shame ! Shame !

That possibility mongering, Mr.
Speaker. We din  Opposilion have
been asking that ULhe Premier pul
his plan to tear up Meech Lake
before a Commitlee Lhat would hold
public hearings . Rut Lhe
Premier's posilion is Lo iz 1l
Meeach Lake Mirst Lhen have @
committoe, And  Lhat amounts Lo
closing Uthe barn door afler  Lho
horse is gone.

And [ conclude my televuision
address with this, 'Premier Wells
is playing Russian roulelte wilh
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the fate of the Canadian nation.
The Premier dis playing with f(ire,
And unfortunatbtely ladies and
gentlemen, wmaybe you and I might
get burnt.'

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. HEWLETT:

The Premier talks about the fact
that he has had Lremendous support
from all across this nation. I
have an article here from the
Vancouver Sun, no less.

AN HON. MEMBER:
No less.

MR. HEWLETT:

No less. And it says 'Clyde Wells
dangerous fantasy.' Now for a
moment, Mr. Speaker, when 1 saw
the title, I though maybe this 1is
something that should be censored
and not Tlooked abt because heaven
knows what dangerous fantasies are
about. But a Mr. Bruce Hulbchinson
speaks very plainly about the fact
that our Premier, in his approach
to Lhis matler, ia nol bheing
real. [t is all rantasy.

Mr. Speaker, Lthis Govermnenkt has
been 1in  power now for aboub a
year., fhe place 1is gone Lo wraeck
and ruin and it ds amazing that
they are able Lo get away with
what they are doing. But they
have been Lremendously good, I
will give them credit, at throwing
up their sinoke screen., But
somehow, somewhere Lhe truth ds
Finally Utrickling through. One of
the national palling
organizations, [ believe, ik is
Decima, 1 think 4t was the ond of
February polling, gave Lhe Wells
Gouvernmant. Lhe lowest @conomic
performance rating ever recordod
in this Province since Decima has
been polling in this Province, Lhe
lowest ever, gave them a 35 per
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cent approval rating, Mr .
Speaker. Somewhere - euven though
a lobt of people obviously seem Lo
support Lhe Premier's Meech Lake
position ~35 per cent 1is their
approval rating on their handling
of the economy.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Ooh, oh!

MR. HEWLETT:

Now sooner or later Meech Lake i3
going to be settled and go away or
the nation ds going to  be dn
turmoil, in which case Mr. Wells
will take his share of Lhe blame,
or if things are smoothed over and
everything goes nicely, then he
people of Lthe Province will have
Lo deal with the reality of he
performance of this Government on
economic matters., The real change
that they promi.ed Lhe peaople of
Newfoundland and Labrador - woell
Decima has Found the real chango,
Mr., Speaker, they found & 35 per
: approval rabting on cconomic
performance . And do you kinow how
you geb -35 per cent, Mr. Speakon?

AN _HON. MEMBER:
What 1is & Decima poll?

MR. HEWLETT
Decima poll is a good poll, do not
worry . I used to subscribe Lo il

AN _HON. MEMBER:

How do you get a -35 approval?

MR. HEW!
I will 211 you  how  you  gel @
‘ You asked ULhe question, M,
ker, do you approve or do you
disapprove ofF Lhe Governmenl ' s
handling of Lhe economy? Those
who  approve, Lhat  dis  a corltain
percentage, Lhat is R posilive
number . Those who disapprove thatl
is a negative number. You pul the
two  together and the disapproval
rate was so  high, that when vyou

No. 18 (Fuening) R124



put  the positive din  with the
negative you still came out wilh a
net negative ~35.

AN HON. MEMBER:
What?

MR, HEWLETT:

So no wonder Meech, Meech, Meech,
you cannot eat Meech, Mr. Speaker,
but that is what the crowd
opposite have been trying to get
the people of the Province to
eat. Trying to gel them Lo
swallow Meech, M. Speaker., You
put the positive wilth the negative
and you do elementary mathematics
and vyou get minus 35 per cent
approval rating under handling of
the economy., Is it any wonder
that we have closure? Is 1t any
wonder Lthat we do not have Lthe
motion to rescind Meech Lake going
before a Comnittee, Lo go ouk
there s<so that people can talk
about 1it, people can learn about
it, people can understand it
bhecause once they start Lo
disagree wi th Lhe Premier's
position on Meech mayhe Lhen Lhey
will start to turn Lheir heads and
wonder what  Lhe Premier is doing
about the things he was elecled Lo
do. He was not elected bto Lear up
Meech . He was not  elecled to
amalgamate,

AN. HON. MEMBER:
Did you write this?

MR. HEWLETT:
No, [ did not write that.

[ did several brochures in Lhe
Premier's office, Sir, and Lhey
were all excellent. But I did not
write that one . I did many
brochures when I was in the
Premier's office but I had nolhing
to  do with the pickle brochure
whatsoever A humongous
disclaimer, M. Speaker, I  had
nothing Lo do wilh the pickle
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brochure. I also did many polls
of my  own when [ was in Lthe
Premiaer's office, hundreds
probably, and the one thing that
was consistent on every poll you
do 1in Newfoundland, and [ am sure
the Liberal Party does 1t hecause
[ am sure even bthey have a vague
interest now and then in what the
people think and they probably do
Lest the waters now and then tao
Find out what people think. on
evay poll you eyer hold in
Newfoundland, anywhere fron 75 Lo
90 per cent of the respondents say
Lhe greatest problem in this
Province has to do with Lhe
@conomy, jobs, and unemploymenlt -
always related Lo johs, M.
Speaker, So  what do we  have
here? We have & Government that
has spent a solid year ranting and
raving across the Canadian nation
on a matlter of the Constitution,
confusing everybhody, blurring Lhe
issues, trying to let people Lhink
abhout anything under Lhe SUn
exceplt jobs.

ey  were  going Lo bring home
cuery  molher's son, Mr.
and cuery  molher's dauyhter, L
would presume, hon., Mcembor for S
John's East. The  women e From
Lhe east, M-, Speaker, like Uthe
wise men, [ guess, come Lo think
of 4L, I wonder where the star
is, Mr. Speaker? [s it up Lthere
right now? Here we are  lalking
For days, and days, and days, on
the Constitution of Canada not
bhecause we had to, bul because Lhe
Premier wanted us Lo We dicd nol
have bto tear up Meoch Lake. e
Premier deocided we  had to, wmaybe
hecause ofF S OME of his O
convictions wilkh regard Lo Llhe
Constitution of this nation but
mor e probably, M, Spealker,
because dealing wiLh Lhe
Constitution of Lhis nation avoids
having Lthis House deal wilh LUhe
eConomy and realily of Lhis

Spealkoer,
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Province. Meech lLake, and
amalgamation before 1it, bolh are
smoke screens, and as 1 said dn
both wmy TV addresses, and as I
have said din this Assembly, merely
smoke screens, but where there is
smoke there 1s fire and with the
lLiberals in power again the smoke
is coming from our burning boats.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Member For St. John's
South.

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

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member For Mount Scio
- Bell Island.

MR. WALSH:

The sun did rise over Signal Hill
on June 24 and Canada was still
one nation continuing to go forth.

MR. SPEAKER:
Fhere 1is no point of order.

he hon. the Memnber for St. John's
Soulh.

Mr. Speaker, I know Lthe hour is
getting late. I can tell the hour
is getting late. My Falher once
told me, 'Tom, 1f you ever gel on
your feet [ give you three things
to remember ., Do not follow
animals, kids, and preople who
recite silly poems.'

I think what I will tell the hon.
Member for Green Bay 1s Lo leave
the poetry to my friend Loyola,
stay away From it. fhe lights are
on and nobody 1s home. I suppose,
before I get into this and somne
thoughts on the Meech Lake Accord
that I have, how time turns Lthe
coin. The hon Member [(or Green
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Bay was talking about polls and
exaclkly this time last yeaar,
exactly one year to the day, Lhe
hon. Gentleman and his colleagues
were twenty-one points ahead in
the polls. Twenty-one points
ahead in the polls. Now, I am nol
too  sure where he gob bhis math
from either as he rambled through
this 35 mwminus factor, bur [ look
at twenty-one ahead, ten we had, a
majority, and that adds up to
thirty-one ahead, so in a matter
of Fifteen days, Lthe polls lurned
around thirty-one points, that s
positive thirty-one, nolb negative
thirty-five, right?

The hon . Minister of Finarice
mentioned Churchill Falls Lhe
other evening in Lhe heat  of
debate and I will mention it and [
shall try to contain myself . Hind
sigl bt dis 20/20 wvision obviously,
and I remember very  well, M .
Speaker, and even belFore Churchill
Falls, the hon . Member [or
Menihek, when Lhe Carol | ake
project slarted under ULhe greal,
Lha qgreat  Liberal  Goverrnnent  of
Lhal day, Newfoundlanders woenl  dn
Lo Lheat particular part ol
Labrador and worked side hy  side
with Lhe people From Lhe Province
of  Quebec. Not Lhe francophone
population from Manitoba, nobt Lhe
francophone populatiaon from  New
Brunswick or Nova Scotia, bub Lhoey
workecd side by side wilh Lhe
people Mrom Lhe province ofF
Ruebec. As the Carol lake project
came on and was completed and the
Twin Falls Project came on behind
that, Lhe same Newloundlanders and
Lhe  same  workers, Lhousands of
workers [rom  bolth Uhis Province
ancd the province of Quebec worked
side by  side, and  one  of  Lhe
conditions ol Lhe Churchill
contract Lhat Premier Smal lwood
signed at Lhat particular Ltine wus
that 51 per cenk of Lhe workers
belong Lo Lhis  Province and in
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order Lo make 1t work with Premier
lLesage, at that time, he had Lo
give din to 49 per cent of Lhe
workers From the province of
Quebec and if there were any other
jobs lefFt over, of course, they
could have been filled by any
other provinces throughout the
nation.

So, Newfoundland, historically,
From the time we enterad
Confederation, we have been very
conciliatory, we have been 1in the
development of this Province 1
might add, 1in the development of
this Province. We have invited
the Quebec work Force into
Labrador to share, to share, MPr.
Speaker, 1in that development, in
the wages and in the experience 1in
the expertise that was developed
in creating what was at that time,
the greatest engineering Feat
probably of any Hydro eleclric
project, a massive, eleven turbine
powerhouse sitting din the middle
of a mountain and it was pubt thero
by ten vyears of Newfoundlanders
and Franch Canadians M om Lhe
province of Quebec working side by
side, a btotal Leibule Lo bobkh the
work force from this Province and
Lhe work Force from Lhe province
of Quebec.

Now, Mr. Speaker, how often have
we heard over the last year that
we would love to bring back the
contract of Churchill Falls. Wiy
would we like to bring it back,
Mr. Speaker? We would 1ike to
bring it back hecause it is
Flawed. Lt is Flawed, M,
Speaker . It ds flawed because il
gives all of the better part - bhe
economy of Lhalt contracl goes Lo
Lhe Province of Quebec <o we would
love to bring it home. The hon.
Members  opposite  would love Uto
bring that contract back. We have
asked and we have negotiated.
They have asked and negoliated.
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Mr. Moores asked and neqgotialbed.
Mr. Moores became incensed, when
he was the Premier. He said that
he was so mad that Quebec would
not sit down and renegotiate bthe
contract that he was going Lo cut
off the power that was going and
Flowing across that Province and
into the United States markels.
He did not do 1t. We all know why
he did not do it because he had a
contract that was signed.

As I have said, Mr. Speaker, if we
could get that contract and bring
it back and make it what we feel
as fair, then so we would. But we
signed that contract when oil was
approximately $2.50 & e ol

Little did we know, or litile did
anyhody know al ULhe time Lhal Len
or FifFteen YEErs later Lhe
producers of potroleum producls
throughoult the world would inFlate
oil to $36 or $38 a barrel and
Lhen the terino plants hecamne
impossible to generale eleclricily
and all ofF  a sudden  Churchill
Falls baok on @& majestic amounl of
dollars and cenls and 10 was worln
a forlune, We realize Lhal we ol
shortchanged.

Now in  saying all ofF that, Mr.
Speaker, let me say tLhis Lhat
NewFoundland never ab  any  giuven
time (ried or soughl any more tLhan
we  asked and Lo renegotiale the
Lower Churchill, that tremendous
hydro potential [ suppose. [ do
not know, Mr. Speaker, of anywhere
else in the Free world or probably
any part of this world, ULhal such
an  oulstanding renswable resource
and we would Tove f{or Hibernia
Lo c¢ome in  Lomorrow and, ploase
God  wilh the  hon. Minisler of
Mines and Lhe Premier's of Forls
and Lhe Governmenl's eflorts we
will see Hibernia come in, bub one
thing that we know Lhat Llwently
Five years from Now the
possibility d¢ Lhal Lhe offshore
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will he gone. But one thing that
we do  know, is that the lowaer
Churchill, the Upper Churchill,
the Ffive other rivers that Flow
out through Quebec will forever in
time be a renewal resource to be
shared by the people of this
Province and the Province of
Quebec.

Mr. Speaker, the point that I try
to make in this analogy 1s that
Newfoundland, fFrom the time we
entered Confederation, has been a
sound solid partner in this
Confederation. We have
continually sent an uncountable

resource, a rasource that has
never been brought to light, to
Canada and that dis, our people.
Qur people, thousands and
tLhousands of NewFoundlanders have
gone off to all parts of Canada
From British Col imbia Lo Nova
Scotia, our greatest resource and
developed the rest of tLhis
country . At no time did Lhe
Federal Governmaent or any
Provincial Government ever say Lo
NewFoundland that hore i an
equalization din paymenl for your
people, Bacause bthat would not
have been acceptable Lo  anybody.
But  in reality there is nothing
greater Lhat Newfoundland has Lo
ol Fer Lthis counktry, that we all
want and love and want Lo belaong
to, the hon. Mambers opposite
said, and all the Members on this
side said, we all understand that
the people of this Province if
they came home btomorrow we would
almost stand shoulder Lo
shoulder. ey have bheen great
contributors in this counlry,
groeat,

Now, Mr. Speaker, our [riends sal
down 1in 1988 wilh the now Prime
Minister ofF Canada, and Lhey
signed an dinlent Lo bring Gthis
constitution together 1in June of
this year. One  of Lhe second
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issues that they placed on  Lhe
Meech Accord to be discussed, and
it was put on by the previous
Premier, Premier Peckford, was the
fishing industry. It was Lo be
discussed and entered into Lhe
Meech Lake Accord.

And 1 suppose, Mr. Speaker, that
satisfied Mr. Peckford and he had
now @a reason to come back to
Newfoundland and say, 'Hey we are
not out of this. We have been
given something by Lthe Feds.' And
you krnow, the hon. Members
Opposite all during this debale
have been adamant about Lhe
watering down of the Federal ond
of  Lhis country and giving wmore
avlonomy and more responsibility,
more say in our fishery and olher
RIEAS . Ancl Mr . Speaker, in
reality a have nol Province like
NewfFoundland, the laslt thing it
needs 1ds the lessening of & sltrong
core, the lessening of a strony
Ottawa hecause it withers down our
position.

Yau know, Lhe haon Meanb oy
Opposile Lalk aboul e
jurisdiction, mnore managenmernl,
more whaltever in L [ ishiing
industry. [r Lhe Foederal
Governmaenl said Lo Prewmier Wells
Lomorrow Lhe Fishery, Lhe
jurisdiclion of  the fishery, Lle
whole Fishery is yours,
Newfoundland would be dn a slale
of wvery serious concern becausae
First off, I &n sure our friends
OURFSCAs would Find outk Lhat
Newfoundland oW heacl &
jurisdiction of 1it's continenlal
shelf, a 200 mile Twmil. And Lhen
they would come in and of course
we  would Lake our  Lhree waler
bombers and  maybe Lhe  Norma &
Gladys - 1 do not know if «he i<
still Fleoating or whalever - and
we would go out and we would (end
ol our Friends Fyom France,
Portugal and Spain and we would
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say hey we got dt, we own 1t now
gekbt out of here. Get oul of here
you guys and we drop water on them
or we throw cucumbers at bthem or
something. I do not know what we
would do with them. What
silliness for Members Opposite to
stand 1in  their place and talk
about having jurisdiction,
watering down the FfFederal end and
turning the fishery over to us.
How in  heavens name could we
possibly, Mr. Speaker, look after
Lhe total continental shelf. [t
is impossible.

Now the second dissue in the Meech
ficcord was promised the then
Premier of the day. If I thought
within myself Lthe signing of Lhe
Meech Accord would bring
prosperity back to the Fishing
industry in this Province and
every ounce and piece of Fish
plant out there that we have now
could be brought to fFull
production, that every plant on
this Island that workers could
walk in Lomorrow morning and
process fish, then [ would have
great diffdiculty standing up here
and  condemning  the Meech Accord.
But 1 kriow, as you know  Mr,
Speaker, and all hon. Members know
in this House Lhat LCLhat dis not
possible. e Meech Accord cannot
put anymore fish off the coaslt of
this Province and you can discuss
it until the cows come home.

You know, Mr. Speaker, when you
stop and think aboulk what the
Federal Governmenl Lold Lhe
industry, told Lhe previous
Premier and Fisheries Minisler in
1987 when e was the then
Fisheries Minister, that 240,000
metric tons was certainly  under
what CLhey hoped 1t would be in
1990. And 1in 1990 basically we
were looking al a TAC of 300,000
tons. e S aw the Harris
Commission the other day which &
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lot of Members are very concerned
and wvery dinterested in, and so
they should be, especially Lhe
rural end and even me because [
suffered the consequences 1in my
own District and the webkfish or
groundfish operation on the south
side  was in  demise until bhis
Government came along this vyear
and encouraged National Sea, who
were very difficult to encourage,
and now at least we have a plant
with a shrimp peeling operation
over there on the soulh side. Rut
in thinking through what the
Harris Report says, Mr. Speaker,
in basic language this time next
year i Mr. Valcourt and M
Mulroney and his Friends lislen Lo
Lhe Harris Report, we will be
faced with 125,000 metric Lons of
ground Ffish, of northern cod off
our coast.

Now, 1f the Meech Lake Accord will
put it back Lo 350,000 melric
Lons, as they told Lhe Lle
Fisheries Minister, as e
Fedoral, Lhen Fisheries Minisler
sald, Newtoundland would be able
Lo go  oul  wilhoul  hurbing Lhe
resource  and calch 350,000 melric
tons in 1991 Lhen T would «land
and support Live Moo ch Accord,
hecause alb least within my mind I
would know that tLhe inlormation
Lhey had given us could be Lrusled.

We  can  talk aboubt  Lhe Mulroney
Government and trust. We  can talk
aboul 1t (or & Jlonglime, and Lhe
Lhings Lhat impact Newloundland as
a "have not’ Provinge are in
demise, We are  subjecl Lo  UILC
whether we Tike 1L or we do nol
like 1it. [t has become a way ol
life 4dn Lhis Province. There are
many reasons For that and ULhey are
too lengthy Lo discuss righl now.

lalk about closure, Mr. Speaker.
Today in Ot tawa Lhe lory
Government. of fered closure on  Lhe
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GST . There 1¢ a 7 per cenlt tax
that 1is going to be dropped down
around those who have in Lhe
province of Ontario, Alberta, and
Quebec, but 1is also going to be
dropped down around those who do
not have, in the provinces of
Newfoundland, Prince Edward
Island, and the other 'have-not'
areas and regions of this
Country. Trust for the Mulroney
Government. No, T am sorry, Mr.
Speaker, there 1is nothing that
gives Lthe people ofF this Province
any reason to trust the Tory
Administration in Ottawa.

We will see Mr. Crosbie and Mr.
Valcourt in the next few days
coming again and dumping their bag
out on Lhe people of Newfoundland,
and [ would really hope that if
that bag of money, when 1t hits
the gr-und and 1t 1is dispersed
among the communities who are
going to suffer throughout this
year, that this time next year the
hag will be smaller and people
will be better off, people will
have a feeling of securily, LUhey
will be dnto Ffoull-time Fobs and
they will have somelbhing lo do,
come on with the money. I will be
vaery surprised, Mr. Speaker, and T
will be the first Lo stand and
adiit’ that it was a good move 1if
we do not need the same amount of
money to support and sustain
NewfFoundlanders this time next
year, [ will be wvery surprised.
We will probably need more.

Mr . Speaker, 1if there was anybhing
that the Meech Accord of(ered Lhis
Prouince, to take it and put it in
a have position, for forly yvears
we have been parkt of Lhis great
nation of Canada and we have heen
a ‘'have not' Province. We have
heard the adjustment of regional
disparity fForever bul at leask as
the crumbs fell fron the table and
we played the Lazarus role and
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picked them up, we knew that maybe
someday, or we hoped that someday,
we waould have an opporlunity Lo
become part of the nation and be
equal din this nation, Now a&ll of
a sudden we are Tlooking at a
document that 1is so TFlawecd that
they are asking this Province and
all other provinces to sign it and
it would Forever enshrine
Newfoundland as a "have not'
Province. Now how in  Heaven's
name can  logical thinking fall
down around the ears aof the
Members opposite and how can they
stand in their place and ask bthis
Governmenlt to supporbt and sign &
document that would Fforever make
us @& '"have not' Province? It e
incredible, Mr. Speaker. Howouer
the eloquency of Lhe Membyer s
opposite and their poinls wers
well taken and well raised butl
this evening, not Far Fromn now
this Government will have Lo make
a decision Lhat will o a
Newfoundland decision, 1 do notl
think one hon. Member on ULbhis side
has one single solilary lecling
aboul denouncing Lhat [ Latged
documenl called the Meech Accord

[ would hope thal 1in the upcoming
months, with the eflort aof Lhis
Government and Lhis  Premicr, we
can ofller Cthe people of Canada a
new Constibtution, a now Lhought, a
new  cddea,  whether il e called
parallel or companion or whatever,
we can offer Canada an Accord that
is Ffair, not only to Quebec and
Ontario, but fair and Fundamenla’l
to all of us. Fhank you, M.
Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER
he hon. Lhe Menber For St. Mary's
- The Capes.

[hank you very much, Mr. Speakoer,
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It is with a Fair amount of
sadness and concern that one rises
tonight to speak on Lthe motion. L
have listened to a number of the
speachas and shared in some of the
joviality which has gone on
tonight. I wonder, are we taking
the 1ssue as seriously as people
across the country? Perhaps we
should ask what is the main
concern across this country
tonight, from here where we are to
the Far reachas oF British
Columbia. From the calls coming
in, I would suggest Lhe main
concern is what dis going to happen
in Newfoundland tonight? Is the
axe going to fall? It is a very,
very serious question, because 1t
is not just another resolution.
We have gone through in Lhis House
this year and in the past years a
number of resolutions, easpecially
in relation to Private Member's
Day, some of them exbtremely
serious, some of Lhem put on Lhe
Order Paper bto have something Lo
pass away the day, and when LULhe
vote comes, Lthe effect, perhaps,
does not have thalt much Lo do with
what happens in Lhe Province or in
the country or in Lhe world. But
Lhe vote on the resolution btonignt
has & tremendous amounlt Lo do with
what happens 1in this Prouvince and
in this country and, yes perhaps,
in this world, because what
happens here tonight could decide
- I will not say will decide
could decide what happens Lo
Canada as a country.

We hauve seen in Lthe past, (rom the
days when the first settlers came
to our shores, Followed closely by
the French, and I will Forgel
about the Norse people and LULhe
people who came by way of Lhe
Bering Strailt, as the Member f{or
St. John's centre, the Minister of
Finance, discussaed Lhe other
night, and we will get 1dinto more
modern history aboult the French
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and English. Shortly af e
Newfoundland was discovered, we
saw Lhe French come along and drop
in on our shores. Some of bthen
stayed here, and the rest moved on
up the Gulf of St. Lawrence into
Quebec  and, consequently, @across
the  country. If we look at
Canadian history we will see that
most of the original discoverers,
most of the original explorers
were French. We have Cartier and
Champlain and Radisson and
D'Ibberville and the rest, and
then eventually Henry and the
others pressing further west. We
hear vivid descriptions of what
they saw, from the forested lands
Filled with game Lo, weventually,
the Prairies, then ULhe mounlain:g
and Lthe nice peacelul land on the
obther side of Lhe mountains and
the big ocean on the far side.

Now, that was the First real
vision of Canada as & country, @
tremendous counbry. We can
imagine how tremendous, how big il
seened  then, when 1L look years
and Yyeanrs and Years [ o Lle
axploraers Lo Force Lheir Yy
across the counlry bte (fdnally [(ind
Lhe shining sea in Lhe waesl. o
can picture the dmprescsion 101 made
on these explorers. They realized
what & lremendous nalion we  had
and, hopefully, we, Loday, also
realize what & ULremendous nabion
we  have, a natbtion Uthat was bied
Logether, perhaps [y Live
railroad. Maybe it is significant
that tLhe pulling up of the
railroad in  Newfoundland is¢  Uhe
starl of the pulling aparl of Lhe
nabion again. Maybhe Lhat also
starts dn Newfoundland Whore Lhe
physical disruption ol Lhe chailns
that [yinc slarted, Moty e Lhe
acltual destruction ol the counbiry
slarbs here bLonighl. But we saw a
nation develop, a nalion diverse
in ouwr people, din our dnteresls,
in our needs, 1n how we live, in
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what we produce, vyek, we were
independent . There was & common
bond between us. Even bthough in
the beginning the people whao
pushed forward, who really opened
up the heart of the country were
French speaking people, a lot of
the settlement that was done here
in our own Province was done by
the French. But as history goes
on and describes Lhe battles
between the English and the
French, we talk about the wvisits
from the people in Placentia
across the Avalon to attack St.
John's, Bay Bulls, Renews and
other places; we spe the old
fortifications along our coast
whera we defended ourselves
against the French; we talk aboul
the Battle of Louisburg and we
talk about the battle on the
Plains of Abraham, the famous last
battle 1in the fight for dominance
of the country, where the English
finally took control of Canada hut
then accepted the French as they
were and gave them a number of
concessions and lel thenm be part
of  this great country. Yel, it
seems, even Lhough many years have
gone by, that tLhe french are still
nol really al home in Lhis greal
country of ours, that some people
seam  to  think they should not
share 1in the things all the rest
ofF us share in. And it is because
they feel that way, perhaps, LUthat
thay look For a little mnore
guarantee when we come Lo  Lhe
written laws and rules of Lhe
country Uthan some of the rest of
us would look for. Consequently,
up until now we have not seen them
becoine really part of this greatl
nation; Lhey have not  come in
under our Constitution.

Bubt, Ffinally, as our Pramier's got
together, all of them, they came
up  witkh this comnon  bond Lheat
would unite the counbry, even
Lhough 1t meant, perhaps, giving a
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Jlittle bit here and there, making
some extra concessions. The
concessions Lhat were made were
concessions that added, that gave
to provinces. ey were not
concessions that took away From
anybody else. I think too often,
perhaps, we feel, 1F I am not
going to get anything out of 1it,
then I do not want anybody else Lo
get anything out of 1it. This is
where we stand with the Meech Lake
Accord: 1f Quebec 1is going Lo gel
a little more than 1 amn, then 1
wanlt no parlt of it. [F it 1is not
hurting me, I do not mind who wins
the Tlolto. IFfF [ do not win ik,
great ! IF somebody else wins L
wonderful For thein, [ ain nok
Tosing anylhing. On  the olher
hand, 1F the $1 willion lLhey have
in one hand came oul of my pockel
on the other hand, vyes, T wonld
worry ., But, din this case Lhat s
not  Lhe case. Quebec's gain s
not our loss, it dis nol Lhe loss
of Prince Edward I[sland, nor 1is it
the loss of Nova Scolia.

We wonder, as we look al Uhe olher
provinces, How came  Newlound]and
i Lhe only aone which secme Lo bo
$s0 right or wrong?

AN HON. MEMBER:
What about N
Manilbtoba?

Brunswick arndl

MR. HEARN:

1 will get to that. It 1s & long
way across the country yob.

We  do  not  soee Lhe Premijcr  of
Prince EBEdward lsland rescinding a
motion. [n facl, W SO him
speaking oul wvery, very slrongly
in support of Meech Lake. One  of
the signers, he understands whal
wenk on, *he understands Lhe
reasoning  hehind Meech Lake, he
understands Lhe implication, ha
understands Lhe interpretalion,
which 1is perhaps a lolb more than
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ours does, and his Province is the
smallest 1n Canada. If we talk
about being entrenched as a have
not Province, as the Member f(or
St. John's South talked about,
certainly Prince Edward Island and
Premier Ghiz would have a lobt more
to worry about than us.

When we look at the Premier of
Nova Scotia, he is unflinching in
his support for the Meaech Lake
Accord; the Premier of Ontario,
the Premier of Alberta, the
Premiar of Saskatchewan, the
Premier of British Columbia, and
the Premier of New Brunswick has
come up with an didea that gets him
out of a tight bind and lets him
accept the Meeach Lake Accord
provided there are olbher Uthings
that will be considered later. ol
course, that is part ol the
agreement anyway . And do not bhe
surprised if the Premier of
Manitoba - we all know why the
Pramier of Manitoba is not jumping
on the band wagon. It ds not
because of his concern alone about
the Mecch Lake Accord, he dis in a
Eighter position Lhan anybaody
else, He o ds Lhe Leader of &
minority Government, which puls
him in & very precarious spol; he
has to make sure he makes Lhe
right moves politically. But do
not be surprised 1iF between now
and the 23rd of June the Premier
of Manitoba finds a way Lo be
accommodated 1in relation to the
Meech Lake Accord, which leaves
Newfoundland, perhaps, the only
Province oukside Lthe agreement.

Just a short while ago, Lthe Memnber
for St. John's South talked aboul
our  Province becoming entrenched
as a have-notk Province
Fearmongering basically, and it is
a complete reversal of the speech
of the Member TFor Pleasantville a
little earlier this evening, when
he talked about Newfoundland and
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now much Newroundland has
contributed to Confederation, and
I agree with himn. [ ayree with
every word he said. We have paid
our own way in many ways. He did
not spell it out, but from what he
was saying, one would get the
feeling Lhat the Member fFor
Pleasantville, ifF bhis counkry
Falls apart, as it quite might
well, the Member for Pleasantville
was basically saying, don'lt worry,
be happy, we can make 1t on our
own ., And, once - again, I am not
sura that tLhe Member For
Pleasantuille is all Lhat  much
incorrect 1in what he 1is saying,
because T do thihk, with the will
oF Lhe people who inhabit Lhis
Province of ours, yes, we could
make it on owr own il we want Lo,
but we would make it & lol beller
as part of this great nabion.

Me number of Members on the olbher
side in speaking talked aboul Lhe
Fear of  weakening e central
Government by giving more power Lo
Lhe Provinces . Surely Lhe
Provinces cannol have power. Wil
are Lhey going to do wilh power?
What  Lhey are guing Lo do  wilh
power, Mr. Specaker, [ submib, is
they will uwse it to dinfluence «
centralist Government., [ wun nat
against & slrong Governmenl in Lhe
country, but [ am nolk For a strong
Government if it means lLaking away
all our powers, where we are just
little pawns hending al EUGEPY
that 1is brealhed in Obbawa,
as we say during Lthe Trudeau era.

P

Getting back Lo the Member [(or St

John's Soulh when  he described
what Gt would be 1like 1 we had
jurisdiction over Lhe [ishery -
how could we patrol Lhe 200 mile
Timig? Mat, Ls aluways Lhe
argument, . I can never  renember
anybody asking For jurisdiction
over Lhe fishery. We , in
Governmnenlt, were always accusoed of
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that by the Members Opposite, but
you will have to do a lot of
searching Lo Find Lhe word
"jurisdiction.' The word
"influence' 1is tLthe word that was
used . Some say 'in management '
fronight we have had a number of
fishermen up in the galleries and
I am sure they would only be too
glad to have some direct say 1in
some of the decisions that are
made in relation to quotas, 1in
relation to licencing, 1in relation
to management of our resources.
If we had had 1t, we would not be
in the mess we are in today - 1if
we had been able to do what Lthe
fishermen asked in relation to not
only when we talk aboulb Ffish in
Newfoundland we think we are
talking about cod, or  we are
talking about all aspects of Lthe
Fishery, including the seal
fishery, whereby if Newfoundland
had some influence and control
over the seal herds we would not
have Lthe major problem we have
today because Oltawa 1s afraid to
make a move in case thoey disrupl
the dnternational <«itualion. All
we ayer askaod For IS solne
influence,

[t dis a bit peculiar that 1n the
last couple of weeks, now that the
heat 1is really on in relation to
the fishery that ds falling down
around the ears of Lthe present
Goverrnment, with Fish plants
closing, workers nobt knowing wherae
to go, fishermen not knowing where
they are going to have markets,
and this Government closing a
blind eye and closing the doors Lo
any assistance Lo help keep the
operations going, it is no wonder
that the Minister of Fisheries is
now requesting some say in what is
going aon, suggesting that a panel
be set up, a joint panel, so Lhat
there be some joint say over what
is going on. Fhat is what
Newfoundland has been asking for
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For years, and the people opposile
would not go along witlh. And df
we had gotlten something bthen, some
years ago, as I said, we would nol
be in the mess we are in Loday.
And, of course, the attitude of
this Government is well, 'I would
do something about it 4if 1 could,
but I cannot.' Well, ifF Lhe
Government of the Province cannot
do something about 1t, who can?
You can do something about 1t if
you want to try to do somebthing
about it

MS VERGE:
I would ifF I coulg, but [ cannotk.

Mr. Speaker, we are approximalely
one hour away [rom taking a vale
on Lhe resolution; we are one hour
away Frrom making Lhe higgest
mistake this Province  has euor
made; we are one hour away From
not only pulling the plug orn he
Meech Lake Accord, we could be one
hour away from pulling the plug on
Canada as a nation. And 1 you
Lhink that s fecrmongering, well,
Lhen, Lhere are e oo
dedicated, educalecd, cintelligentl,
constitutionally awarse g plae  than
[ who have Lhe same concern.

ns [ said when I starlted, Mr.
Speaker, there 1s a lol of caoncern
across the country Lonight. n lob
of  people are wondering whal is
going Lo happen, And 1t is not
whether or nol Lhe Canadiens c¢an
come  back and  bes Ruffalo, or
whether Grelzky will bhe ready [or
the third game, it is  whal is
going to happen when Newfoundland
pulls the plug on Mecch lLake, and
what dis qoing Lo happen Lo Lhis
country? Mr. Speaker, [ just hope
For Lhe sake of Newloundland and
for lLhe sake of Canada Lhat Lhe
decisions macle here tonighl
eventually turn  outb Lo  bhe Lhe
right ONes Thank you, M,
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Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member for Exploits.

MR. GRIMES:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

I mentioned the 1last time I rose,
Mr. Speaker, in addressing the
amendment proposed by the Leader
of the Opposition, that I would
beg Lthe 1indulgence of Members of
the House 1if I spoke more quickly
than I normally do, and I must
doubly beg that indulgence
tonight, since Lhe Eime is
restricted to just twenty minutes
instead of thirty.

[ cannot help but refFlect on a
couple of matters, and I will try
to gelt as many of them as [ can
into the next Ffew minutes while T
take advantage ofF this greal
opportunity to participate in Lhe
debate on the revoking of  Lhe
acceptance of Lhe Meech Lake
amendments by this House of
Assembly and Lhis Province a
couple of years ago.

A couple of hours ago we witnessed
one of the great displays, the
great harangue again, the ire and
the wrath of the Leader of GLhe
Opposition and Lhe Opposition
House Leader, and a couple of
other Members c¢rying out Foul and
so on, crying oulbt because Lheir
rights to debate this very
important resolution were Dbeing
trampled on and so on. Ancd we had
a classic Ffearmonger Just Ffinish
nis presentation, which [
addressead in my last remarks .
Baefore that, they wanted o badly
to debate that they went Lhrough
that fuss so they could put up a
griper and complainer, who griped
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and complained about not bheling
able to debate instead of using
the opportunity, and a poet,

So that is how dimportant it was to
debate Meech Lake. They wanted Lo
have the time this evening to pul
up someone who complained about
not getting the opportunity to
debate, a poet, and one of Lhe
fearmongers, which d1s the only
real weapon they have left in
their arsenel. The poet euean
mixed in a few of the threalts that
we know are going to mount din the
next little while. Tre  is  bad
enough to talk aboul breaking up
the country, but we Ffully expecl
people to go around the Province
in Live nexk Little  while arnd
really try to talk to people aboul
Lhe Canada Pension Plan being
gone, the unemployment dnsurance
scheme being ouk Lhe window,
family allowances gone, all the
things that went into Lhe
Confederation debate 1in 1949, 1
Lhink it is unfortunale that
people stoop Lo Lhat in Lhis
debale, bul [ quess for Lhelr own
polilically parlisan reasons  Lhey
have no choice bubt Lo do so, bto go
wlong with their friends upalong

Let us deal with the urgency of
Lhe debate., fMhere has been lobs
of  time for debate, M. Speaker,
1 they had wished Lo uwse it in
Lhe fashion they cried oul CLhey
did.

MS VERGE:

(]naudjﬁle).

to that, as well.

Qur calculations, up Lo 1030
today, dndicate that Lhere wore
thirty-one ancd a nall haours
avallable dn  Uhis Legislature Lo
debate Lthis resolubion, since 1in
was dinltroduced by Lhe Premier.
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Since Resolution 12 Was first
called up to 10:30 tonight, not
counting the last hour and a half,
there were thirty-one and a half
hours available to be used. Now,
the most optimistic and lenient
recounting of what happened a
couple of years ago brings it to
seventeen hours and twenty-three
minutes . But the Opposition House
Leader, who was almost Leader of
the Opposition save for a few
votes, and some friends over there
who pretend they are his and were
not a year or so ago, indicated
that he was saying that it was
maybhe fifteen or sixteen hours.
In our checking, we have stretched
it and said the most vyou could
aver gelbt was seventeen hours and
twenty-three minutes, that were
available when Premier PeckFord
introduced it - thirteen days
spread over parts of Four monbths.
Now, we have had thirty-one and =a
half hours available, straight
time, steady on the Order Paper,
called continuously since bhis
debate started, beocause we believe
1t 1s important, and we Cthink it
should be debated first.

Now, Members opposite decided thal
petitions were more important, and
I have no quarrel wilh that. [
understand the place of petitions
in this House of Assembly and I
respect Lthat, but certainly some
of the petitions which were placed
here may not be in the same exact
realm right now as Lhe Meech Lake
debate should have been, but that
was their decision. It is on the
Order Paper. That 1is whal they
chose to do wi Lh tLhe time
available, and they also engaged
in a few little slick Utricks that
made them feel good because Lhey
thought they did some bhing
wonderful . They c¢ry out then,
when we counter their little
tricks, that we are violating the
rules. But  every rule in  the
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Standing Orders and so on is Lhere
For a purpose. OF  course, the
Leader of the Opposition showed
his hand from the Ffirst day, and
in it 1in Hansard. Because din his
opening address, in the First
hour, he said, 'We will uze, M,
Speaker, esvery parliamentary btrick
in the book . ' So he exposed
himself right From the beginning.

There was no intention to debate
this recision motion based on its
merits, because they know they do
not have a leg to stand on. That
was Lthe iddea right Fron the very
first day, when the Leader of Lhe
Opposition rose and a1 thaoy
wou ld use euUeEry parliamentary
trick in Lhe book. Artd  when  we
counter those tricks by using ULhe
appropriate rules of Lhe House,
oh, we are squashing debate, wo
are muzzling tLhem, we are
trampling on their rights and all
Lhe usual complaints. We
understand that, and we understand
why they have to resort lo Lhose
kinds of Lhings, and i Lthey geot
some  fFeeling of sabislaclion and
comfaorl from thal, well sobeil

'Men  the public hearings. [ am
glad the Member f(or Humber FEasl
asked about the public hearings.
Not Lo be unkind, but I must seay
on Lthe record in Hansard what [
have said across the House on a
number of occasions and which, [
understand, was nol picked up. 1
understand Lhe Member (or Humber
Fast, having boen orn Lhe
Government side For some ten years
and & Cabinet Minister for &
period of Etime, was not known Lo
speak much in e House of
Assembly bubt has developed a great
vocabulary and a greal inleresl in
debale since becoming an
Opposition Memnber. I guess she s
e suited For Lhabt job, and T
her luck with it dn tLhe Lime
Lo  come. I wanl Lo pul Lthat on
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the record, nokt Lo be mean or
anything, but Jjust to say 1f I
were over there, I would try to do
some of the same things.

On Tuesday evening the Premier,
who has baeen described as
intransigent, inflexible,
non-accoimmodating, bullheaded and
all those kinds of things by
Members opposite, offered Lo
Members opposite without any
prompting, without any pressure,
just walked over and said, "We
will give you public hearings.'
Now, the arrangement was to be to
split the motion. We all know
that kind of stuff, Of course, in
The Evening Telegram- and on Uthe
news that evening, and 1 will
quote from The Euvening Taelegram:
Mr. Rideout, welcomed the move by
the Premier and suggested 1t was a
major victory for the Opposition
because they were Finally going to
get public hearings, that Lhe
Premier ol fered. He was not
bullied dinto dit, he was nolb asked
for 1it, he offered it of his own
accord, Yes, we will have public
hearings. Mr. Rideout said, "He
feels this actiaon represenls
substantial mouveament by the
Government and & victory for Lthe
Opposition which has been calling
for public hearings.'

pgain it ds a kit like, 1 qguess,
the fateful night of the Meach
Lake Accord in the first place,
that Lthat grealb victory somewhere
overnight, 1in the Leader of the
Opposition consulting wilh Lhe
Opposition House Leader, I assume,
and some mystical constitutional
aduisor Lhey have, the same
constitutional advisor who
suggests Lhe Senate has no power,
and has these people conuinced Uhe
Senate has no power, mus L go
somewhere to get Lhe powers and
all these kinds of Lhings - 1
would suggest you look at your
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constitutional aduisor -
between dark and daylight, e e
was a great change of mind; Lthe
public hearings which wore offered
were not important anymore - Nno
deal! No public hearings, that is
not important. We have Lo come
back and gripe and complain again.

To make sure that the record is
clear for the position offered by
the Premier on the public hearings
let me state it For you again one
more time. The Premier has stated
that this Government 1is ready Lo
have public hearings anytime, as
necessary, on proposals For
constitutional change. Proposals
For constitutional c¢hange, -

MS UERGE:
Why nmot (inaudible) bhelfore 1ibL s
done?

MR. GRIMES:
If you would listen until T have
fFinished, you will understand.

In 1982, Lihe Constilution was
patrialed and we had Lhe Charler
ol Rights. Mere have  Deen  NoO
changes since. Meech Lake i< one
atlbempl Lo have  some  amendmenls.,
These are Lhe first major proposed
amendments, We are talking now
aboul constitutional change. The
Premier <ays we are willing to go
around Lhis Province and el
people talk about the Constitubion
as 1l exists, which s sUill Lhe
1982 Conslbitution, Lhe Mecech Lake
Accord bheing one sebt of proposals
For change. We will also have Lhe
hearings and letl people Lalk aboul
Mr . McKaenna' s« proposal For
change . We would also  like Lo
introduce our own  proposals  [or
change and, Lo use an expression
From the Leader of Uhe Opposition,
"It Fommy  Toe from Ming's Bight
wants Lo bring in a proposal, we
would like to hear that too.' We
really would.
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But we do nolb, and 1t was stated
clearly, M. Speaker, For Lhe
House and Ffor Members opposite to
understand, we do not think and
cannot understand how anybody
would think it dis Ffair to talk
about constitutional change when
this House of Assembly is already
on record as endorsing one lot of
them. We want to talk about the
relative merits of all the
proposals, and that
Newfoundlanders and Labradorians
have a free, open discussion about
every single proposal for change,
whether it was drafted 4in Meech
Lake, whether 4t was drafted by
Premier McKenna, whether it was
drafted by Premier Wells, whethear
it was drafted by Tomny Toe From
Ming's Bight . 50, any time
Members opposite are ready For the
public hearings process, we still
stand ready, no doubt about it,
and let the record be clear.

The other point Lhen, Mr. Speaker,
I would like to address: [ still
find it very difficult Lo
compraehend and understand why 1t
is that we are supposed Lo believe
Lhat we cannot speak of our
concerns  during Lhese (ew  dayes
leading up to the 23rd of June.
We are supposed to stand here as
elected Members and believe in our
hearts and souls that something
has happened in this counlry and
in this Province that precludes us
From discussing the merits of Lhe
proposals that are there, because
i you do so, you are going Lo
break apart the country, and do
Lhis and do Lthat, and cause greab
damage Lo the nation.

Why can we not discuss our
concerns now, leading up Lo Lhe
23rd June, just like the people in
Quebec can discuss theirs and the
people in  Manitoba can discuss
theirs, and those in Alberta can
discuss theirs, and so on? There
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is some problen. Why can woe nol
discuss Senate reform? One of Uhe
greal things, I might again inform
the hon. Mamber For lorngat
Mountains, because 1 am sure he
did not read this before, [ am not
even convinced, from his commenls
so Tar, that he has read il this
time . But why can we not discuss
Senate reform, when, in Fack,
almost three yvears ago, when Gthis
thing was put together, there were
going to be constitutional
conferences that would deal with
Senate reform? Why could we not,
in these three years, talk of our
concerns about Senate reform  al
Lhe same time, Instead ol having
to wait the three years, sign some
document and then el k abaul
Senate reform? If these people
are serious about Senate reformn,
why can it not be discussed in Lhe
next couple of months? [ sew no
reason  not to discuss it 1s
there some ban on discussing Uthat
in Canada? Not thabt we are awaro
of .

Paople opposile <ay  Lhero 1o no
problem wilh Lhe sponding  power
provision. lhalt is Fine. [Mhal i
an argumenl Lhat can e we ]
madae . Fhe other argument is also
well  made, so  nobody  mighl [y e
certalin as Lo exacl ly who i3
right; however, carltain people
suggest that il Lhere is no
problem and 40 you are convinced
Lhere is no problem, why not  add
Just a couple of words al Lhe end
which will say that nothing here
will dn any way cause a problem
wilh money Lthat is  being  spoenl
under Lhe constitutional righl Lo
address regional disparily?
Because Lhey will Lell you Lo your
Face, 'Oh, no, it is nol going lao
affeclt Lhat . ' But  when vou  ask
them, okay, could vou please werilae
Lhat down?' - "Oh, no, we cannol
write that down . You cannol,
change & word in this thing, nol a
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word. ' I find it strange. I find
it strange that they will tell you
to your face it does not mean
that, but when asked to write il
down, and we say, 'Show me that it
is true,' - that is fairly normal,
is 1t not? I mean, I have done
that lots of times. Not that you
are questioning the person, but
you just say, Well, why not write
it down? That will show everybody
that you are operating 1in good
faith. It shows everybody that
you really mean it. It shows
everybody there 1is no problem. It
clears out all the suspicion.
But, no, you cannot change 1t, not
a comma, not a dot, not anything.
So, clauses Lo allay fears, you
are not allowed Lo entertain Lhose.

We are told by the Prime Minisler
when he speaks oubtside Quebec, we
are told by Premier Bourassa, Uthe
distinct society clause does not
extend legislative authority in
the Province of Quebec, nothing to
it, nothing for anybody to worry
about . It is not a problem. S0,
we say, 1F it is not a problem, @
it does not do anylhing, docs nol
cause any change, why can we nol
talk aboubt putting il back in the
preamble, which is where Quebeac
askecd for it to be in bthe first
place? No, not allowed to talk
aboult that. You cannot change the
arrangemant of this Lhing.
Something magiceal happened al
Meech Lake, and whatever it was,
for some reason everyvbody who was
there comes oul now and admits it
was Flawed, But when -you suggestl
how vyou might correct one or two
of  the flaws, no, you are nol
allowed to talk about it.

A & matte of Fact, just
recently, I am sure I heard a
comment From Former Pramier
Pawley, din Manitoba, saying, ves,
he really did Finally say in
public that he thought Lhere
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should be some  changes dn Lhe
Meech Lake Accord before June 23.
He dis¢ one of the authors who says
he Nnow believes thatl probably
there should he a few little
adjustments in some of the wording
of the Accord. And everyhody
admits it is not perfect, bubt no,
you cannot change 1it, you are not
allowed to look at that.

The other thing I would like bto do
in the few minutes that remain Lo
me, Mr. Speaker, iFf [ wmight, 1is Lo
deal with a few of the objections
to this rescission motion Lhat
were raised by the Leader of Lhe
Opposition in his operning remarks
in the hour bhelfore he moved Uhe
all-dwportant amendment, which was
so dmportant that Lthey did nol
want us to speak to it tonight.
We do not know now why they moved
it. I guess it must have beon a
parliamentary trick. He said he
was going Lo uae S Ome
parliamenltary tricks. 1 guess
that was one o bthem. Because
when we wanked to exercise our
right Lo debale, no, no, we were
scublling Lhis arncl laies W e
shulling Lhemn Lp ecans e A
decided we would Tike Lo exerciae
the rules, and so on.

A couple of Lhe concerns raitsced by
Lhe lLeader of Lhe Opposilion in
his remarks: He starled ofl Dby
saying it was & dastardly deed we
were doing here, because Prewioer
Wells  ds  breaking Newfloundland's
word. I would like Lo remind
eueryone  Lhat il you read Lhe
motion before Lhe House, presenloed
as Molion 12, il says dn one ol
Lhe recitals, "AND WHEREAS Secbion
46(2) of Lhe Conslitution ActL,
1982" - this is provided Tor right
in bthe Consbtilution, as 1l exisls
now; Lhis 1s  soemelhing Lhal you
are allowed Lo do il
"specitically provide Lhat a
resolubtion of assent macl e for

g
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amending Lhe
Canada" -~ which
the Meech Lake amencdiments are
supposed Lo do -~ "may be revokead
at any time before the dissue of a
proclamation"; right in Lhe
Constitution.

purposes of
Constitution of

I fail to understand why anybody
gets upset when somebody exercises
one of the rights he ds given
under the Canadian Constitution.
Now, all of a sudden  Members
opposite go around and say we are
doing something awful.  We are
exercising a right given to every
Legislature in Canada uncder Lthe
Constitution under which we live.
But:, no, because we choose Lo do
it, because we believe Lthere are
problems and becauvse we wank to
express Lthem before June 23vd and
have them dealt with, there is
somethitqg wrong with us. [ am not
sure that I follow the logic of
that.

He also pointed oulb that it was an
awful thing Lo be doing hecause il
was precedent setting in ils
nature . Well, there has Lo be @
First btime for ecverybthing. It is
the first time the opporlunily has
comne since 1982, under  Secbion
46 .2 of the Constitution, because
they are the First proposals For
change that have been produced, so
it is the Ffirst opportunily for
any Legislature to vote (or Lhem
and then get rid of them il they
decide they do not Llike Lhem. We
have decided that we do nol like
them and, as the ~last speaker
said, in les than an hour now we
hope we will Ffinally do the bestl
thing Uthat has been done here For
a while and make thalt correclion,
so  we gelt back Lo where we can
discuss Lhis first.

John's Tast,
with and went
explain  the

The Member For St.
Mr. Speaker, agroeood
to some lengths Lo
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other thing about Lhe greal wrong
done Lo Quebec in 1982, Lthe night
of the long knives. I submit to
everyone, Mr . Speakar, Lhat
because of the political realities
eueryone recognizes within Quebec
at that time, it did not wmatler
what happened, vyou could pass it
over on a silver platter, 1t was
not going to be signed. I am sure
she will admit that; every Member
here will admit that. Anvonae who
followed the debate at the tLime
knows that. It did not matler
what vou put there. The Minister
of Fducation in his remarks
tonight dwelt on that. That s
the reality of dit; 1t would not
pass anyway . Howevaer, cueryone
knows thalt thalt was Lhe peqg which
was chosen at the time  wilhin
Quebec, Lthat was ULhe peqg chosen on
which to hang their hat. What weas
going to be Lhe greatbt excusse giuvoen
for nol signing the Constitulion?
'he grealb excuse was 'we were notb
dealt with Faivrly., They went
behind our backs. It was & bad
night; Lhey JleflL us oul al  Lhe
Last  wminube.' S0 Lhoey  ceune up
with a great excuse and 1 1hink,
ifF in Fact, we  hed @ slrong
federalist somewhere within Quuebor
now, or ifF Lthe Prine Mintsler of
Lhe country woere to really expose
the calily of Lhe siluat ion
i 2K of hiding brerhvi el dan
would really say, you havye
stop using Lhat as an oexcuse
now. We know il was uselful abt Lhe
Lime because the Governmenl neoded
it and uwsed ik, bubt yvou cannol
lTive forever and hide belhind Lhal
BXCUSE .

Facls now 1L was
accepled, no way
possible. [t has already  boen
cdealt with, M Speaker. fhe
Federal c¢ivil- servanl who wrole
Lhe memo ancd wrole Lo Premior
Wells indicating thal he was quile
correctl in contradicling Prodme

I we face Lhe
not going to he
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Minister Mulroney's statemaent
about Quebec's s band on Lhe
Constitutional dssue in 1982, they
were not left out, they kept
themselves out by their previous
decision, and the night of the
long knives was the convenient way
Lo explain it at the time.

We also had the Leader of the
Opposition talk aboul the fact
that experts disagree with
Newfoundland's position. Well, I
think we have put Lthat bto rest.
Everybody recognizes that there is
divided opinion. That s why we
should be allowed to discuss our
concerns on an equal, auen
Footing, openly before the 23rd of
June as equal partners in  Cthis
debate, so that we can try to
resoluve Lhe diffFerences rather
than hide behind the Flaws and say
for some other reason it must be
done because you are going Lo
break up the country, you o are
going Lo lose vyour pension, you
are going Lo destroy the ulx
progreain, and you are qgoing to lose
family allowance.

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

[he hon. Member's Lime is up.

MR. GRIMES:

Just to conclude, Mr. Speaker, if
I could, I would like Lo Finish by
suggesting that what we want Lo do
is discuss our concerns and any
others now, currently, bheginning
today, because we have not really
been listened to  hefore in a
reasonable  accomnodating Fashion.
The Pre 2 ds an record as sayving
e will Tlisten to any proposal.

Fveryone remembers the excitemenl

ol Lhe night of Lhe Prime
Minister's address, When someone
talked about the faclt Lthat LUhere
was a proposal and people were
willing Lo talk about it, it
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disappeared din a day or so. But
our Premier was Lhere bheing
praised bhe 1se he was willing Lo
talk about anything, ey En
including some kinc of sunsel
arrangement. This will he
the process with this vote tonight

MR. S
Order, please! Order, please!

The hon. Member's time has elapsed.

MR. GRIMES:

and I would ask all Members Lo
put aside their partisan polibtics
and vote the right way.

Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Member f(or lTorngat
Mountains.

MR. WARREN:
(hank you very much, Mr. Speaker

I say Lo my hon.  colleague [ or
Fxploils, thal  was o oxeellond
speech! In facl, Me. Spoaker, il
i one of Lhe belbler speeches Uhe
hon. gentleman has made, and, M.
Speaker, it was  lTor closure in
this House. M, Speaker, 1 (ind
1t most unusual For a genlleman Lo
gelt up and give a speech asking
Governmnenl Lo have closure on &
resolution Lhat is so dwmporlant to
Lhe people o Newfoundland and
Labrador.

lalking abhoul New! oundland and
Labrador and talking aboulb Mecch
Lake, 1 wanbt Lo read @ comnenl
From Lhe paper in  Labrador this
week . Its Litle is  Rrulally
Frank, and it is by Frank Carrol.
M . Speaker, il Lies dnlo e
Pramier's stand on Meech |ake and
I quote: “The only Lime we hear
Lhe words 'justice and equalilby!
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From Lhe lips of the Premier
lately dis when he dis fighting
about Meeach l.ake. Somehow,
according to Mr. Wells, the Accord
would constitutionally enshrine
Newfoundland's status as a
have-not-Province. While tLhe
Premier may be right, his stance
has a certain odor of hypocrisy,
especially din the 1light of last
month's Provincial Budget. What
goes around comes around. If the
Newfoundland Government expects to
bhe treated equally in
Confederation, it should be
willing to dish out some justice
and equality to Labrador.

"We constantly hear our
politicians remind Quebec
politicians how Newfoundland owns
Lahracor. In Dave Cilbert's case,
we hear him refer Lo Lhe
relationship between the Province
and Labrador.'

PREMIER WELLS:
(Inaudible).

MR. WARREN:

Now, Mr. Premier, 1f you are upsel
wilth what [ am reading, vyou c¢an
either go oul or c¢lose your ears,
whatever you want to do.

‘It is an attitude of Llmperialismn
that translate into policies of
exploitation, Wilkh every new
administration there comes & hope
that maybhe things will change.
Well, it seems things have changed
since the Liberals took power.
They have gotten worse,

"The significance of Mr. Kitchen's
First major Budget is nolb losl on
Labradorians ., And I say Lo the

famous Dr. for themn...' -

DR. KITCHEN:
(Inaudible) last week.

MR. WARREN:
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Mr. Speaker, I say to LUthe hon.
genlleman he already has hoof in
mouth disease, and I would suggest
Lhat in the next day or so he may
have more than that.

"For them 1t 1is an obvious slap in
the face, 1t ds a combination of
insensitivity and broken trust
that has left Labradorians even
more cynical aboul Eheir
relationship with the Island.'

Now, Mr. Speaker, what this says
to the Minister of Finance is that
what the people in Labrador are
saying, is exactly what Lhe
Premier s trying to do. | he
Premier 1s  trying Lo  broak  up
Canada . Ancd, Mr. Speaker, by (he
Premier  Dbreaking up Canada, Lhe
people in lLabrador are saying Lo
Lhe Praemier and are saying loud
and c¢lear, Mr.  Premier, you are
already Dbreaking up Newloundland
and Labrador. In this past Budgel
by the Minister of Finance he has
shown in five differenl dnstances
tLhat he is separating  Labrador
further and Further.

[ have Lo say this, Mr Gpeakoer,
Tk s interesting. on e sclay
past, a gentleman in Labrador Wesl
said to the Minister of btducalion
- he asked Lhe Minislber ol
Education a straighllorward
gquestion - What 1s Lhe nane of
Lhat great body of water which
separates Quebec From Labrador?
[he Minister of  Education said,
fhe Straits of Belle I[sle. [hat
is haow much the Ministler of
Fducation knew aboul Lhe Labrador
bhoundary . Ancd when Lhe gent oman
saild in a  joking manner, Ul i<
Meech  Lake, il showed Lhe lon,
gentleman did not sven calbch on Lo
the Jjoke Lhe  young ™ fellow  was
telling him.

The hon. gentleman knows whal 1 an
saying. When 300 school children
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turned up at the airport to
present the Minister wibkh a
petition asking that the air
subsicdy be returned to the people
of lLabrador, the Minister was not
there. Mr . Speaker, my hon.
colleague gol a petition with
1,700 names today. I know the
Minister would not have presented
a petition if he received it.

I tell you this, M™Mr. Speaker, it
was  good to see Lhe news in
Labrador, knowing that the people
gave the petition to the right
Warren instead of the wrong Warren.

SOME. HON. MEMBERS :
Hear, hear!

AN HON. MEMBER:
And the Premier said there cannol
bhe two (inaudible).

A point of order. At the assembly
we had on Tuesday night, Mr .
Speaker, they tried to distinguish
bhetween Lhe two Warrens, and Lhe
spokesperson said, "Dr. Warpren,
Lhe Minitster, is Lhe wman wilh Uhe
hrush cul, and Garfield is the man
who wishes he had one.'

MR. WARREN:

Mr. Speaker, I think Mr. Ray Cole
was a ¢good chairperson alt that
meeting and he did a grealt job.
And one thing thab came out of the
opening of the Labrador Comnunity
College was that Lthey thanked the
former Government for putting
everything in motion.

Last Sunday, Mr. Speaker, in Maple
Leaf Gardens, some 18,000 people
attended a major sporting eventb.
It was the World Wreslling
Championship.

AN HON. MEMBER:
It was at the Skydome.
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MR. WARREN:

Right, the Skydome . And e
person who held the belt tor Uthe
last Five or six years, Hulk
Hogan, was defealted by the
Ultimate Warrior.

I read in the paper today, and I
also heard on UoCcMm, that Lhe
Ultimate Warrior is coming to
Newfoundland on May 1 and he 1is
going to wrest the Canadian
Destroyer, Lthe Canadian desltroyer
sitting over there. There 1s only
one thing left to do now, and that
is for the Canadian destroyer Lo
go down to Memorial Stadium on May
1 anc take an Lhe UlLimate
Warrior, Bacause this men is
going to e responsible [or
breaking up Canada.

Now, Mr. Speaker, lelk me go one
step further. Let this evenl lake
place. It will be the beginning
of the break-up of Canadea. T sadd
this 1in this House before and [
going to say it again, once we seo
the First crack, some province in
this counbry leaving Canadea,
hreaking away rom Canada becayse
of Lhe eqgo of Lhis  Premier, 1
assure you, Sir, and [ assure [his
House, Cthat T will help Lo lead
Labrador away FFrom this Prouvince.

AN _HON. MEMBE
Nt !

MR. WARREN:
Yas, Mr. Speaker, because [ say Lo
the Premier, Labrador has no part
to play in Lhe Province ol
Newfoundland when you  hreak U
Canada, Sir. Labrador is beltler
away  rom  Newfoundland and  away
From you.

Mr. Speaker, [ say Lhe Lime will
come, bhecause il was only eighl or
nine years ago, or lwelve years
ago, when there was a New Labrador
Party in Labrador and ULhere were
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two Members elected. My hon.
colleague for Eagle River knows he
was one of the greatest
supporters. In fact, Mr. Speaker,
he was only a small kid at the
time, but he supported the New
Labrador Party. He supported 1t
then, Mr. Speaker, and I will
support 1t today if this ever
happens. Because the time is
coming when the Premier's ego not
only will destroy Canada, but 1t
will destroy the Province of
Newfoundland and Labrador.

I want to continue Brutally Frank
- what Brutally frank has to say
about this Government —and what I
am saying ties together. [t ties
right together, Mr. Speaker, this
commant here From Brutally Frank.
"By cutbting the twenty per cent
air subsidy all Labradorians were
entitled to, the Liberals have
macd e health care ayen more
expensive, especially for coastal
paople. [t has made life a little
harder for all cancerned. It
represents one less incentive For
nurses and for doctors Lo slay on
Lhe coasl of Labrador, because of
this Governmenl's bucdget . ' M,
Speaker, it all Lies togaetbher.
What the Premier is doing Lo the
people of labrador is driving the
wedge deeper, and deeper, and
deeper, exaclly what he is doing
to Canada. He ds driving the
wedge deeper, ancd deeper, and
deaper, and it is all Lying
togelther.

This quy right here, he is called
Brutally Frank, but he dis right to
the point, he is brutally Lo Lhe
point, but he is coming right back
and saying exactly what is
happening within the Canadian
domain as  well as  wilthin Lhe
Province of Newloundland and
Labrador.

'he last paragraph, Mr. Spcaker.
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Oh, my goodness gracious! "The
Liberals have betrayed a public
trust Lhat Governmenk should
protect the principle of equal
opportunity. I know no Government
can guarantee equal opportunity,
but it should not stand in the way
of 1t either. Labrador students
will Nnow Find it @uen more
difficult Lo participate in
Provincial athlektic, musical and
drama events Nnow that air
subsidies and athletic Funding has
been cut off. This move robs them
of an opportunity to beller know
this Province and broaden (heir
minds .’ Mr . Speaker, Lhe  lash
sentence Do not Llell me it s
only a matter of money. [t s a
matber of priorilties. Where do
Labrador children stand in  ULhe
great s cheme of Lhings?' Her
closes off by saying: 'It is Limne
to  pult Meech Lake on  the byee k
burner. '

Mr. Speaker, [ say Lo Lhe hon.
Premier Lonight, that he only hax
another Lhirty-one minubes Lo
drive Lhe halchel deep down dnto
Lhe core of Canada. Ha el oul in
Lhe Tast nine monlhs Lo do  Lhal,
and now he 1s down Lo Lhe elevenlh
haour, the last Uhirty winubes,
when he is going to drive in (he
hatchet that is going Lo break up
Lhe great countiry we all stand o
enjoy. And I say Lo tLhe Premier,
you skill have time, Sir, you
sLill  have ULime Lo say Lo  your
followers, do not wvobte on  Lhis
resolution tonight . Lelt us go oul
and have public hearings. [ wou ld
say  all Canadians will he beller
ol F, and Lhe Premier may go  down
in history A% a groeal
NewfFoundlander and a Greal
Labradorian.

M Speaker, Joey Smallwood will
Jgo  down in history as [he person
who brought Newl ouncl land into
Conlederation, and Premicr Wells
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will go down in history as the man
who took Newfoundland out of
Confederation. Thank you vary
much.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. DECKER:

Mr. Speaker, we are within a half
hour of one of the most dmportant
events to have taken place in the
history of Newfoundland and
Labrador, possibly since 1949 whean
we became part of Canada. This is
an important event in the life of
a nation and din the 1life of a
Province . I believe, Mr. Speaker,
the Chairman of tLhe Regional
Municipality of Ottawa/Carlton
probably gives somne indication of
what this event means Lo the
nation. In a letter of March 30th
of this year to the hon. Clyde K.
Wells: "Dear Mr. Premier: I want
to Firstly support your stand with
respect to the Meech Lake Accord.
I believe the vast wmajority of
Canadians are counbing on you Lo
s tand resolute anc
uncompromising. " I he vas b
majority of Canadians, Lhis
genbleman says. "There cannol be
any distinct society din  Canada.
We are Canadians and  Canadians
only., Distinct societies have in
the past become elilte soclieties
and have been at the forefront of
civil rights abuse. fhe  words
'distinct socieby' mean all things
Lo all people. [t is not defined
in the document and will be abused
by the courts either by i1gnorance
or emotion dn  the future. I he
continuing demands of a distinct
soclety are never-cending. lhose
demands are in Canada to datle,
always met by accommodation. A
beller word, [ believe, isg
appeasemnt . In the name ol being
"good Fellows'™" - and Lhe
gentleman puts the words good
Fellows 1in parenthesis "in the
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name of  being good Fellows like
Chamberlain and Deladia, the
Doctrine of Appeasement cosbt 60
million Tives 1in World War IT1.
The only politician Lo continually
denounce appeasement policies was
Winston Churchill. Mhroughout
1939 Churchill was scoffed alt by
the press and the media." he
Pramier was scoffed at, M,
Speaker, by Menbers on the other
side of this House.

"The BBC would not allow his
voice, the inFluential London
Times would not publish his
letters nor report his commenls.
He was denigrated in the House of
Commons as a warnonger and  Lhe
Chamber emptied when he spoke "
And the writer of this refers to
Manchester's alone, Lo back up
that statement. "And yel with
dwindling financial resources wilh
no political support, with public
loathing he steadfastly held his
course, history has judged Prime
Minister Neville Chamberlain &nd
Prime Minister Winston Churchill,
M. Speaker. "Be nol  dismayed!',
Lhe Pramier 1s being told, "by Lhe
dmmense pressure Lo conlorm, Lo boe
acconmodalting and Lo compromise.
The day belongs to Clyde Wells
because alt no other time 1n his
life will he again hauve Lhis
momentous occasion Lo do Lhe right
Lhing. History dis very unkind - &
Churchill or a Chanberlain - it is
Clyde Wells who muslt choose "

SOME_HO
Hear,

MR. DE
This, I Speaker, was writlen by
Andy Hayden who is Lhe Chairman ol
the Regional Municipalily of
Ot tawa Carlton. This is  some
indication of whal we are doing
here Lonight wmeans Lo Lhe nation
of  Canada. I could nol  say it
heltter than thalt gentleman said it
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Now, Mr., Speaker, we are saying
that if we are going to prosper as
a Province, ifF NewfFoundland and
Labrador is ever qgoing to become a
have Province within this great
Confederation of ours we must have
a friple E Senate. We helieve
that we must have equal provinces
within this nation. Now if there
is any doubt din anyone's mind
about the dimportance of an equal,
elected and effective Senate let
me table for all hon. Members a
chart. I have here a chart, Mr,
Speaker, and it shows the
population by level of disparity.
This 1is based on earned income by
province in 1987. There are three
colours use, the red is used to
show a deep disparity; the blue ig¢
used to show a moderate disparity;
and the green 18 used for no
disparity.

Now, Mr. Speaker, you will notice
that the six provinces in this
nation which have the most deepest
disparity are Newfoundland, Prince
Edward Island, Nova Scolia, New
Brunswick, Manitobha and
Saskatchewan. e $1x samallesl
provinces within this nation.

AN HON. MEMBER:
No way!

MR. DECKER:

And the worst province, the
province wilth Lhe deepest
disparity, the province with the
worst disparity is the province of
Newfoundland and Labrador. IF we
are golng Lo make a place [For us
in this Confederation, we have Lo
deal wilh the bigger 1issue and we
have to deal with somelhing which
will make ten, or whatever Lhe
case might be, equal provinces in
this Confederation. [F we are not
to  take this action tonight and
Meech lLake Wer e Lo becomne a
reality, we can whistle Dixie as
Far as ever gebbing any equal
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Meiple E Senale, it would e
totally uneventful,

Now, Mr. Speaker, we are winding
down the debate on the rescinding
of this Meech Lake Accord and over
the past few days we have seen Lhe
Leader of the Opposition, live up
to his Lthreat. I heard him, LULhe
Member For Exploits referred Lo
ik, it was referred to a Few Limes
in this Chamber, when he aid, 'IF
Lhe Premier thinks that he is
going to gel co—operaltion on
rescinding this Meech Lake Accord,
then he had better think something
else, Dbecause I am going Lo use
every trick in the book to delay,
Lo Filibuster this momentous
event . ' Now, Mr. Speaker, woe saw
him do it. We saw Lhe gamnes Lthal
he plaved. We saw him tomdight - )
am going to he one of Lhe last
speakers, there may [e & few
minutes For someo.e else, [ do not
knouw . This position of bheing Lhe
last speaker, 1f Lthere were any
courtesy  or  decency wilhin  Uhis
House, Lthis, surely qgoodness, Lhis
privilege would have been given Lo
Lhe man, Live Premiocr ol Lhis
Province, Lhe man who has slood up
and pulb Lhis moltion on the Opdor
Paper Lo  begin wilh. I Lhere
were any  decency, il people ol
goodwill could agree on somelhing,
it is only common senwe Lhal Lhe
hon. Lthe Premier, should be gluen
Lhe opportunity  to  be Lhe lasl
speaker in this debate, bul woe  saw
and we all know what happened. I
heard some of the hon. Members say
a little earlier in Uhis debale,
Lhat Lhey did nol gl an
opportunilty to speak Lo Lhe main
molion, lhis is whaon e el
enough  speakers Lo go  on  unlil
12:00 o'clock in bthe nighlt (alking
ahout Lhe Anendinent, Lhhen Lhoy
could begin to scream and  shoul
because they  could nol gel an
opportunity Lo speak on the main
motion, Mr. . Speaker, do you know

No. 18 (Fvening) R146



what they were doing? Do you know
what they were doing when they
should have been speaking on Lhe
main motion? The hon. Member for
Torngat admitted 1in this House
several times that he went out and
solicited petitions. He macde up
petitions and solicited them, so
that he could get up in this House
and stall the Meech Lake debate,
and then when 1t comes to an
opportunity, when we wanted to do
this in an orderly, reasonable
fashion, Mr. Speaker -

MR. WARREN:

On a point of order, Mr,
On a point of order.

Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:

Oon a point of order, the hon.
Member for Torngat Mountains.

MR. WARREN:
Mr. Speaker, the hon. Minister has
just told a lie in this House.

MR. SPE ﬁKlR
Oorder, please! Order, please!

AN HON. MEMBER:
No, tbthere 1is no poinl of order,
Mr . Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:

i wlll ask the hon. Gentleman Lo
retract that please. You cannol
tell a Member that he has told a
lie.

MR. WARREN

Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the word
Ylie! . But, M. Speaker, Lhe
petitions that 1 received from the
people on the Labrador Coasl were
petitions From bthe people who were
concerned about Heallh Care, Lhal
was given to me —

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!

There is no poinl of order
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MR. WARREN:

Speaker, Lhe Minister
has told a lie!

MR, SPEAKER:

I ask the hon. Gentleman Lo make a
withdrawal please, unegquivocally.

MR. WARREN:

Withdrawn, Mr. Speaker, but he s
not telling the truth.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. Gentleman should wilhdraw
unequivocally and without any
qualifications.

MR. WARREN: ' o
Withdrawn, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
e hon the Minister ofF Health.

MR. DECKER:

Mr . opoakor -

MR. WARREN:

Now tell the truth this btime.

MR. DECKER:

Fhe hon. Member Cor Humbor  Fast,
squaals, literally saqueals,
calling f(or public hearings, she
says, public hearings.

AN HON. MEMBER:
Yo> that is the truth,

MR. DECKER:

My hon. friend, the Minisler of
Development pubt that in dls proper
context when he seaid, 'ves, we
will give public hearings, bhul
firstl, Wwe have Lo ¢ lear Ll
garbage off  Lhe table! Fipal e
have Lo c¢lear Lhe garbage offl  Lhe
table.

The table which we cinheriled was
cluttered, Mr. Speaker. It was
cluttered wilh this Meech Lake
motion and we have Lo c¢lear ol
the decks, then, when Llvat is
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done, we will give the people
public hearings if they wankt
public hearings. We will give
them to every Newfoundlander and
Labracdorian in every nook and
cranny of this Province who wants
an opportunity to speak in public
hearings. If that 1s what it
takes, that 1s what we will do.
And, Mr Speaker, if it is
necessary, we will even go to the
ultimate public hearing and we
will c¢all a referendum on the
issue, wide-—-open democracy,
wide-oapen debate from every nook
and cranny of this Province of
ours. But, before we can do that,
we have to put this Prouvince back
where Manitoba dis and where New
Brunswick is. We have Lo clear
the garbage off the deck and we
are about Lo do that, Mr. Speaker,
in a very few short minutes.

Mr. Speaker, after that all-night
affair which took place at Meech
lLake some months ago, the nation
of Canada was left hanging on the
edge . e nation wenlt through a
night of horse trading, not
constitution-~building, nol
nation-building, Mr. Speaker, it
was a nighlt ol horse Lrading. [he
Premier of British Columbia wantecd
something, our  Premier wanlted Lo
talk about Fish, not flor some
input into the management, he just
wanted to talk fish. And  they
salid, 'Yes, Brian, boy, sure we
will put fish on the agenda.' Ancl
that was supposed to be some way
to pacify him.

A few concessions,

A few concessions, Lo talk about
fish. I would suggest, M .
Speaker, we have to do more bthan
talk about Fish.

Now, Mr. Speaker, thalt night of
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horse brading when our Premiear
sold oub fFor Lthe sake of talking
aboult. fish at some future dale,
the nation of Canada came Lo Lhe
brink . We 1in the Liberal Party
saw this when the vote was taken
in  July, 1988, and we made @&
promise to the peopla oF
Newfoundland and Labrador. In our
election, we did not make a whole
lot of promises., We promised we
would pub health +in the proper
perspective where 1t belongs, we
promised we would make education
one of the main points din our
Government if we were elected, we
promised what we would do wilh
Development, we ‘promisad Fairness
and balance, we promisec
responsible govermnent, all ol
which e have delivered, M.
Speaker.,

But the overriding Lhing We
promised, Lthe crowning star of our
campaign was this, we mace &
covenant with aur
Fellow Newfoundlanders and
Labradorians; fFurthermore, we nade
a covenanl with aur
Fellow-Canadians across Lhis groat
Tand. We said, 'bleclt us and one
of Lthe Firslt Lhings we will do as=
soon  as  we possibly  can, i we
will introduce legislation into
the House of Assembly Lo rescind
our approval for Lhe Mecch 1ake
Accord.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. DECKER:
That was Lhe comnitmenlt we made.
And tonight, Mr. $Speaker, 1 say Lo
my fellow-NewFoundlanders and
lLabradorians, Lonight, 1 say Lo wmy
Fellow-Canadians, here is wouidence
of a party which 18 nol alraid Lo
deliver. W are doelivering
tonight, and we  are going Lo
deliver on  Lhe promise we made
thal we will withdraw, Mr. Speaker,
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It ds with a great sense of
satisfaction that I can stand here
with my colleagues 1in this great
lLiberal Party, with my colleagues
and Friends throughout
Newfoundland and lLabrador, and
deliver on this promise we made.
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to do
that. I could have taken
advantage of this twenty minutes,
I suppose, got up and followed in
the steps of the Rhyme of the
Ancient Mariner, who complained
bacause he could not get time to
speak 1in this debate. Instead of
being relevant, he gebts up and
goes on. Well, the albatross 1is
around his neck, Mr . Speaker.
This albatross is around the necks
of all of the hon. Members over
there, because Lthey are absolutely
against what NewfFoundland and
Labrador expects of us tonight.

We are being watched by
Newfoundlanders and Labradorians,
as we are heing watched by
Canadians across Uthe nation, as
the hon. the Premier would he
watched tonight making Uthe [(inal
speech in this debate, had Lhere
been any decency left  in  bhis
House of Assembly.

MR. HEWLETT:
Decency was taken away Ffron bthis
House last Friday.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
(Inaudible).

MR. DECKER:
Before I get to my conclusion -1
want Lo correct or abt least high
light some of Lhe commenls that
were made by wmy riend for St.
Mary's - The Capes. Ancd I have
heard obther Members also make LULhe
same remark in ULhis debate. The
remark has been said Lhat.  Lhe
Premier of Manitoba, somehow 1
not really Firm in his objections
to the Meech Lake Accord. They
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are saying that somehow, 140  the
Pramier of Manitoba had a majority
Government, he would be din favour
of Meech lLake and would not be
withholding Manitoba's suppowri.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I am surprised
that anyone on the other side
would make such a statement. I am
doubly surprised that my friend
for St. Mary's - The Capes would
make such a statement.
Fssentially what he dis doing, he
is referring Lto LUthe Premier of
Manitoba as being unprincipled, as
being politically expedient. Now,
Mr. Speaker, I believe that s
unftair, because « Lhe Premier of
Manitoba even though he 1s a Tory,
has just as much principle, M.
Speaker, on thiis  desue as  any
other names across bthis nation who
are standing up for something that
they believe 1in. Ane L helicue
that Lhe hon . Member for  SL.
Mary's - e Capwes QW @an
apolagy, bhecause Lhis s ol
some thing that 1s  going Lo be
decided on parly lines, this d=
some thing where principle and
integrily musl prevail

stood in  ULhis House and [ took
parl din a debate which ullimately
ended in  the tearing down of &
nation Learing down & nation,
M. Speaker. Fronight I amn
standing din Lhis House and T &
proudly Laking pairt in Lihe
building of a  nabtion. We are
building a nation because, as [
said 4in an earlier speech, Lhere
are essentbial ly Lo dil Farent
visions of Canada. lwo visior of
Canada which are diametrically
opposed, which are  as apposile
Firom each  olher A hlack and
white, which are a@s dilferenl as
chalk and cheese.

M. Speaker, on July 7, 1988, ]

One vision of Canada, Mr, Speaker,
e a vision Lhat I hold and Chal

No. 18 (tvening) RLAD



my colleagues hold, and that many
Newfoundlanders and lLabradorians
hold, and that the vast majority
of Canadians hold, Mr. Speaker.
That vision 1s one strong, united
Canada. fhat dis the wvision. And
within that strong united Canada
there are ten equal Provinces, and
the door 1is 1left open Ffor other

Prouvinces to become equal
Provinces within this great
domain. And within that great

nation single united -

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. gentleman's time is up.

MR. DECKER:
Just to clue up, Mr,
Within that great nation

Speaker .

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
e haon, Lhe Opposition House

Leader.

MR, SIMMS:
F'hank you, Mr. Speaker.

I am delighted to have Lhe last
opportunity, the last twenty
minutes in this debate to speak.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The gentleman does not have twenly
minutes. The hon. gentleman has
eight wminutes.

MR. SIMMS:

No, Mr. Speaker, 1 do not beliecve
that is correctl.
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MR. RIDEOQOUT:
A point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Leader of Lhe
Opposition on a point of order.

MR. RIDEOUT:

Mr. Speaker, Standing Order 50
makes it clear that no Member
shall rise to speak after the hour
of one o'clock, but any Member who
has been recognized to speak
before one o'clock can Finish
their twenty minutes. That s
according to  our  own Standing
Orders,

rhat is right, Mr. Speaker.

Anyway, Mr. Speaker, [ will get
underway . Your Honour may wish Lo
consult wilh the Clerks rather
than recess or take any time.

Mr. Speaker, [ have listened wilh

great interest Lo the enlire
debale practically, mostly in ULhis
House . 1 have nol lefb my  soal

Loo fFrequently, occasionally Lo go
outside for a coffee or somelhing

of  that nature. [ have ULricd to
analyze why both sides are laking
the positions they are lLaking. L
aim trying Lo cape with e

argument. wilthin my own mind as lo
whether or not they are Laking
positions simply because it is Lhe
party line,

Now I have listened Lo some
speakers on that side  who, [
believe, probably eel quite
sincerely Lthat what Lhey are doing
is the righl Lhing. 1 knaow

Members on this side From personal
knowledge feel the same way wilh
Fespect  to the position Lhey are
taking. But., M. Speaker, Lhe
botLom Tine 1is, in all of Llhis
debate 4in my view, dis the whole
quesktion ol Lhe Future of Lhe

No .o 18 (Evening) R1I50



country. That dis the dissue Uthat
pops out in  just about auery
speech that I have heard.
Somebody, even on that side, makes
raeference to this question of Lhe
future of the country. Members
opposite, gquite rightly, try  to
overcome any arguments Lhat we
make on this side and vice versa.
But what I have seen is that
Members opposite quite frequently
in their debates have not given
the whole story. They have not
said it all. For example, and I
will give you just a couple of
quick examples.

Somebody made great reference
tonight, I am not sure 1F 1t was
the Member for Exploits or who it
was, Lto Premier Pelerson. Perhaps
it Was the Member For
Pleasantville, hut somebody
mentioned the fact tonight as if
it were gospel that Premier
Peterson today said, 'The future
of Meech lLake is not Lhe end of
Confederation.' I quess that 1is a
quote altributed to him in the
paper or o at least 1l ie Lhe
headline. Bubk Lhe same Membor did
not go on Lo say: A fadilure to
ratify Meeach Lake won ld make
Senate reform and changes sought
by other Provinces extremaly
difficult.' Now that little side
of the story was not mentioned by
the particular Member who made
reference Lo Peltarson. That is
one of the argument Lhat we have
been putting Forward. [F Quebec
does not become a signatory to Lhe
Constitution, as we hope and as we
want, then the chances of Senate
reform are extremely limited. Rut
that 1s the kind of argument that
Members opposite oflen pul forth,
Mr . Speaker. :

Mr . Speaker, the Member [or
Exploils tried Lo plead wilth
Members to listen to his
reasoning., He could not
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understand Lthe logic behind our
arguments bhecause we were making
certain comments back and Forlh in
the House, And he made & greal to
do about in Lthe Constitution of
Canada there is a provision where
you are allowed to revoke  or
rescind a constitutional amendinent
as long as it has not bean
proclaimed. That ds Lrue, You
are allowed. You are also
allowed, Mr. Speaker, according to
our own Standing Orders to
challenge a Speaker's ruling. You
are allowed Lo do it. But, Mr.
Speaker, it is not right to do it
in the way that Governmenlk Members
did it Tlast Friday. Nor s it
right to proceead wilh the
rescinding resolubion of Meech
Lake, and that is LULhe poinbk, and
that ds the logic. That should
not  be too  hard for Lhe  hon,
Member to understand.

Hear, hear!

M5 .

Then 1 heard cspecches, Lhe Menber
for 5L, GCeorge's earlicecr Lonighl,
I think it was - 4t has been @
long day  but [ believe it was
earlier Llonight -  and he Llalked
about how difficult it is. He
does nol. see any compromises boing
olfered From other Govermnenbts, [
believe, is whabt he said. I think
he made reference Lto Lhe Ffacl that
Lhe Quebec Governmenl SaYsE, No.
Ottawa says, no, and =0 on and $o
forth. He does not See any
compromise Firom Lhese other
Provinces .

Well, Mr. Speaker, how dronic a
statemnantl. How ironic a stalbemenl
for a Member from ULhis Government
Lo say thalt UtLhey do nol sce any
compromise heing made on  Lhe parl
of olther Provinces. Exaclly what
compromise dis being shown by Lhis

Governnent and by this Premier.
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SOME _HON. MEMBERS:
None.

MR. SIMMS:
I have not seen any evidence of
it, Mr., Speaker, none whatsoever.

So it 1ds rather dronic that the
hon. Member would make such-

AN. HON. MEMBER:
That i1s compromise,

MR. SIMMS:

That 1is not a compromise, Mr.
Speaker, that is a fantasy in the
mind of the Premiers, That 1is
exactly what it is. )

Mr. Speaker, [ have bto address
some of tLhe procedural
antanglements that we Found
ourselves 1in over Lthe last few
days. I have to address some of
the misconceptions again - the
misconception aboult us delaying
debate on Meech Lake . Mr .
Speaker, the accusations made by
Members opposite are dnaccurate.
ey are unfair and grossly
exaggeralbed, The Memlby e [or
Exploits said we delayed
eauerything [y presenting
petitions. Well, Mr. Speaker, [
already pointed out in this debate
a lFew days ago that last Tuesday
when this debate began we had one
petition, on Thursday we had three
petitions, on Friday we had Lthree
petitions, Monday we head no
petitions, and Tuesday, 1 believe,
we had one or two petitions. lhat
is not an unusual number of
petitions.

Two people speak For Len minutes
to a petition and every petition I
saw presented in this Legisiature
were legitimate concerns on behalf
of the people of Newfoundland and
Labrador. They have & right Lo be
heard under petitions, and that is
why pelitions were presenlbed. It
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was not to delay debate. That 1is
a foolish argument. I say Lo Lhe
Mamber For Exploits ifF  we had
wanted to delay debate we would
have done what we did today. Yes,
we did delay today because we were
not prepared Lo accepl c¢closure.
We hacd enough pelitions Lo go
today and tonight as well, but we
certainly did not do it over the
last five days of debate. That is
a false, inaccurate accusation,
but, oF course, it Ffits the mood
of their argument, It fits then
to say that. It fits Lthem nicely
to try to paint us dinto that kind
of a corner and hope that the
press pick Cup on il

UnfFortunately, they did, [ think.

M, Speaker, we have also heard
talks about the debate. Mis will
qgo on Forever and & day, 1
suppose., The Member quotaed Lhe
number of hours Lheat Were
allocated and Lhe number of hours
that were used, but what he did
nokt identify, of course, was Lhe
number of hours used, nol counling
tonight hecause we have nol  boon
into dt, bul until tonighl, up L
Lonight, Lhe number of hours uwsod
are [(ound by Laking the number of
speakers and giving them hallt an
hour each. That d¢ all vyou do.
And, ifF you do that, Mr. Speaker,
vou will find that the Governmenl
had twe lve speakears up until
Loday, five and a hall hours each,
Lhe Opposition had Fourtaean
speakers, seven hours each, the
two leaders, you had aboul an hour
and twenty  minutes and  he  had
aboult an hour and ten minultes, Lwo
and a half hours, Lhe Lo
independents had One hour in
total. The total number of hours
in Lhe debale were Fifteen and one
half  hours. He has  LhirlLy four
because whatbt has happencd is that
the Premier, as he often does, as
he gquilbke Frequently doaes, ofF
course, is dncluding all the Ctime
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that was in there for debates on
points of  order and points of
privilege, particularly on the
First day of the debate. Fhat is,
as usual, totally misleading the
public and misleading the people
of this House, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, they make fun of the
fact that in 1988 when the
original Meech Lake resolution was
introduced here in this House,
they make fun of 1it, that there
was thirteen days debate, and
there was thirteen days debate.
There were thirteen different days
that the debate was called and the

debate was spread over a three and’

a half month period. Yes, you are
correct. It was not forced in a
five day period. [t was nok
crammed or rammed into & five day
period and that is a considerable
diffFerence, particularly on the
importance of the 1issue and Uthe
topic that the Premier and Members
opposilte say it has. Now, why did
not the Premier and Members
opposite take a litltle more time
and  spread it out? That 1s @
quasbion that has naol Deon
answered din this entire debale, al
least nolb to my satisfaction - Lhe
purpose and need Lo rush inlto Lhis
resolution that the Premier has
put forth to rescind the original
Meech Lake Accord, Why  had he
rushed dinto it particularly at a
time, juskt a few days ago, a week
or so ago, when Lthere was some
movement the other way. Instead
of trying Lo wait and see  how
things Flowed he had to rush right
hack and rescind his Own
resolution. [t was a very
inopportune Lime, it Was not
helpful to the process, and [ Lo
this date cannol understand why.

I did not want to get into @ lot
of debate on whalt transpired here
earlier Ltonight, but suffice it to
say, and I wi 1l 3@y this
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categorically, the Premier Llold me
on the Floor of Lthe House bthal he
had no problen with the Leader of
the Opposition closing debate.
That is what he said to me.

PREMIER WELLS:
On the amendment.

MR. SIMMS:

You did not say amendment, [ will
state categorically here Lhe
Pramier never mentioned Lhe
amencment not once in tLhe
discussion nor weras  we Lalking
about amendment . We were Lalking
about Lthe right « or lelbing Lhe
two leaders spealk fFor twenly
minutes in  the debate alb  thelir
ledisure by leave, not on the
amandment . Mere Wl S Nno
discussion on the amendmenl, and
he knows 1t, Mr. Spwaker, Ancl
that 1¢ why 1 was so upsel tonight.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will get on
wikth the debate 1F Lhe hon. Menber
will hold onto his horses.

AN_HON. MEMRER:
(Inaudible) For the Promicr over
Lhere,

MR. SIMMS:

Well 1iF Lthe hon. Member could kcep
his Lrap shut he might hear
something. Okay, ikt is my Gbtime,
1f Lhe hon. Meinber wanls Lo
interrupt me and Lhrow me ol f,
Lhalt is fine.

SOME HON. MEMRBERS:

(Inaudible).

MR, SIMMS:
Now, M . Speaker, L e whole
process bhat we have secn in Uhis
debate fFor Lhe last we ek i
somebhing  that  bothers me very,
very much. Closure, Mr Speaker,
has hean used Lwice to my
knowledge dn  Lhe Tlast decade in
this Legislature. Twice only that
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I can recollect, 1988 and 1984 at
least.

AN HON. MEMBER:
What was that?

MR. SIMMS:

1988 and 1984, Well I got a list
fFrom the Clerks as a matter of
fact, M. Speaker., The whole
tenor of the debate from tUthe
Government's perspective has been
to Force and ram through the
resolution, Mr . Speaker . The
approach has been distasteful, the
approach has been unprecedented in
many ways. The introduction of
the resolution to rescind is
unprecedented, has been
unprecedented, M, Speaker .
Rushing the resolution of such an
importance, a Constitutional
amendment over a five day period
has been unprecedented, no
gquestion aboul that. They have
broken all the Parliamentary rules
available. And the grossest bthing
I ayuer saw in a Parliamentary
sense, Mr . Speaker, Was wheét
ocurred last Friday ) your
colleague, Lhe Memnber who sils in
the Chair as Depuly Speaker. I
Lhink thatbt was a Lravesly, And it
certainly was evidenl, of course,
of  the tyranny of the majorily
being in aclkion, and we said bthat
on Friday and we still fFeel 1tk and
still believe it M, Speaker.
And I think it is unfortunate.

They do not Tike what I an saying
so they will try to interrupt me.
Now, Mr. Speaker, then, of course,
comes Lhe ultimate weapon after
Five days of debate, we will bring
in closure. We will bring in
closure, we  will e nd ol Lhe
dehate, cut off Lhe debalte, we
will nolk give them a chance Lo
speal . That 1dis the only- way to
get this through, we can sece il
now .
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MR. HEWILETT:
The ultimate
ultimate warrior.

weapon 14 Lhe

MR. SIMMS:

Then, of course, there was ancther
ultimakte weapon, then there was
another ultimate weapon, and then
there was another weapon witkthin a
weapon, and that was the
despicable action we saw tonight
by the Govenrment with respect Lo
introducing closure within
closure. Now that was the end of
a five day example of tyranny 1in
my view. The tyranny of @
majority, Mr. Speaker, and it is
something, I think, to feel very
bad about as Members and
Parliamentarians. I hauve noever
heard of it beforce - what happenced
with respect Lo Jast Friday's
actions. [ndeed, it has never
happened in Lhis Legislalure
before, Mr. Speaker.

Now, Mr. Speaker, [ spoke 1in Lhe
debate a Few days YeRe) ancl
explained my arguments wilh
respect oo Meech Lake  and e
points that , Lhe Promier s
radsed, But I wanl Lo Louch on a
couple ol obhear Lhings, M,
Speaker. I want to poinl oul whal
the Minister of Finance had 1o say
Lthe other night with respeclt Lo
Hydro Power and Meech Lake and Lhe
tie—in to Hydro Power and Mocch
Lake . he Fvening Fe logram's
editorial today, 1 thought, put it
very succinclly and very clearly,
and did 4t very well, 1 believe.
I hope that Lthe Minisler has read
il because it tells Lhe slLory. 1L
tells Lhe story, Mr . Speakoer,
particularly when he had the gall
to altack Quebec on Lhe Upper
Churchill cantract. Now, M-,
Speaker, he, as a Memher of Lhe
Government, or atl least  was &
Member of Lhe sane Governnenl Lhat
acltually pul in Lhe Upper
Churchill contract, brought in the

No. |8 (bvening) RIS



Upper
Liber

seventeen
he often
served in

Churchill

al

Government 0
twenty-three

YRATS
years

talks about,
that Government

old friend Mr.
the time, but

Smallwood.

the
puts

Fve
it

do the
to read
what I am

know
know

what

ning
very
mouth

of Tory r

Smallwood.

contract.

F

before

ule
and
with
No

he served with
the editorial in
think,

And

Telegram, I
succinctly,

From the so
it because then

saying,
people are say

he
the
the
that
he
his
t at
Mr .

it would

uth
he

and he

ing,

he will know what other people
be saying over the course
next number of da

going

to

of the

the
Premi
with

interesting thing
says it

er

him.

nothing to do

his

March
fact,
acros

of th
looke
impac
Quebe
satid

view.

12, 199
1@ Premier himself

Lk
S a

similar
was asked a guestion

0

Yet,

had nothing
e Premier sai
with him.
Mr. Speaker,
ouse,

in this H

sentiment

@ Opposition, whether

dl
L

C separa te.

oh,

at an
on

1 do

we  might get

oult o

ot

y

negative

Newlfoundland

And  Lhe

not know, 1
$500 milliol
he electricity.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:

Oh, o

h!

MR. SIMMS:
Now Lthere s
Speaker.

Mpr
wonde

Minister's

comme
they
the
may,

"

nts
we

Premier's

in

in the

might
Ly

to

truly

of

fack,

another little

L15h

April

another 1litt

commnents

And  you
if the

his alone,
re comments that

good
explain

thoughtls,

hear more

days ahead that m
Lhe two btogether, and Lhe
have @

himself

pickle,

5,

1990

I

wenre

vs,

is
o it

t s

Fii
whe

by the Le

you

good
will
will
and
are

But
the

to do

had
not
on
in
cked
n he
ader
had

@conomic
should

Pre
dare
1@

i e
Say
yeanr

le hint,

have

to

Finance

truly

whether

ref
and

lect
we

aboult "1t

ight

Lie

Premier

out

Vol

opportunity Lo

ofF

KLI

Mr. Speaker, I want Lo conclude
simply by saying this, and I tLlell
Members this sincerely, Mambers
can laugh. This ds typical of
this Government, 1t is a serious
issue and they are over there
laughing and joking and that is
the shame of it all, Mr. Speaker,
That is the shame of ikt all, Mr.
Speaker.

MR. RIDEOUT:
The country 1is falling apart and
they are over there laughing.

MR. SIMMS:

Forgive Lthem For they know not
what they do. - Everything s @
joke, Mr. Speaker.

MS VERGE
of them knows.

MR. _SIMMS:
Let me just say this, Mr. Speaker,
in  cluing up, dt  dis  Lhe last
opportunity I guess with nne
minute lefk or Lwo minules or
whatever it 1is. Fhe  opportunily
is  bte  make one  lasl  appeal, I
guess Lo the Premier, becausoe il
is  no  good din o appealing Lo Uhe
Members, they will do whalevaer he
SayYS . So it has Lo be direcled Lo
the Premier.

They Follow Lheir lLeader.

AN _HON. MEMBER:

'hey do nolt have one, who are you
trying to kid?

MR. SIMMS:

Mr. Speaker, [ ask Lhe Premier Lo
consider Lhe appeals and requesls
of Members on this side Uhroughout
this debate. 1 assure him  Lhey
were sincerae appeals. e
gquesbtions Lhey asloed Wer e,
certainly for Lhe most part, mostl
sincere. And Lhey clo have
concerns about Lhe Fulure ol
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Canada and other people do. I am
sure he knows that. He recognizes
that. You read it every day in
the paper, day in and day out. I
guess, more and more you hear
people saying that. I believe, 1in
Fact, the Premier admitted that
tonight 1in an dinterview on a
national news cast.

AN_HON. MEMBER:

(Inaudible).

MR. SIMMS:

Do not sit there and pooh pah all
the comments that are being made
by other Members. Do not sit
there and just pooh pah all these
concerns that are being expressed
by people across the country. Do
not think that it 1s dmaginary,
all of this kind of concern,
because it 1is not. I can assure
him it 1is accurate, true, real
concern, Mr. Speaker.

I say Lto the Premier perhaps he
could take the advice of one of
our owWn NewrFoundlanders who
teaches at Memorial University,
who said: "Accommodation is  the
key.' And he said il din & recent
article. '"Mr. Wells musl bend a
little, His case is not so strong
that he can affFord ko do
otherwise .

A1l we are asking, Mr. Speaker, is
that bthe Premier hold off on this
very damaging and unprecedented
move which many people feel 1t ids,
inany of us here, Put the matter
out to public hearings 1is what we
ask for, Nere is no need to rush
into it . Use your same
determination and stubborness that
have done you well 1din many ways,
but wuse that sane determination
and stubborness to lead us out of
this constitutional impasse.
Because it 1is & very, very serious
situation.
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SOME HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMS:

But, Mr. Speaker, I say lto the
Premier, din the process do not
isolate us any more Lthan we are
being disolated. Do not hurt the
Province and do whatever you can
to help build, not only a better
Newfoundland and Labrador, bubt a
better Canada for all of us.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
Is tLhe House + ready For Lhe
question?

Is it the pleasure of the House Lo

adopt the Motion? ALl in Favor
'aye'?

SOME. HON. MEMBER:,:
"Aye'.

MR. SPEAKER:
All those against, 'Nay'?

"Nay ' .

MR. SPEAKER:
In ny opilinion the 'Ayes

' have 1t.
The hon . the Governmentl Hous e
Leader., 4

MR. BAKER:

M. Speaker, 1 move Lhat Lhe House
at dits rising do adjourn until
2:00 p.m. April 24, 1990, And the
House do now adjourn.

On motion, the House alb ils rising
adjourned until tomorrow Tuesday,
April 24, 1990, at 2:00 p.m.
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