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The House met at 9:00 a.m.

Mr. Speaker (lLush): Order, please!

Before proceeding with routine
business I want to inform all hon.

Members that one of our
comnissionaires, Mr . Bertram

Lidstone, will be retiring as of

today. Mr Lidstone 1is at the
upper galleries to my right, He
has heen with us in the

Legislature for three years and
has spent fifty-one vyears as a
public servant. On behalf of all
hon. Members, I wanlt to express
our gratitude and thanks for his
years of loyalty, commitment and
dedicated service, and wish him
many years of happy retirement.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Statements by Ministers

M, Speaker: The hon, the
Minister of Municipal and
Provincial Affairs.

Mr. Gullage: Mr. Speaker, as hon.

Members are aware, today marks the

commencemant of Canada's Fit
Week . A unique celebration
designed Lo stimulate greater

participation in physical activity
and fitness. From May 25 to June
3, over seven and one half million
Canadians will be participating in
this major promotional campaign.
Fitness week 1is also designed to
heighten the awareness of the
benefits of healthy active living,
while strengthening the network of

individual groups and
organizations of Fering these
programs . In keeping with the

first Fit Week launched 1in 1983,
this vyear's campaign will again
feature a number of nationwide
mass participation events
sponsored by some twenty national
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and provincial health and Fitness
associations, twelve provincial
and territorial governments and
Fitness Canada. These evenlks
range irom swimming, cycling,
walking, and numerous unique local
activities. This year's Ltheme 1is
"'Kick up your Heels.'

In Newfoundland and Labrador last
year approximately 70,000 people
were involved 1in  nuinerous events
during Fit Week and this year we
anticipate Lhat between 70,000 anr!
100,000 people will be actively

involved. AN enormous  amount  of
volunteer work has gone into this
campaign with ovear 300, 000

volunteers helping out all across
the country, including hera in
Newfoundland and Labrador. What
this means 1is that the success of
Fit Week can only be made possible
by  the dedicated work of thesa
numerous volunteers and thed
comnitments and dedication to the
importance of healthy and active
living.

Hon. Members may be interested 1o
know that there are over 300
comnunities in  Newfoundland and
Labrador hosting their own
schedule of euants during Fit
Week, along with numerous other

provincial health andl
associations. The

Recreation, Sport and Fibtness:
Division of Municipal and
Provincial AFfairs, has oo
actively involued in Lhe

co-ordination of these various
projects as a means of ensuring
maximum participation during the
week . Additionally, we provide
grants of up Lto $500 Lo more than
Fifty communities for promotional
and organizational activities
during Fit Week.

As the Minister wilth
responsibility For recreation,

sport, and fitness, I would Tike
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to urge all hon. Members, and all
residents of Newfoundland and
Labrador, to take part in as many
évents as possible, and as part of
our commitment to active living I
challenge all Members to join with
me and kick ofFf Fit Week by
wearing sneakers all day long
today and by getting personally
involved with this unique fitness
celebration.

Thank you,

M. Speaker: The hon. the Member
For Kilbride,

Mr, R.
Speaker,

Aylward: Thank you, Mr.

First of all I want to thank the
Minister for providing me a copy
of his statement in advance. I do
want to recognize the hon.
Minister's nice pink sneakers
which he has on his desk today,
but, Mr. Speaker, vyou cannot do
much fitness with your sneakers on
your desk - you are suppose to
wear themn.

An _Hon. Member: (Inaudible) with
the red,.

Mr. R. Aylward: There were times
when those sneakers were blue.

On behalf of the Opposition I want
to associate myself wikh the
statement and encourage as many
people in the Province as possible
to participate in Fit Week. It
would probably bhe a good idea, Mr.
Speaker, if the hon. Minister
organized some type of program fFor
Members of the House of Assembly
hbecause probably we are a group of
Newfoundlanders who would
certainly benefFit by any Ffitness
program. When I look at the bhelts
around peoples! waists, Mr .
Speaker, some peoples' walists have
so much hanging ouk over them, I
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am certainly sure that wmost of us
in Lhis house could do with soms
fitness program.

But I do want to mak e a
recommendation to the hon.
Minister: 4if he would reinstate
the capital works program For the
Department of Culture, Recreation
and Youth, Mr . Speaker, Lhe
communities 1in this Province, the
more than fifty that he gave
$500.00 to, would beneFit by
provicding recreational Facilitie:
in Lheier communities S0 Lhat
people who arae interested 1iin
becoming fit ancd staying fit would

be able to avail of ke
opportunity to provide facilities
For residents of their

comnunities, Mr. Speaker, and the
capital works progran  would ba
good . To c¢lue up, I just want to
recommend to hon. Members of the
House of Assembly who are not into
running and  Jjogging and Lhings
like that, this weekend or early
next week I will have ten thousand
strawberry plants to be planted on
my property. If anyone would lite
to come 1in and plant a few of
those strawberry plants il
certainly would be a good idea for
fitness week, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: Before calling Oral
Questions, I want, on behallF of
all hon. Members, to extend a warmn
and cordial welcome Lto Fifty-two
students who, among other things,
are studying Democracy. fhey are
from Ascension Collegiate, Bay
Robeirts, and they are accompanied
by their teachers, Mr. Ed Neil and
Mr. Claude Taylor.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, heor!

Oral Questions

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Uthe Member
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For Humber East.

Ms Verge: Fhank you, M.
Speaker, My question 1is for the
Premier. Yesterday 1in Question
Period the Premier said he really
does not understand what is
happening within Quebec, but now
he does see the possibility of
Quebec separating from the rest of

Canada. My question 1is what would
be the effect on Newfoundland and
l.abrador if Quebec were to
separate?

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Premier.

Premier Wells: Let me correct the
misstatement by the hon. Member.
I did not say I did not understand
what was going on in Quebec. What
I said was I did not have an
adequate level of personal
knowledge of what was happening in
Quebeac to make an intelligent
judgment T could ask people to
accepkt as a sound judgment, so I
qualified my comments by saying I
rely on what others say, I rely on
my observations. I understand
what I see, I understand what they
say, but I do not know from my own
personal knowledge that it is so.
So I cannot speak authoritatively
fFrom a personal knowledge point of
view, and there 1is a significant
diffFerence hetween that and what
the hon. Member suggested.

The matter is causing a great deal
of concern across the country, but
we still must make our decisions
on the basis of what is right for
the future of Canada, what 1is
right to preserve Canada as a
Federal nation and to preserve and
protect the position of
Newfoundland and Labrador and its
people for the next decades and
century as citizens of this
country. We have to make sure
that we put in place and keep in
place a constitution that will
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provide us with an opportunilky to
be full participating citizens of
this country.

Now part of the equation in what
we do s, of course, what will
happen if Quebec decides it does
not want to be part of Canada. 1
cannot say with any degree of
certainty what that will mean.
Canada will go on, but I cannot
really imagine how Canada will be
without Quebec. But Canada will
go on, I have no doubt aboub that,
will continue as Canada, and T cdo
not know what the relationship
with Quebec will be - I am unable
to predict that with any degree of
certainty.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Lhe Member
for Humber East.

Ms Verge: Thank you, M,
Speakar, Does Lthe Premier expect
there would be serious negative
consequences For Newloundland and
Labrador if Quebec We e to
separate?

Mr ., Speaker: e hon. the Praemier.

Premier Wells: Yes ., My Judgement

is yes there would be serious
negative consequeances ifF Quebec
were to separate. Would they he
as serious as locking us dinto a
constitution where we are bhound
forever Lo  be the beggars ol
Confederation, waiting For
handoults From Ottawa and told Uthat
you hetter be careful what you say
or how you express your opinion
because, remember, you have to
rely on Ottawa fFor half your
Government revenue? Well, I have
said before in Uthis House T will
not be the leader of Lhe
Government Uthat sells ULhe dignily
and self-respect of the people of

NewFoundland and Labrador [
short—-termn gain.
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Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
fFor Humber East.

Ms Verge: Thank you, Mr .
Speaker. The Premier says he does
expect there would be serious
negative consequences for
Newfoundland and Labrador if
Quebec were to separate. If that

should happen, Mr. Speaker, does
the Premier expect the other nine
provinces would stay together in a
confederation?

Some Hon. Members: Oh, oh!

Mr. Speaker: Order, please!

The hon. the Premier.

Premier Wells: I do not know how
low the hon. Member thinks the
intelligence of the people of this
Province 1is, -that they have to try
and sell this proposition by this
kind of plaintive fearmongering.
lLet us look at the Meech Lake
issues on the basis of what 1is
right for the future of Lthis
country and its people as a
federal nation, where every
citizen has the reasonable
expectation of living in an equal
status with every other citizen,
and where every province is equal
to every other province,

M, Hewlett:
father's pension.

(Inaudible) my

Premier Wells: I am not going to
sell the future of the people of
this Province and their
opportunity For dignity ancl
self-respect For the hon. Member's
father's pension.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr . Hewlett: You have already
sold us down the drain (inaudible).
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Mr. Speaker: Order, please!l

I want to remind hon. Members of
Beauchesna 409, secltion 3, which
says with respect to Question
Period, explaining what a gquestion
should bhe, 'the question ought to
seek information and, therefore,
cannot be based upon a hypothesis,
cannot seek an opinion, either
legal or otherwise, and must not
he argumentative ol mak e
representations.’ Hon. Members
ought to know what thalt 1s saying
to us.,

The hon., Lthe Member for Humber
East.

Ms___Verge: Thank you, Mi
Speaker. I would like to ask the

Premier if he agrees with the
economists and the investment
dealers who say that the current
political +dinstability in Canada is
driving up interest rates and
hurting the national economy; and,
second, whether he believes the
economic harm 1is having a worso

impact on Newfoundland and
Labrador than other regilons of
Canada since our econonmy is,

perhaps, the most fragile of thossa
of all the Provinces?

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Premier.

Premier Wells: Again, M,
Speaker, it calls For opinions
which Your Honour has just ruled
out, but the hon. Member has asked
the question and I am hesitant to
simply not answer 1t. I know it
is a bhreach of the rules, but in
responding to a question that
breaches the rules I may have to
breach the rules Lo answer 1it.

My own expectation, and 1t is only
that, because again I do nolt know
the minds of the foreign investors
in New York or Eurcpe, I can only
go by what T hear from talking to
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businessmen and others, I can only
judge by what the Minister of
Finance announced here yesterday,
that the Government of
Newfoundland floated a bond dissue
for $150 million, US dollars, at a
very favorable rate.
Notwithstanding the adverse effect
of the impact of our fisheries on
our economy, Moody's and Standard
and Poor's confirmed our credit
rating and I think that displays
great confidence in this
Governmant and iks Financial
management policies, and great
confidence i bthe future of tUthe
country. I do not think that kind
of Fearmongering should enter Lhis
element of the Meech Lake debate.
I say again to the hon. Member,
consider the opportunity for the
people of this Province to ever

have a reasonable economic,
political and social Future by
putting in place a national

political institution Lhat  will
give them an effective say in the
exercise of national power and
national decision-making. Those
are the kinds of things that are
important.

Let us build this country on the
basis of a recognition that all
our citizens are equal, all our

provinces are equal and tLhat
Canada is an unified federal
nation. But, at Lhe saime time,

let us be concerned and genuinely
responsive to the proposals of
Quebec to address their legitimate
and fair concerns, because they
should be addressed, but let us do
it in a fair way, that preserves
the federal nature of this country
and recognizes Lthat there are 20

million people outside the
boundaries of Quebec Jjust as
deeply concerned about Lheir

personal future, the well-being of
their children, and the security
of  this country as anybody who
lives within Quebec. Let us do it
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with mutual respect, let us not do
it out of fear or under pressursa
from what one province says: you
must do 1t this way, or else we
will cause this terrihly
unacceptable catastrophic resultl,
That 1s an illogical, improper way
to address matters.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
for Humber East.

Ms Verge: Thank yaou, M,
Speakear, My questions have been
about the risk for Newfoundlanders
and Labradorians from the curraent
political instability within
Canada. My final question For the
Premier dis whether he helieves
holding out for a distinct sociely
clause 1in the preanble of the
Constitution rather than Lthe body
of the Constitution dis worth the
rigk to NewfFoundlanders and
Labradorians?

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Premier.

Premier Wells: The hon. Member is
ill-informed. I have not held oul
For it I have suggested that is
the proper place fFor it to be, bul
I have also put Fforward proposals
as to how it can be addressed

within the body of Lhe
Constitution. MMe hon. Member is
not fully informed, That,

perhaps, is not her Ffaulk, but it
is dmnaccurate to say that I have
held out Ffor Uthe recognization of
Quebec as a distinct society to be
only in the preamble.

I have, al the requeslt of Senalor
Murray and others, and in response

to the Charest proposals, put
forward possible add-ons to
address the concerns ol
Newfoundland without making the
changes NewFoundland hiod

originally suggested as the proper
way to address Lhe problem, So 1t
is wrong to suggest that I have
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held out for that, it is
inaccurate,

M., Speaker: The hon. the Member
for Humber East.

Ms Verge: Thank you, M,
Speaker. A final supplementary.
Would the Premier table his latest
constitutional proposal?

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Premier,

Premier Wells: From my point of
view, yes, but I think I will wait
until Monday. I will be meeting
with the Prime Minister this
weekend, He has it, and if he 1in
his judgement thinks it 1is the
right thing to do rather than deal
with it at a First Ministers'
Conference directly, I  have no
quarrel with tabling it. I will
do so immediately on Monday.

My reluctance to discuss
Newfoundland's response in detail
to each individual item was
consistent with what all the other
Premiers are doing. They are not
discussing the detail of it
through media discussions, because
that can only have the effect of
hardening positions and making
subsequent discussions and
negotiation dmmpossible. I have no
quarrel with putting it forward.
As a mablter of fact, I would like
to make it public. But what I
think I will do is wait until I
have an opportunity to speak with
the Prime Minister on Sunday, and
do it on Monday.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
For Port au Port,

Mr. Hodder: Mr. Speaker, I have a
question for the Minister of
Social Services, I have been
concerned about statements which
have been made by the Minister
concerning Coach House, statements
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which have been made to me by
officials in his department, and
also statements which have been
made in the Province by
professionals.

My question Lo the Minister is
what do you do with young people
who sometimes wan to harm
themselves or harm property, but
especially those, of course, who
want to harm themselves? I want
to ask the Minister 1s a grousn
home or a foster home the type of
fFacilily For these vyoung peopla?
Mr. Speaker, I am troubled hecause
of what I hear from the Ministar,
and I am troubled by what I hear
from professionals, and I would
like to ask the Minister, does he
really believe he 1is doing the
right thing?

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
of Social Services,

Mr . Efford: Thank you, M~ .
Speaker. Mr. Speaker, leb me say
to my hon. critic that I have been
troubled about the Coach House For
the past three years, since 1987,
I have been troubled Lo Lthe point
where, when I was in Opposition,
on  numerous occasions we made a
number of attempts to meet with
the then Minister Lo Lry Lo
discuss the problems, but he would
nokt meet . Since becomiiny
Minister, I certainly have been
more troubled about it because I
have had a better idinsight dintao
what was actually taking place

down at the Coach House, We have
done everything humanly possible
with the officials of the

Department of Social Services and
the management bhoard and staff of
the Coach House to btry to come Lo
some resolution that would solve
the serious problems which were
taking place.

On a day-to-day bhasis there were
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continuous problems within the
enviromnenlt of the Coach House,
The Royal Newfoundland
Constabulary had bto bhe called in,
and the neighbours were quite
concerned. There were a number of
issues. Am I satisfied with the
decision made? Yes, Mr. Speaker,
I am quite satisfied with the
decision made in closing the Coach
House. Will the proper care be
given to the young boys or girls
who need care because of their
severe hehavioural problems? Yeaes,

The Director of Child Welfare, Mr.
Terry Stapleton, 1n whom I have a
great deal of confidence, has
already developed an interim plan,
but that 41s not the future. He
has already called together
officials of the Department, we
have already met with the present
staff of the Coach House, we plan
to meet at a later date with the
management hoard and the staffF,
together with officials of the
Department and other organizations
within the community, to develop a
long-term plan which will be the
best For young boys and girls with
this particular type of behaviour.

And he dis quite right, something
serious could happen, That 1is Lthe
reason why we made the decision to
close the Coach House before
something more sericus happens in
the Future Lthan happened in the
past.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
For Port au Port.

Mr. Hodder: Mr. Speaker, when I
questioned the Minister the last
day he said the program was 1in
place. Now he says there 15 a
plan in place and the programn will
come later, yebt he has decided to
close the house. Mr. Speaker, I
understand that recently a young
person al the Coach House
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attempted suicide by hanging and
had to be cut down. Will the
Minister confirm this? And ds
this the type of person who can lie
supervised in & group howme or in a
foster home? And why 1is it Lthe
Minister c¢losed down Coach House
without ensuring adequalte programs
and facilities were available for
such needy cases as Lthe case [
have just mentioned?

M.  Speaker: The hon. the
Minister of Social Services,

Mr | Efford: Thank yau, Mr .
Speaker. First of all, there are
quite a number, and I am nolt about

to list off the number of ltypes of
serious things which have happened
in the Coach House ovar Lthe past
three years. The only thing I can
honestly say to this hon. House of
Assembly d1s that T am able +to
stand in this HMHouse and say I ha
closed the Coach House bhefore, as
I said in answer to the original
questions, before some young
person losk his T1ife, rather Lhan
close it in reaction to something

more serious happening. T wis
exactly that Lo which I was
referring. Yas, very, very
serious things have happened over
the past three years, and bthat is
the reason why we Metcl e the

decision to c¢lose ithal particul.r
facility,

Will the boyse and/or girls be
belter Tlooked after 1in & group
home or in some Foster home?
Nobhody has said to date Lthat Uthey
will be gqoing dinto a particular
group home, nobody said they will
be going dinto a particular fosler
hoimne . We have an  interim  plan
already in mind for now, for the
shorter period of timne.

The Coach House will not
until June 30. I have a
deal of confidence in Lthe people
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in the Department of Social
Services, enough confidence to

know that they will bring in a
long-term plan that 1s best for
the future, not just something
reactionary. I am not going to be
pressured by the Opposition or by
anybody din  this Province into
making the wrong decision. The
right decision will be made and
the right care will be given to
those young boys and girls in the
Future, unlike the Former
Administration, which just put
them out there and forgot about
them.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
for Port au Port.

Mr. Hodder: Mr. Speaker, as the

house now stands, there are
seventeen professionals, most of
them with degrees ~ there 1is only
one or two wilthout degrees - all
in  the professional and social

sclences, which are needed there,
Mr. Speaker, there 1is no planning
For where Lthe people are going.
The Minister admitted it when he
answered the last question. Would
the Minister consider replacing
the home, since 1t 1is not the
structure which is dinadequate, nor
the staff, nor the concept, or as
a last resort, and there is
another angle to this, and I think
we have demonstrated it here; the
Minister has admitted that these
are very serious cases. If we are
not going to puk  them dinto a
well-supervised environment, would
he consider sending them to
another Province? There are
institutions in Ontario which are
very, very specialized in this
type of field. Would he consider
sending them out of the Province
or, belter still, do the right
thing here in the Province?

Mr.  Speaker: The hon. the
Minister of Social Services.
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Mr., Efford: Mr. Speaker, it 1is a
job to keep from smiling when such
a serious situation is taking
place down in the Coach House. I
listen to the Member opposite
knowing full well that his
Government developed the plan for
the Coach House then let it
develop into the situation ik is
in by doing absolutely nothing for
a number of years. When the Lthen

Leader of the Opposition - now the
Premier - and myselF wenkt down arl

visited that particular facility
we were totally shocked out of our
minds by what we witnessed in that

particular facility, what was
happening to the vyoung boys down
there. And now I have a c¢ritic

who has all the answers for those
young people.

Well, let me Lell the Membor
opposite that as Minister of
Social Services I know full well
about the past history, about the
present history and about what is
needed for the future of Lthose
young boys., We do have a plan.
We have in mind what is bhest, but
I w@an not going to announce il
until I am completely satisfied
that we have explaored all possible
pros and cons regarding the future
of those vyoung people., Will I
open up another facility like the
Coach House? Absolulely nok.
Absolutely not . The plan Lhe
Director of Child WelFare and the
officials of my Department have in
mind 1is something that 1is best For
the future, and when we have 1t
completely investigated and we are
completely satisfied with 1t, then
I will make an announcement to
this House of Assembly.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
for Port au Port,

Mrr. Hodder: Mr.  Speaker, nobody
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is asking the Minister to open up
a facility such as Coach House,
Mr. Speaker, a public person, who
was a consultant, said it is worse
this year than it was any other
year, The Minister's plan 1is to
close it in thirty days with no
program ready. As well, Mr .
Speaker, in his public statements
about the institution, I am going
to ask the Minister if he 1is
implying that in the population of
this Province, 600,000 people,
there are only four boys and there
are no females whatsoever with
Lhis Lype of problem? Mr .
Speaker, this 1is very serious.
These young people, because of
their disposition, often cannot be
kept at the Janeway Hospital, and
because there is no juvenile
version of the Waterford 1in this
Province, -1is the problem of the
young people who are not there but
who are in the Province being
adequately met? How can the
Minister do it, I must ask him
again, in  group homes and 1in
foster homes as he is planning to
do, and as he told this house he
was going to do in his original
statement.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
for Social Services.

Mr. Efford: It 1is quite obvious
Lhat Lhelir Former in

Administration must have confused
Lheir minds so much Uthat they do
not even understand an answer to a
guestion. First of all, I did not
say we were going to put them in
group homes, I did not say we were
going to put them in former foster
homes . Theraputic Foster homes
possibly, with professional people
and proper support services in
place, That 1s one of the plans
we are considering for the future.

Are there more in the Province
than Uthe Ffour or five boys who
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were at the Coach House? Yes,

Are there any Femalas, youitg
children, young girls in the
Province with behavioural
problems? Yes, Would we consider

sending some of them to the
mainland, to where there are
proper institutions for care?
Yes., We already have applications
for two particular people, wheare
psychiatrists of the Department of
Health have advised us thal this
is the only alternative, that
there 1s absolutely no treatment
here in Newfoundland that we can
possibly give.

Mir. Hodder: That 1s a home you
are sending them to.

Mr. Efford: One of our problems
is that there i1is a shortage of
medical staff, psychiatrists, in
the Province to adequately deal

with the number of c¢hildren. I
mean, that is something we have Lo
contend with. But there are many
mnoe than four, and there

certainly has to be something
developed For the future of those
young children. And I dintend to
do that. I can assure Lthe hon,
Member opposite and everybody in
this Province that those hoys and
girls who have very sevanre
behavioural probleams and who neaed
this special type of care, will
receive 1t

IF you were to talk to some of
those young people they,
themselves, will tell vou they did
not get anything out of the Coach
House, any proper prograning that
really helped them, and we have
talked to parents and we have
talked to a number of people. But
the proper care will be given, as
much as  the Opposition questions
it.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
for St. John's kast Exbtern.
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Mr. Parsons: Mr. Speaker, thank
you very much. My question 1is
also to the Minister of Social
Services, but I want to remind the
Minister before I get 1into my
question, that when the previous
Government opened the Coach House,
it  was opened on professional
advice, and I am assuming now, it
is closing on the Minister's
personal advice. That is what I
got from what you just said.

In saying that, Mr. Speaker, a
couple of nights ago I watched an

interview conducted by Debbie
Cooper, of CBC, with a gentleman,
Art Sheilds. He 1s From Ontario

and has two homes, or he 1is 1in
charge of two homes there, on Park
Hill, and the people 1in those

homes have seyere behavioural
problems as well. His homes have
served the situation well. I want

to know, Mr. Speaker, the status
ofF the original Ffive occupants of
the Coach House. Where are they?

An Hon. Member: Good question.

Mr . Speaker: The hon. the
Minister of Social Services,

Mr. Efford: Mr. Speaker, I am not
so sure I understand the last part
of his question, The status of
the five boys put Lhere
originally, when it was opened?

Mr. Parsons: Yes,

Mr. Efford: I cannot answer that,

Mr. Speaker. I will certainly
check the files of the Department
of Social Services, go back and
check and see whether - the
original five boys, in 19877

Mr. Parsons: Yes.

Mr. Efford: I can certainly have
the Director of Child Welfare dig
out the files, bhut one thing I
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will tell the hon. Member, I will
not, and I am not allowed to as
Minister of Social Services or
anybody else in the Province, talk
about the confidential files on
young people we have within the
Department of Social Services. I
can give some basic information as
to what a young person has gone
through and the status of that
young person, wikthout giving any
name or any 1information. I will
not release to the public any
particular information.

Was the decision made by me <ol 1y
as Minister of Social Services?
Absolutely not. The Director of
Child Welfare, the officials of
the Department of Social Services
in consultation with other experts
around the City of St. John's,
have discussed this at great
length and the advice was given to
me I do not make decisions alone
in Lhe Department of Social
Services, I seek the advice of Lhe
people, the expertise of Lhe
people who know best. And that is
the change in the Department now.
That 1is what we call real change,
unlike the past, change for Lhe
betterment of those young Dboys
and/or young girls.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear)

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Lhe Member
for St. John's East Extern.

Mr . Parsons: Thank you, M,
Speaker., I did not ask Lhe
Minister for anything Lhat was
confidential. I mean, I am not
that stupid. I know you cannot
release anything confidential as
it pertains to an inddivicdual. I

did ask the Minister and I will
ask him again now, if some who had
been residents of that homne since
it was opened who were placed in
homes or other dinstitutions, have
they been changed around or are
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they still residing in those same
homes or institutions, the ones
who have left? You stated in the
House last week that we started
off with five and you told us then
there was only one left. I am
wondering where the others went.
Have you gobkten homes Ffor them?
Are they still din the same homes
you put them in in the first
instance?

Mr, Speaker: The hon. the
Minister of Social Services.,

Mr. Efford: Thank you, Mr .
Speaker. Now I understand the
hon. gentleman's question a little
bit better. First of all, I think
you are misunderstanding the
concept of the Coach House. First
of all, the five boys and/or girls
- there was a mix when the Coach
House opened in 1987. Nobody who
went to the Coach House stayed
there For any great length of
time. In fact, the original
concept of the Coach House was to
put them there for a brief period
of time, probably six weeks Lo two
months, to do an assessment as to
where they should go in the
community.

But, as it turned out, most of
Ehem went there and received
whatever treatment was available
through programnming . So they
could have been there for two or
three months; one could have left
and gqone back with his or her
family, or went to anolther area of
the Province, or could have gone
into a foster home or whatever,
depending on the amount of
rehabilitation they received. So
it changes from time to time. And
I would have to go back through
the files and check to see the
original adimittance to that
particular group home, and how
many have been admitted over the
three years since 1t was opened,
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up until the time it will close.
And I can give a Ffull history of
what actually happened to some of
the young people.

I know, particularly From ny
involvement back when I was in
Opposition, that a number of Lthe
boys were taken and placed back
with their parents: one was From
the hon. the Member's District, 1in
Carbonear, another was From Gthe

hon . Member's District, in
Conception Ray Soutlth, I had a
personal dinvolvemenlt with them,

Because of the lack of service and
the lack of treatment Lthey were
receiving 1in the group home, 1t
was found that they were better
of f back with their Fainily
members, and that is what happened
to them. But I am nolt going Lo
give detailed confidential
information. Rut ir Lhe hon .
Member wants me to, I will get
some basic information from the
files and I will bring it Lo the
House of Assembly Lo give you an
idea.

The hon. Member should also know

that he approached me at  one
particular time about a major
concern he had for his

constituents, the neighbours down
around that area, because of Lhe
problems they were having in that
particular vicinity.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. LULhe Memnber

Mr. Parsons: That 1s why I am
asking the questions, because I do
have concerns. I have concerns as
well for the well-being of Lthe

people who are in that home. As
you say, some of Lhem  waere
rehabilitated. In that sense, the

home must have worked. Again,
because of that dinterview, 1t was
clear that the biggest problem at
the Coach House was Uthe change in
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staff from Social Services for
which there was no supervision,
Mr. Speaker. In fact, supervision
was non-—-existent. Now I want to
ask the Minister if the problem at
the Coach House and the eventual
closing was caused, to a great
extent, by his Department, and he,
being the Minister, was the person
responsible for the great hardship
which has been caused to some of
those individuals?

M, Speaker: e hon. tLhe
Minister of Social Services.

Mr. Efford: Mr. Speaker, I am
totally disappointed, and I
suppose shocked to a certain
extent, in the hon. Member.

Because he knows what he just said
in his question is leading into an
accusation that the Department of
Social Services directly caused
problems to the staff and the
operation of the Coach House.

First of all, that 1is absolutely
wrong. We are not the employers
of the staff at the Coach House.
There 1is a management board set up
by the community, a volunteer
board, who seek funding from the
Department of Social Services to
operate a facility such as that.
At no time did we ever interfere
wilh Lhe operation of Lhat
particular thing to cause problems.

We  did have a social worker, by
the way, a full time social worker
on staff down there. Just think
about 1it, Mr. Speaker, seventeen
employees to deal with a maximum
of five boys, most of the time

only four, But seventeen 1in a
small setting like that down
there, in that particular

facility, that particular dwelling
house, which is really what it was.

Opposition can skand
daylight to dark,

Now, the
there From
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twenty-four a day, fifty two weeks
a year, three hundred and sixty
five days, but there 1s no way I
am going to change my mind. We
did not cause any problems. We
tried to work with the staff on an
number of occasions. I met with
them on several occasions. We
tried to dinstitute new ddeas, and
we kept repairing the facility,
the damage that Wa s being
continously done. We  know Lhe
right decision was macde din this
particular instance.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
For St. John's East Extarn.

Mr. Parsons: Mr. Speaker, . I did
see the Minister Dbecause I had
concerns at that particular time,
and I was approached by people
from the area. But again, going
back to that dinterview, I did not
realize 1t was a stalf problem. L
ask the Minister, over this past
year, because ol Lhat stalf
problem, wasn't he the responsible

person? You should have seen that
the staff was adequate to handle
what was going on at Lhat
particular home . Is it your
responsibility? Whose

responsibility was it or 1is 1t?

Mr . Speaker: The hon . the
Minister of Social Services.

Mr. Efford: First of all, there
was seventeen stalff members down

there, seventeen in one smell
facility for Five boys. They
asked us for more. They wanted
another $178,000. You could have

put all the staff you wanted in
there, 1t was going to make no

difference to the proper
programming for those YOoury
individuals. You could put twice

the stalfF down there and 1t would
make no difference.

Was 1t the responsibility of the
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Department of Social Services?
Indirectly we are responsible Ffor
all matters when it comes to young
children in the Province. There
was a management bhoard set up down
there - the hon. Member knows that
- and we deal directly with the
board. The management board comes
directly to the Department of
Social Services, and we met on a
number of occasions.

We could have met from here to
eternity, 1t was not qoing to
change what was nobt happening or
what should have been happening to
the young boys. The care will be
given.

The problem with the Opposition,
Mr. Speaker, d1s they are afraid,
they are afraid something positive
is going to happen for a change.
That 1is the problem, But I can
assure hon. Members that something
positive 1is going to happen. The
yvoung boys and young girls will
receive the proper care. We are
already working with the staff.
Yesterday I had a meeting with the
staff of the Coach House
concerning the future of those
young individuals and they agreed
to be a part of working out with
the Director of Child Welfare and
other officials of the Department
of Social Services what 1is the

bhest program. In Fact, they
agreed at Lhat meeting, M-,
Speaker, that we made Lthe right
decision. The staff agreed

yvesterday at the meeting.

Mr. Speaker: Question Perioed has

expired,

Ms Cowan: Mr. Speaker, we were
speeding along so quickly - I have

a response to a question.
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Mr. Speaker: We will have to ask
the House 1f we can revert back Lo
Answers to Questions for which
Notice has been Given.

AN Hon. Member: I have been

waiting nearly three months.

Ms Cowan: He has not been waiting
three months, by the way, Mr.
Speaker, he has been waiting a
week .

I wish to table the dinvoices that

have bueen regques tad by tha
Opposition in regard to Lhe

adjustment program for fish plant
workers .

Petitions

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Uthe Member

for Pleasantville.
Mr. Noel: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

It gives me great pleasure today,

Mr . Speaker, to introduce a
petition on behalf of the
Newfoundland and Labrador
Patient's Rights Association. A
number of members ofF that

association are in the gallery,
along with some members of Lhe
chiropractic praofession, to
witness the introduction ofF this
petition, and to encourage Members
and the Government Lo attend Lo
their interests.

I introduce the petition in Lhe

knowledge that it is our
Government's dintention to bring in
legislation to satisfy Lhe
requirements of Lthese people and
the profession. I think it 1is

appropriate to have the petition
before the House to indicalte Lthe
degree of support  amongst the
public 1in general. fhe petition
contains almost 3000 names (rom
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all around the Province and it

reads: To the Hon. House of
Assembly of Newfoundland in
Legislative Session Convened, the
petition of the undersigned
residents of Newfoundland and
Labrador; that the Newfoundland
and Labrador Chiropractic
Association has been actively

advocating adoption of legislation
to requlate the practice of
chiropractic. That Newfoundland
is the only jurisdiction in North
American in which such legislation
does not exist. That legislation
would set educational requirements
and requlatory standards, and
provide for proper use of
appropriate diagnostic ‘tools for
the treatment of back problems,
headaches, neuralgic arthritis,
shoulder problems, and joint
dysfunction throughout the body.
Therefore, your petitioners urge
the Government of Newfoundland and
Labrador to dintroduce legislation
to govern chiropractic in the
Province.

Mr. Speaker, I sincerely and
enthusiastically endorse the
concerns of these people. I have
been surprised in the course of my
involvement with this petition,
and prior to that, by the number
of people you meet evaery day who

have derived tremendous bhenefit
from being treated by
chiropractors. Just in this

building, vyesterday, I bhelieve it
was, when I was speaking to some
people about Lhis petition coming
before the House, just in & group
of people who work here in the
building there were three out of
sevan or eight, I believe, who
were together at the time, who
either had experienced
chiropractic services themselves
or had close relatives or friends
who had, and were very supportive
of it.
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It ds dmportant for us to bring in
legislation to govern this
profession, Mr. Speaker, in order
to ensure that the profession is
able to regulate dtself in order
to ensure that they have the
diagnostic tools that will help
them serve the profession better.
They need access to X-rays, which
they do not have now. Sometimes a
patient will go to a chiropractors
office and before the practitioner
is able to treat the person he
will have to have Lthe person go
and have an X-ray taken, and in
order to do thal the person has Lo
go see another doctor. This may
be a person who 1is in wvery acute
need of being dealt with and
instead of the chiropractor being
able to do an X-ray on the spot
and treal the person
appropriately, that person might
have Lo go and wait For a long
time "to see another doctor who
will authorize an x-ray, he will
then have to go to an x-ray
facility and wait Lto have that
x--ray taken and then they will
have to wait for Lhe report to go
back to the doctor, and very oflen
they could b in considerable
discomfort during that period.

necessary for the
profession to have access Lo
laboratory testing in  order Lo
ensure that their diagnosis is
correct and that the treatment
they recommend and carry out is
the treatment appropriate to the
illness with which they are
dealing. There are an interesting
number of statistics associabed
with the situation of the
profession 1in our Province and as
was said in the petition, we are
the only Jurisdiction in  North
America that does not have
appropriate legislation, they have
it din Sweden, in Great Britain and
Peru and most of the Scandinavian
countries, most of Lthe advanced

It is also
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countries in the world, ancd I
think it 1s high time that we
adopted it in this Province.

Chiropractors, as everybody knows,
diagnose and treat hack problens,
headaches, neuralgia, arthritis,
shoulder problems and joint
dysfunction as I said in the
petition. One oult of every three
Canadians wvisits a chiropractor.
Eighty per cent of the population
experience back pain at some point
in their lives and thirty per cent
suffer back pain at any given time.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please!

The hon. Member's time has elapsed.

Some Hon. Members: By leave, by

leave,

Mr . Noel: Thank you, M.
Speaker., Thank vyou, I think the
House would do well to listen to
some of the additional facts that
have been compiled. There are
3,000 members, active members of
the Chiropractic Patient's Rights
Association din this Province, and
thirteen practicing chiropractors,
eleven of whom are members of the
Newfoundland and Labrador
Chiropractic Assocliation.
Legislation would set educational
requirements and regulatory
examinations for chiropractors who
wish to practice in the Province.

Chiropractors see approximately
ninety to 100,000 patient office
visits yearly in this Prouvince and
one of, I think, the mosk
convincing points to be made 1in
the favour of Lhe legislation
required is the cost effectiveness
it will have for medical services
in our Province. The majority of
chiropractic practice is directed
towards bhack pain, thirty per cent
of workers! compensation
commission claims are for back
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pain. Due to excessive cost of
chronic cases, thaese genarate
sixty per cent of all Workers'
Compensation Commission cosls.
The Workers' Compensation
Commission studies suggest a
forty-five to fifty per cent
saving in the cost of treating
back pain by using chiropractors
within the system.

Government enquiries in Sweden and

Australia - and I will Just bhe
another minute - have demonstrated
that the treatment by
chiropractors 14 an extrenaly

cheap method of health care, it
doas not spiral cosls through
ancillary and specialist services,
and on average a dollar spent on
chiropractic services causes no
further costs. My Speaker, I
believe the case for this
legislation 1is convincing and I
trust this hon. House will agree.
Thank you very much, Sir.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
for Grand Bank.,

Mr. Matthews: Thank you. M.
Speaker, I take pride and I am
pleased this morning to rise in
the House to supporl the petition
so ably presented by the hon.
Member for Pleasantuille. I think
he has covered the chiropractic
1ssue very well and I guess Uhe
best thing I can say aboult this
particular petition and the
requestl From chiropractors and
patients ofFf c¢hiropractic in Lhe
Province 1is that I guess 4if you
have experienced it yourself, Lthen

you can best speak about it. I
visit a chiropractor regularly. I
went to all other sources of

Finding relief for back pain and
severe muscle spasms, if I  go
regularly, which they call me to
do, then I am okay. I didn't find
anything else that worked Lhat
well for me, so I guess based upon
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that you can only speak as you
find and I am very supportive of -

An  Hon. Member: Does this ~come
from your soccer days?

Mr. Matthews: It could be from my
soccer days, vyes, it could wvery
well be, I don't know. I was a
pretty dgentle player myself, it
was the other players who played
against me that roughed me up a
bit and maybe that 1is why I am
suffering today, but I just want
to say, vary seriously, Mr .
Speaker, that I would just like to
urge the Government to get on wikh
bringing forward the appropriate
legislation. I understand that
the Bill has not yet been brought
ko the Legislative Review
Committee and I don't know 1if we
will get a chance to geb it
forward and dealt with before the
House recesses for the summer, but
I would certainly urge Government -

An  Hon. Member: We will be
sitting all summer.

Mr. Matthews: I would hope we are
going to stay open all summer, but
watching the tactics of the
Government House Leader and the
night sittings and so on, we would
think he wants to get out
somewhere around the end of May,
which he is not; we are not going
to allow him to do that. Rut,
whether or not we get this piece
of legislation to the legislature
and passed before we recess for
the summer, or I would urge the
Government to at least bring
forward this legislation to bhe
dealt with this fall, so that we
don't have to want any longer.

I want to go on record, Mr .
Speaker, 1n recognizing the group
in the galleries this morning, and
to go on record personally, 1in
support of bringing Forth
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legislation and to, as well,

axpress the support of the
Official Opposition in support of
legislation on behalfF of

chiropractors.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr . Speaker: The hon. the
Minister of Health.

Mr. Decker: Mr, Speaker, I want
Lo congratulate my colleague From
Pleasantville for the outstanding
job he has done in presenting this
petition to the House today. 1
also want to say that on numerous
occasions, that Member, as well as
others of iny colleaques, have from

time to time spoken to e
favourably about bringing in
legislation to control the
profession of chiropractic 1in this
Province, Mr. Speaker. It has

bean quite a concern.

Now, I have good news For the

people of the Province, For
chiropractors and patients of
chiropractors. Tha legislation

is, indeed, on the way.

Now, therea has bean SOMNE
impatience on the part of people,
and I can understand Lhat, because
it seems we have beon slow dn
formulating this legislation.

Now, Mr. Speaker, we had to start
from scratch, as a Government,
whan  we came  in, and Lry Lo
straighten out some of Lhe mess
which was left Lo us, in  Lthe
health care of this Province. And
we have been busy 1in the last
twelve months opening hospital
beds, Mr. Speaker, we have bean
busy hiring additional nurses; we
have been busy reorganizing the
health care system;, we have been
husy formulating legislation to
control the profession of
chiropractic in this Province.
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Government have made a
decision on the general guidelines
we are ¢going to follow with our
legislation. We now know where we
intend to go, what we are going to
do about the X-rays, as the Member
fFor Pleasantville talked about.
We have put in place a broad
parameter. The legislation is
being written, the 'i's' are being
dotted and the ‘'t's' are being
crossed, even at this very moment,
and I would certainly hope that,
in the course of btime, legislation
will come Forward, first before
the Legislative Committee and
then, before the House.

Now, Lthe

should say
sometimes is
media as

Now, Mr. Speaker, I
that the legislation
being referred to in the
for chiropractors. Now,
technically speaking, that 1is not
accurate, The 1legislation which
controls mecdical doctors,
physiotherapists and other
professions 1in the Province, the
legislation 1s for the people of
Newfoundland and Labrador. It is
so that any person who visits a
chiropractor can be assured that
he 1s wvisiting a professional, a
parson who 1is qualified to carry
out his profession. So, strictly
speaking, it is not for
chiropractors, other than that
chiropractors are members of the
general public.

So, Mr. Speaker, the legislation
is on the way. I am pleased that
the Opposition have finally
decided to support this
legislation,

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

When that particular

were in

Mr. Decker:
group of paople
Government, Mr. Speaker, they had
a markedly different opinion about
chiropractic din this Province. I
sat in this House on bthe other
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side when Lhe position, as a

Government, was expounded by John
Carter.

An Hon. Member: Oh, nol That is
not true,

Mr. Decker: He said 1it. He was
never once contradicted, Mr .
Speaker. His position was the

position of the Government and,

consequently, they never acted.

Oorder, please!

Members that in the
petition, hon.
engage in
restrict
material
petitiaon in

I remind hon.
presentation of a
Members are not to
debate. They e to
themselves to the
allegations of the

terms of who it i3 representing,
and in terms of Lthe number. L
would ask the Minister, please, to

restrict himself Lo the
requlations.

proper

The hon. the Minister of Health.

Mr ., Decker: Thank you, M.
Speaker., When vyou see people who
have changed their tune, 1t 1s
difficult For me to maintain my
cool and I have to draw that to
the attention ofFf the people. And
maybe I did gebt carried away in
the heat of debate wilh the
rhetoric, but I could not miss Lthe

opportunity of reminding hon,
Members of where once they stood,
e fact of the mablter 1is, Mr,
Speaker, this legislation is
indeed on the way and now thal Lthea
opposition have changed their
positiaon, they will no doubt
assist us as we bring Lhat

Lhrough the
Review Committee and

legislation
Legislature

ultimately before Lthis House and [
would Tlike to have that Lthrough
before this session. I bthe House
goes on into July, I have no doubt
that we will get 1t into Lthis
No. 41 R17



session. IF the House does not
sit wuntil July, it will probably
be well dinto the fall sitting of
the house before we get it done.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
for Torngat Mountains.

Mr Warren: Thank you, Mr .
Speaker. I have a petition from
the residents of Postuille.

Again, 1t concerns health care.
And their concern, Mr, Speaker, is
aboui:  the health care that 1is
administered to those people by
Lhe Grenfeall regional health
services. Mr. Speaker, I find it
interesting just listening to the
Minister of Health, who said that
his Government is opening hospital
beds around the Province. It was
only vyesterday, Mr. Speaker, I
returned from Ottawa where I met
with Federal officials. I have
been advised, Mr. Speaker, that
this Government has put on hold
the two nursing c¢linics din Davis
Inlet and Hopedale. Two nursing
c¢linics that are 1in the Coastal
Labrador Agreement and which were
planned for construction to begin
this year. This Government has
decided now to put those  two
nursing clinics on hold.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think it is a
sad day for the people of Davis
Inlet and a sad day for the people
in Hopedale to realize once again
this Government that calls for a
real change, is not going to
improve health conditions for the
people in my District in
particular. And, Mr. Speaker, the
people in Postuille are saying to
their Government, to get on and
improve health care, because not
only the people on the Labrador
coast, but the people throughout
Newfoundland and Labrador needs
the best health care possible. If
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Lhis Government does nolk continue
to bring about dmprovements in
health care then I think, Mr.
Speaker, they are doing dinjustice
to the people who deserve 1it.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please!

The Chair does not want to be too
restrictive in terms of
presentation of petitions, but the
Chair has a duty to ensure that
the rules and regulations dn this
House are followed. ALl haon .,
Members know that in presenting a
petition they should dmnediately
proceed to the prayer of bLhe
petition, and from there on fFollow
on with whatever information will
suppart Lhe prayer and get into
the numbers on the petition and so
on. So, I ask the hon. Member if
he would, for the benefit of the
Chair, please proceed with the
prayer of the petition.

Mr., Warren:

Thank you, Mr. Speaker, the prayer
of the petition 1is that we are
concerned with the health care
that is presently availlable.
Concerns have been expressed that
patients are not receiving the
proper health care, wherefore we
support an inquiry into  health

care 1in Labrador, Mr. Speaker,
this is basically what I am
saying, Here the people are

asking for an enguiry into ULhe
health care in Labrador, and at
the same  time tLhis Governmenl,
instead of trying ta improve
health care - we have Ltwo nursing
clinics presently Lhat are
practically unfit for patients to
be even seen 1in.

And, Mr. Speaker, this Government

now knows Lhere has been an
agreement signed by the Fecderal
Government and Lhe Provincial

Government on a Coastal Labrador
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Agreement and now the money has
haen identified For those two
nursing clinics. All of a sudden
I am lelft to believe tUthat tLthis
Government now for this year is
again delaying the construction of
those +two clinics. It is a sad
day indeed, Mr. Speaker. It is a
sad day, Mr. Speaker, that this
Government will not proceed with
the new hospital in Happy Valley,
Goose bay, a sad day indeed, Mr.
Speaker. I have said dn this
House before, it was this
Governments intention that if NATO
weant ahead in Goose Bay, the
hospital would go ahead. But, Mr.
Speaker, there is more people in
Labrador than people with NATO.
There are other human beings
living in Labrador who need health
care.,

Mr. Speaker, 1f we have to wait
For international countries to
give Financial assistance in order
to build a hospital for our own
people in the Province, then there
is something drastically wrong
with this Government. I refer
this petition, Mr. Speaker, to the
Department of Health, and would
hope that the Minister and the
Government would take immediate
action to assure that health care
is dmproved on the Labrador coast,
and secondly, make sure that
construction starts as sSo0n as
possible on the two c¢linics at
Hopedale and Davis Inlet.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
for Kilbride.

Mr. R. Aylward: Thank you, Mr.
Speaker, very much,

Mr. Speaker, I would like to speak
in support of my colleague's
petition from Lhe comnunity of

Hopedale. I think some forty
people signed this petition from
Postville. Mr., Speaker, I want to
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congratulate the Member For
Torngat Mountains in S0 ably
presenting this petition on behalf
of his constituents, who do have a
very denuine concern about the
health care in their communities.

I visited Hopedale several times,
as Minister of Northern
Development, and I found the
people 1in Postville to be a very
conscientious, hard working group
of  Newfoundlanders who are not.
looking For a Frea ride, M.
Speaker, they have said Lo me many
times that all LUthey expecl Fron
Government are services that would
normally be expected by any
resident of any part of Canada.
They were not at Lthe btime looking
for highways to be built in and

out of Postuille. They are very
practical people. But they do
expect a reasonable mail service;

@xpect a reasonahble
coastal and air Lransportation
service; and they do expect
Government to provide them with a
reasonable health care system, so
that the health of the people in
the community, the men and women
and children of that communitly
will be looked after. And, Mr.
Speaker, they are afraid that the
Government, particularly this
Government, with 1ts cubtbacks in
all programs under their control,
are going to cutback on Lhis.

they do

Now this 1s one 1item that &ie
Provincial Government cannot blame
on Lthe Federal Government becausa
health care in this Province is
the responsibility ofF the
Provincial Government. And  when
my colleague came back From Obtawa
last week and told me that the

Provincial Government in Lhis
Province has put  on hold tLhe
clinics For Davis Inlet and

Hopedale, two  other communities
which I visited seueral times
while Minister of Northern
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Development, I was shocked, Mr.
Speaker, because I understand the
Budget that was Jjust passed 1in
this House of Assembly with a new
tax, 1.5 per cent of all payrolls
in this Province over $300,000,
this new tax was suppose to be
dedicated to education and health
care, Yet we find, Mr. Speaker,
that this Government has put on
hold a very necessary health
clinic 1in Davis Inlet and a very
necessary health clinic in
Hopedale.

Why pass a new tax 1f you are
going to cut back on health care
and we know that there have been
cutbacks in education, especially
teachers in hospitals which
provide a wvery essential service
for the sick children of this
Province, Mr. Speaker, so we see
that the Government of this
Province 1is cutting back.

We also see that Ffor the health
care of the people of Postuille
there is a definite need for a new
hospital in the Goose Bay area, 1in
the Lake Melville area, to service
the whole coastal Labrador and
central l.abrador areas . M~
Speaker, I understand that part of
the problem of building this
hospital or Ffinancing the hospital
was that Government was waliting to
see 1f NATO was going to have a
NATO training centre in Goose Bay,
and they were waiting to do the
planning. Now that the Government
knows there will not be a NATO
training centre in Goose Bay, Mr.
Speaker, they should get on with
their planning immediately and get
Lhe new hospital built in the Lake
Melville area, so that the present
facilities that are there can be
upgraded to the Dbenefit of Lhe
people, not only 1in the Happy
Valley-CGoose Bay area, but to the
people who are flown in by
helicopter or air ambulance Ffrom
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the coastal communities, from Nailn
Lo Hopedale,

Mr. Speaker, the health care of
lLabrador is cost—shared; the
Federal Government provides
financing through native people's
agreements to build such
facilities. I am surprised to see
the Provincial Government, who
suggests they are trying to
provide better health care - Lthey
mace an effort o dmprove health
care by hiring exltra nurses, [
will give them credit for that.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please!

The hon. Member's time 1s up.

Orders of the Day

Motion 1, Mr. Spaeakaer,

Mr. Speaker: Motion 1, adjourned
debate on the Budget.

The hon. the Member for Menihek,

Mr. A. Snow: Thank vou very much,

Mr, Speaker. Last night when I
finished up, or started

discussions on the -

Mr. Speaker: I wonder 1if, before
Lhe hon. Member gelts into Lhe
burden of his speech, he will
allow me to dnterrupl to welcome
students, because very often they
leave and we do not get an
apportunity to welcome them.

On behalf of all hon. Members, I
would like to extend a warm and
cordial welcome to Fifty—-five
grade X students From Mobile High
School, on the Southern Shore.
They are accompanied by their
teachers, Florence Dunaway and Jim

Lynch. We extend you a warm
welcome .
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Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. A. Snow: Thank you very much,
Mr. Speaker, I am not sure, when
you made reference to the burden
of my speech, whether it was your
burden because of my speech or -

Mr. Flight: The burden 1s over
here.

Mr. A. Snow: The burden 1is over
there? I realize the burden you
people on that side of the House
put upon the people of this
Province through vyour Budgelt has
been incurred by many people 1n
this Province, especially the
burden which has been borne by the
residents of western Labrador, in
the District of Menihek,

Mr. Efford: (Inaudible) seventeen
vears of Toryism,

Mr. A. Snhow: Mr. Speaker, I, too,
would like to welcome the students
from Bay Roberts, I believe 1t 1is,
and other parts of the Province,
and Mobile, I hope you witness
democracy 1in action and can go
back to your classrooms and debate
it yourselves and see Lhe merits
of this great system we live in.

Mr. Speaker, this Budget that was
brought down by this particular
Administration and hailled as a
great Liberal Budget -

Mr. Efford: And 1t was.

Mr. A. Snow: Maybe. You can hear
people interjecting now and
suggesting, 'and it  was.' M.

Speaker, to some Districts it may
indeed have bean liberal. Of
course, one would have to define
liberal. Ordinarily, a Liberal in
the Canadian sense could bhe a
little different bthan a Liberal in
another spherae or another
influence.
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Mr. Efford: (Inaudible).

Mr. A. Snow: Yes, I will attempt

Lo explain it A small il
liberal in the United States
probably would not he as

acceptable to the populace of Lhe
United States as a small 1
liberal in Canada.

An Hon. Member : There are no
small '1' liberals ocver here.

Mr. A. Snow: No, vyou are yeaery
right, Sir. You are very, very
correct, Fhere are no small ‘1

liberals on that side of Lhe
House. They started out as small
1" liberals during the election,
but when ULhey brought down theair
Budget on March 15, there was not
a small 'l' 1liberal on thabt side
of the House then, they were small
‘¢! conservatives,

Some Hon. Members: Oh, oh!

Ms Uerge: Regressive

conservatives,

Regressive
progressive

Mr . A. Show:
conservatives, not
conservatives.

Mr Hogan: How mamny Menbers

(Inaudible)?

Mr . A. Snow: Yes. he hon,

Mr. Speaker: Order, please!

The Chair has witnessed over the
past couple of days what ik
considers to be extraneous
interruptions, interruptions which
do nothing to promote the level of
debate, interruptions which,
indeed, trivialize the debate,
This 1s nobt permitted i the rules
of the House. I have told hon.
Members: before, if  there is a
question which they would want to

No. 41 R21



ask the Membher who 1ds speaking
there 1s a correct procedure for
it, by the hon. Member courteously
and politely asking the hon.
Member if he or she would permit a
question. The hon. Member
speaking has the right not to
permit a question. And if he does
not permit a question, no one else
is permitted to interrupt. I
would ask hon. Members to please
cooperate, and please refrain from
interrupktions which tend to
trivialize the debate.

The hon. the Member For Menihek.

Mr. A. Snow: Thank you very much,
Mr. Speaker. The hon. the Member
For Placentia made reference to my
being one of the founding Members
of the local New Democratic
Association in the District of
l.abrador West. Yes, indeed, I was
one of the founding Members of the
local Association, and I am quite
proud of it. I still have my card
as a matter of fact. I quess we
all become -

I guess if you were to refer to ne
as a Conservative, quite often, in
this country, my philosophy would
be a bit left of tLthe centre. I
could be called a red Tory. I
guess a lot of that is because of
the environment T was raised 1in,
here on the Island portion of the
Province. Indeed, going to live
in Labrador after that I became a
New Democrat and now a Tory. And
I do not apologize for that. I
think I am a product of where I
was raised and where I lived din
l.abrador. Because we do have a
social conscience, and I learned
that in Labrador.

We , in  west l.abrador, probably
produce more in the wealth of this
Province, more economic accrual to
this Province, more wealth to this
Province than any olher single
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District in this whole Province.
We probably generate more revenue
into this Province than other
District,. And I have seen over
the years that while we have a
tremendous quality of 1lifFe in
western Labhrador, the Provincial
Government and, indeed, Lhe
Federal Government, have not
really participated in improving
and maintaining the quality of

life we have hrad and are
attempting to still wmaintain and
improve 1in the Future I do not
suggest that the quality of life

necessarily decresasad in value
with the election of this Liberal
Administration, indeed, previous
administrations also did not do a
heck oF a 1lobt to idimprove the
quality of life in western

Labrador. Most of Lhe reason for
the high quality of life in
western l.abrador is hecause of
what the residents ancl Ehe
companies put into westearn
Labrador. That has macl e that

quality of 1life what it is today.

It is unfortunate that I have seen
this feeling of alienation
developing within Labrador. Ouenr
the numbers of years I have seen
us go through changes politically
in a sense of expression of our
frustration, in  how we, knowing
thalt we generate such wealth Fop
this Province and country, do not
see governmenkts coming in to help
and improve the quality of 1ife din
western Labrador.

I have seen that Frustration
develop more and more. 1 saw it

develop into a political movement
in the early 1970s, a political
movemeanlk that elected Lo this
House a Member represenlting tLhe
New Labrador Party, a party Lhat
was expressing the frustrations of
lLabradorians because ofF the
inattention from the Government of
the day, the Government located in
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St. John's, not just the
inattention to the problems of
western Labrador, but the
inattention to the problems of
coastal Labrador and central
Labrador. And I am sure other
hon. Members sitting here who

represent Districts 1in Labrador,
the District of Torngat and the
Districts of Eagle River and
Naskaupi, can also articulate the
feelings of their residents when
they say there 1s, again, a high
degree of alienation appearing 1in

L.abrador, i1 Lhe people's
feelings. They feel they are

being cut off.

I just wankt to explain to this
House why the people in Western
Labrador feel especially alienated
from the rest of this Province
because of this particular
Budget. One of the reasons the
people din western Labrador are
feeling alienated from the Island
portion of the Province is
because, as I have said earlier,
they produce such wealth for this

province, vet they see a
Governmnent service which was
delivered For years being
removed. They saw this Government

bring down a Budget on March 15
which increased the amount of
revenue that is going to be taken
out of the District of Menihek, to
the tune of about $3 million.
About $3 million annually in
payroll tax is going to be removed
From the District of Menihek .
This 1s wealth the people of
Menihek are producing, and they
are seeing this directly removed
from Menihek with no improvement
of service.

Provincial Government delivery of

service in Menihek has been
decreased.
Mr. Baker: The noney came from

Montreal.
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Mr. A. Snow: 'he hon. Lthe Member
for Gander suggests the money

comes from Montreal. Fhe money
does not come from Montreal. That
wealth 1is generated by the miners

in Western Labrador, It is
generated by the miners in Western
lLabrador, by the people who work,
not the parasites the Premier
talked about. These are some of
the producers, the miners of this
Province, who were attacked by
this Government willh the payroll
tax. Then we saw the Government
remove a service Lo the people,
the Labrador Air Passenger Subsidy
Program. In order for a person in
western Labrador Lo travel to the
Island portion of the Province, an
adult, it will cost them $724.00.
We had somebody stand 1in this
House and suggest Lthe people 1in
Labrador, yes, they do have
difficulty din travel, but it is
not much different &Lhan somebody
in St.. Anthony. This upset a lot
of people in Labrador. There 1 a
distinct difference in travelling
from St. Anthony to $St. John's
than from western Labrador, Wabush
or lLabrador City, to St. John's,

from Nain to St. John's - &
distinct difference than

travelling from St Anthony.
There 1is a $1,000 difference For
somebody who has to come out and
visit an ailing mother or Father,
or for students who would Llike to
go home to visit Ltheir parents and

come back and finish their
education in St. John's, because
we do not have adequate
post-secondary education
facilities in Labrador. There is

a distinct difference.

As a matter of [act, the
difference for a family of four to
travel now to  St.John's rather
than 1if they had travelled prior
to the removal of the subsicdy, 1is
they have to pay an additional
$450.00 ~ $450.00 they have Lo
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pay, because of the removal of
this subsidy. Now that is not
much to a person who is sitting in
the Cabinet and 1is given a free
car by the taxpayers of Labrador
and Newfoundland, but $450.C0 is a
lot of money to a person who
resides 1in Labrador and works in
the mines, or works in the service
industry. It is a lot of money,
that extra $450.00 they have to

pay. They realize their electoral
district produces more wealth Ffor
this Province Lhan any olther

electoral district in this
Province, and then they see the
attack this Administration placed
upon them. No other district has
been attacked and had a benefit
removed from it as did Menihek.
No other single district has been
attacked by this Adiministration in

the removing of services as
Menihek has, a district which
produces such great economic

wealth.

[ am sure, Mr. Speaker, that if
times were different, and if the
48 per cent of the people elected
in this Province had been sitting
on that side of the House today
and bringing down a Budget, it
would have been a lot different
fFor the people of Menihek.
Indeed, it would have been a lot
different For people travelling
From other parlks of Labrador,
because the subsidy was available
to all residents of Labrador who
would travel to the Island portion
of the Province.

We can seea Lhe feeling of
alienation developing now in
Labrador which started to occur in
the late sixties and early
seventies, and that is wrong .
Because we are one Province.
While we might be geographically
divided, we are one single
Province, one people, made up of
different peoples from different
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races and religions, but, indeed,
one Province.

When you hear some of the reasons
which have been brought up in this
House as to why Lthe subsidy had to
be discontinued, you can see why
the people of Labrador are so
frustrated, because the reasoning
which has heen raised holds no
water.

As an example, one of the reasons
raised in this House as to why the
subsidy should not be continued
was the fact thalt the Provincial
Government employees are going to
be given a travel allowance Lo
travel to the Island portion of
the Province. The people in
Labrador who work for the
Provincial Government are now, 1t
was suggested, going to be paid a
travel allowance Lo travel to the
Island portion of the Province, so
the people of all of Labrador have
to pay for it.

Because what they are suggesting
is that because they give Lhe
employees a bonus or a raise, in
the minds of the employee in
l.Labrador, and indeed the resident
of Labrador, they give. Lthem an
equalizer,

employers who employ
Labrador, Lhao major

The major
people in

mining companies, the Federal
Government, their employees have
had that bhenefit for years. Now

we see that finally the Prouvincial
Government recognizes that their
employees 1in Labrador should be
getting a benefit, but, they
suggest, we will give you the
benefit, but Ehe people of
Labrador have to pay 1it. Now,
that is completely unfair.

Here we are in Labrador,

underserviced by delivaery ol
Government services, and now they
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expect, because ‘they pay equally
to  thelr employees 1in Labrador,
that only the people of Labrador
have to pay that raise. And that
is completely unfair.

They take a $400,000 vote of money
that was 1in travel subsidy, give
it to the employees as a benefit,
and then suggest that only the
people of Labrador pay 1it. That
is wrong, Mr. Speaker, that is
fundamentally wrong; it 1is unfair
to treat people in a District 1like
Labrador so unfairly.

There was also the suggestion that
one of the reasons why the subsidy
was cut out, or removed, was the
fact that people who did get a
trip from their employers, such as
the Federal Government, or the
mining company, would apply for a
subsidy, get the money from the
Provincial Gowvernment and then,
indeed, be making a profit.

I will not stand here in my place
and suggest that somebody may not

have abused this particular
program but I will say this: It
is wrong to discontinue the

program Dbecause there was minor
abuse of it. What you do 1is cut
out the abuse. I would suggest to
you Lhat people throughout this
country have heen abusing the

privileges of a lot of our
programs which are available, such
as UT. But we did not cut out

Ur. It would not be tolerated.
What we do 1s cut out the abuse on
a particular program at any level
of Government; we do not cut out
the program. Maybe that 1is what
should have been done.
Undoubtedly, that 1is what should
have been done.

Mr. Speaker, another thing brought
down in this Rudgek which I
thought very unfair was Lthat there
was no increase i the amount of
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money it was suggested would be
spent  for a crisis shelter i1n
western Labrador, a crisis shelter
which has a  history 1in western
Labrador since 1982, operated
strictly by volunteer efforts from
the local community, by the
people, by the local town
councils, by the unions and by the
mining companies. In 1985, Lhey
received funding. After three
years of complete local support,
the previous Administration & &)
Fit to  participate through  the
Department aof Social Services.
Today, we are seeing, because of a
lack of funds being dedicated by
Lhis particular Administration,
that crisis shelter closed.

There is a need in western
Labrador for a crisis shelter.
Otherwise, the people of Western
Labrador never would have started

it in 1982, It 1is unfortunate
that this Administration seee it
to cast away thedir Liberal

promises and bring down this
conservative Budget and behave, as
I have never seen any Governmenk
behave in this particular
Province, so conservatively. It
is unfair to the people of western
lLabrador, it is  unfair to Lhe
people of this Province. Thank
you very much, Mr. Speakear.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. Speaker: Before I 1recognize
the hon. Member for Ferryland I

would like to, on bhehalf of hon.
Members, welcome to the gallery
this morning, Jerry Dinn, the
former Member For Pleasantuille

and a former Cabinet Minister.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
for Ferryland.

Mr.  Power: Fhank you, Mr.
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Spaeaker. Refore I begin my
comments, I would like to welcome
all my vyoung constituents here
from Mobile Central High School,
the school at which I taught for
five years, I know most of the
young ladies and gentlemen. It dis
a pleasure to see them here, and I
hope they learn something about
the democratic process.

In the few comments I have to make
about the Budget Speech I wank to,
Mr. Speaker, compare what 1is in
the Budget document here and what
is dn this document, this Liberal
manifesto which came out during
the election campaign in 1989.
This document was, 1in many ways,
fraudulent; in many ways it
promised so many things 1t could
not and has not delivered, and
will not deliver. This Budget
document we have, as well does a
wonderful job of deceiving the
vast majority of Newfoundland's
people. But the deception only
lasted for a few weeks. The blush
came off Lthe Budget pretty fast
when we found out what really was
in it.

Mr . Speaker, since last April
there have not been any real
changes in this Province. That is
the fundamental tlaw with this
document, and with the fundamental
deception that went on in the
election campaign of 1989. When
the election campaign was held,
all we heard about was a real
change, a change fFor the better,
things were really going to change.

The other day, when the Member for
Stephenville was speaking, he
talked about how unreal things are
and he used the word unreal many,
many times, and the word 'unreal’
is much more symptomatic of what
has happened 1in this Province in
Lhe last twelve months. What has
this Government done? What does
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this Budget do For the Ffishery of
Newfoundland and L.abrador? How
many people in Newfoundland are
better off 1in the fishery today
than they were twelve months ago?

Look at what has happened down in
the District of Ferryland, where
we had problems 1in the plants in
Fermuse and 1in Ferryland, and in

St. Mary's -~ The Capes with the
other two plants owned by
Universal Fisheries. Not Qe
single cent of assistance has bheen
of Fered by this Government. Whien

they asked for a loan guarantee,
it was refused. When they asked
for any kind of extensions of the
loans which were outstanding, Lhey
were refused. When new operators
were 1interested 1in going in and
putting in new proposals, they
were told there was no money For
the Universal group of companies;
you can Forget 1it. We are simply
not supporting the fishery. We
already have btoo many Fish plants;
we have too many people depending
on the fishery; and the people are
going to have to diversify and
find jobs somewhere else.

Now, what I want to know from this

Government: In this Budget
process, where you are spending $3
billion, I know the District of

Ferryland has been maligned by Lhe
Liberal party and Lhe Liberal
Government of Newfoundland and
Labrador. I know vyou have not
helped the fishery. Where our
district has traditionally ouver
the last ten vyears been able to
get 1in excess of $2 million For
water and sewar, for paving, for
special projects, this year we ¢got
$20,000 - $20,000, There 1s not
one single square Fool of pavement
going to be laid dn  Ferryland
District this vyear, there 1s not
one single comnunity getting water
and sewer  money, and Lhis is
supposed to be a Government which
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relies on the wonderful cliche you
use, fairness and balance?

Go down to Lhe comnunity of
Ferryland and 1look at the health
problems they have with their
water and sewer, yet you see not
one single cent, and not one
single cent for the community of
the Goulds, one of the fastest
growing comnunities in eastern
Canada, not a single cent For
water and sewer. So when you talk
about fairness and balance, this
Budget document certainly doesn't
bring fairness and balance to the
District of Ferryland.

And when you talk about some of
the dindustries in this Province,
it really makes vyou wonder how
this document could have been
purported to be fairness and
balance Foe the people of
Newfoundland and Labrador.

Mr. Speaker, when it comes to
change in this Province, the real
change, I want to give you one
glowing example: The Minister of
Energy 1s here now and I would
like him, maybe somewhere later on
in the budgetary process, to
comment on the second page of the
Liberal document on policy, the

manifesto For Lhe Liberal
Government 1in the 1989 election
campaign, It 1is page two. The
highlight: One of the first

things this Liberal Government was
going to do as soon as Lthey got
into power, when the Conservatives
were out, the Liberal Government,
as per page two of their manifesto
- it 1is called Churchill Falls and
lLabrador Hydro Power - says,
"There are two major problems in
relation to the development and
use of hydro power in labrador.
One 1s 1ts dnability to deliver
the power Lo dits ultimate market
in a manner that would provide
Newfoundland with the benefits of
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the development and sale of the

power " To those who may not
understand, it simply means
transfer of powear across

provincial bhoundaries. In the
Constitution of Canada, we are
supposed to have interprovincial
trade without any barriers. In
western Canada, you can put a
pipeline carrying liquid gas from
Alberta across Manitoba,
Saskatchewan and anyplace else you
want, and you can do 1t because of
the Constitution of Canada.,

We have always been blocked in
Newfoundland. We were blocked in
1968 or 1969 when we did the Upper
Churchill first, when the old
Liberal Government gave away Lhe
birthright of all the young people
in this gallery and all the young
people in this Province. But, at
least, you realize vyou made a
tremendous mistake back in the
1960s, when the present Premier
was a member of Lhe Cabinet. He
is trying to rectify a mistake he
made, so he puts it on the front
page of his docuinent.

The second parkh of it 3AYS,
"Secondly, Newfoundland ancd
Labrador has so far been unable Lo
access the power that has been
developed within the Provinca to
meet the needs of our own people."

The second paragraph of Lhis
document 1is very interesting when
you see what has happened in Lhe
last twelve months, Lthe last six
months in  particular, with the
Meech Lake Accord.

This is the statement of Lhe
Liberal manifesto: "Both of these
problems could have been resolued
if the Government of Uthis Province
had taken the right course of
action in the first instance
instead of seeking futile court
confrontations with the Province
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of Quebec."

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to go
back a little bit to the Churchill
Falls Agreement and ask a question
of the Minister of Mines and
Energy that maybe he will answer,
and maybe the Premier might

sometime. How much progress have
we made since this Liberal
Government took power with
reassessing or accessing some of
the Upper Churchill power? How

much money in revenues are we
going to get in excess of what we
were getting 1in  April of 19897
What progress have we made with
Lhe Government of Canada to get
our constitutional right to
transmit power across the
provinces? How has the Premier's
quiet, somewhat cynical quiet, the
irony of +the Premier's version of
diplomacy, the Premier's version
of getting +the rightful benefits
for Newfoundland and Labrador, how
has the Premier's system worked,
the Premier's system of fighting
Meech Lake, of demanding things
which, at least in the short-term,
are unreasonahle and are not based
on any factual dinterpretation of
law in Canada as we know it, the
Premier's demand that we have to
have Senate reform; we have to
have a duly elected Senate?

For 30Ine of those students,
especially the younger ones fram
Mobile, 1in the gallery, who may
not understand what an elected
Senate means to Canada, Mr .
Speaker, it means, basically, that
in the U.S. they have worked out a
very good system. They have a
Constitution. They have had
twenty-eight amendments to their
Constitution over a period of
time, and they try to balance out
the power of people with the power
of jurisdictions. It simply means
that 1if you have a really large
province in Canada, 1like Ontario
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with its eight million pecople, I
suppose, and Newfoundland with
500,000 or 600,000 people, then,
obviously, Ontario is always going
to have more to say in the
parliamentary democratic process.
Sometimes, when the numbers are
imbalanced as much as they are in
Canada, with Newfoundland being -
PEI is much smaller: PEI only has
140,000 people, I believe, so 1in
relation to Ontario, they are euen
worse off. But Rhode Island is a
really small state of Cthe American
union, California and New York
are tremendously large states.
So, to try to balance out how a
country is  run, ko make  sure
eueryone 1is treated fairly, they,
in the U.S5., decided to have an
elected Senate where each state
had two senators. Ontario may
have eighty-four Members of
Parliament, Newfoundland has seven
and PEI has four, so, obviously,
in the Parliament of Canada vobting
patterns are going to favour
Ontario, and the large Province of
Quebec, as well. But a duly
elected, equal and effective
Senate, where every province has
Lhe same number ofF senators,
balances the thing out . So
Newfoundland would end up with
five senators, Ontario would have
five senators, or whatever numnber
they came up with, and then 1t 1is
supposed to be balanced. S0, as
you pass Taws through the
Parliament, the democratic process
of Canada, vyou end up with an
elected Senate which has some sy

and which balances out Lhe
constitutional unfairness aflf
numbers and population arcl
demographics. But this Government
and this Premier, in his own way
1s destroying Canada. [ he does
not realize that - I know he 1is
supposed to meet wikh the Prime
Minister on Sunday . We have

talked to him in this House, somne
of the Liberal caucus have talked
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to him to change some of his ways
on Meech lake, but he is not going
to do 1it. But he has put Canada -

Mr. W. Carter: (Inaudible).

Mr. Power: And the Minister of
Fisheries can say I am wrong about
where he has put Canada. But
Canada 1is at the edge of an abyss
that we are very 1likely going to
fall over, and if we do fall over,
if on June 24 Meech Lake has not
been passed, there will be a rush
of persons in Quebec who are going
to really be happy that they have
an excuse to leave Canada, and
some who are going to say the hell
with Canada anyway because it
simply does not work for the
French speaking people of Canada.
I have argued that case here in
the Meech Lake debate, some of my
colleagues have on this side, and
I know quietly on the other side
some persons have lobbied the
Premier to be a 1ittle bit less
relenting about trying %o solue
all the constitutional process at
one constitutional meeting.

As I mentioned earlier there are
twenty eight amendments to the
American constitution.
Constitutions change over time.
It changed 1in 1982 when it was
repatriated from Britian. It will
change again after 1989 and 1990,
Meech Lake was simply one step in
a long process of  building a
country. The Premier wants to
make it a final step, the only
step, the last step and that 1in
the constitutional process will
not work, So here we are in this
lLiberal manifesto saying that we
are going to change a very unfair
hydro agreement with Quebec. The
other day when I was here, and 1
gok some press last weekend,
unfortunately the press covered
not the important part, they
covered what was news bhut they did
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not cover the dmportant part of
what I said. And I said that
Sprung was a disaster, was a waste
of money. It was a folly that we
got into for all kinds of strange

reasons. It was a waste ofF
$22,000,000.00 of the taxpayers of
Newfoundlands money. And as a

Conservative party we have to take
the blame for that. One of the
reasons we are on this side of the
House is because the public of
Newfoundland gave us the blame and
saild listen vyou are not doing
things the way we expect Lhem Lo
be done.

One of the reasons, the Liberal
party was turfed out of office in
1971 was because ofFf this Upper
Churchill Agreement. That people
realized that Joey Smallwood and
his Cabinet, of which the Premier
was partl, the present Premier,

made a tremendous mistake. But
the raeal historical significance
of the mistake is neot in

$22,000,000.00 in one year, 1in one
Administration and Sprung, its
$700,000,000.00 every year as long
as the price of oil -
$400,000,000.00 every vear that wea
have lost on the Upper Churchill
Agreenant. And all these persons
in the gallery and every olher
young person 1in Newfoundland and
Labrador, one of the things that
they will bear Lo Lthe day Uhal
they die, they will pay taxes
auery year that they work and
svery week that they gel paid.
fThey will pay taxes For services
that they should not have to pay.

They will pay more money in income
tax, Lthey will pay more wmoney 1in
SSA tax, you have to pay Lo
Newfoundland because we loskt so
much revenue. That gquilt and that
blame dis on the Liberal party of
Newfoundland and lLabrador, the
lLiberal Government of the day.
Some people say that you cannot
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have perfect foresight. But not
having a reopener clause in a
fifty vyear contract, until the
year 2019 or 20277

Mr. Speaker: Order, please!

The hon., the Member for Mount Scio
- Bell Island, on & point of order.

Mr. Walsh: Not to dinterrupt the
Member for Ferryland while he is
in full fldight, but I would not
want the students 1in the gallery
or anyone else who might be
listening to be lead to bhelieve
that the only people in this
Chamber who voted for the Upper
Churchill was the Liberal
Government of the day. It was a
unanimous choice of ¢this House to
do that, dincluding I understand
the hon. John Crosbie, Senator
Gerry Ottenheimer who was in the
House at that +time, and & number
of other very prominent Tories.

If T am incorrect then I apologize
to the Speaker, but a unanimous
decision of this House was made as
to who would and would not support
Lhat resolution, and they all
did. Now 1if I am dncorrect 1in
that, by all means carry on. But
it was a choice of this House, and
if my wmemory 1is correct bthe hon.
John Crosbhie was the Minister
responsible Ffor that portfolio at
that time. So lets make it wvery
clear to the students that 1t was
a unanimous decision of this House
that that contract be entered into.

Mr. Power: Mr. Speaker to that
rather frivolous point of order by
the Member,

Mr. Speaker: There 1s no point of
order.

The hon. Member for Ferryland.

Mr . Power : Thank you, M.
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Speakear. There 1s no point of
order. Fhe Members opposite have
a chance to speak in this budget
debate. In this Budget which they
so proudly lauded the Minister of
Finance on when he delivered it.
This Budget which was supposed to
be the best piece of goods
Newfoundland had ever seen, You
all have a chance including the
Member who just rose on that silly
point of order to speak in  the
Budget Debate, You have a chance
to defend your Govermnent and what
you are doing.

Here 1s the other part of the
silly point of order he brings
up. The silliness of 1t 1s, idits
not what the Opposition did in
1968, and it d1s not what the
Opposition does 1in 1990. Tt is
what the Government does, The
Government shows leadership, Lhe
Government shows tLhe direction,
the Government has to take Lhe
Province in a certain fundamental
way to make sure we develop
properly, so you cannot blame five
Members of a Conservative
Opposition 1in 1968 For taking
part, and for signing an unanimous
agreement in this House.

If that were true and 1f Lhat
logyic prevailed, then why is notk

Meach Lake passed in Newfoundland,
because the Liberal Opposition in
Newfoundland voted for Meech
l.ake. Some of Lthe Membhers that

are presently on that side, who
are now tearing this country apart
went over tLthere, and a Premier
issued a directive that Meech lLaka
was not going to bhe passed, that
all this thing 13 the electled
Senate I was Jjust talking about,
the distinct socielby c¢lause was
unfair to Canada, the spending
powers in provincial jurisdiction
was wrong, and the Premier of this
Province 1issued an ediclt to all
the Members opposite, including
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the ones whe had sat over here in
Opposition and wvoted For Meech
Lake and spoke on Meech Lake.

Mr . Speaker, it would be very
interesting to see the Members who
are over there now, who actually
voted for Meech Lake on this side,
and see their two speeches. The
speech they made when they were
here supporting Meech Lake, and
the speech they made when the
present Premier laid down the law
and said Meech Lake 1s not going
to he supported. That would he a
very 1interesting speech to have
somebody compare.

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible),

Mr. Power: It does not matter.
One 1s enough. If you are going
to be right vyou should be right
and stand on your principles, and
not on the directions of one
person. What happened here was
the Liberal Party supported Meech
Lake when it was voted on in this
House until it was changed,
changed by a Premier who has a
misguided notion of constitutional
process, who wants to solve all
the problems to make up for all of
his past sins 1in one fell swoop,
and change +the whole democratic
process of Canada. It will not
happen, by the way. Meech Lake
may not happen and Canada will be
changed, fundamentally changed
Forever, and 1if people think it
cannot happen, for anybody who
studies, and thers are some
history teachers over there, for
anybody who studies history and
thinks +that countries cannot he
broken up, look at what is
happening in Eastern Europe.

Where dis East Germany today, and
where 1s East Germany going to

be? Where 1is Latvia and those
countries going to be? Parts of
Russia are breaking apart. It dis
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going to be a different world, a
different map. Same people Lthink
that that only happens in Eastern
Europe and in Communist countries
and that it cannot happen in
Canada. Who says that we cannol
have a separate country of
Quebec? Unfortunately, a totally
English country of Canada is not a
good idea. It is not what many
Members opposite think.

An Hon. Member: We agree.

Mr. Power: You agree that you do
not wank Quebec to leave Canada?

But vou are facilitating 4t in
gverything vyou do. [t is Just
like these documents, you say one
thing and vou do something else.
You said din your election campaign
you were going to do something
with Upper Churchill and lLabrador
power and what nas really
happened? Will the Minislter of
Energy tell Uthis House and the
people of Newfoundland, somewhere
along the way, has Clyde Wells, is
this Premier's process to
diplomacy, any worse than the
futile, his words, the futile
court confrontations of Uhe former
Government when we went to court
using a legal process to try ani
get Upper Churchill and gel our

reasonable rights For
Newfoundland? So the fulile court
confrontations ol Lhe Former

Governnent, but what aboutl the
Futile Meech Lake confrontations
of today? What about the comment
of the Minister of Finance, which
I would not even repeat in front
of Lhe young people in the

gallery. This comient by the
Minister of Finance, one of Lthea
senior Ministers in this
Government, that W ara using

Mecch Lake, and his comments have
gone all across the country.

fhe Liberal Party is probably more
popular din Newfoundland baecause
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the Minister of Finance made those
comments . When he says we are
using Meech Lake to ¢get even with
Quebec on Upper Churchill hydro
power, that we are getting even,
we are going to settle the score,
we are going to get our fair
share, and for once we are in a
position of control, the Liberal
Party in Newfoundland is more
popular because of that.
An__ Hon. Member: The Minister
retracted that statement.

Mr. Power: The Minister retracted
it, bhut it  was said, it  was
believed, and a lot of
Newfoundlanders, unfortunately,
many of them 111 informed about
the Meech Lake process, listening
to the Premier's misguided
approach to the thing, are saying
they believe what the Minister of
Finance said, that it is time for
us to get even, and that is very,
very unfortunate. What is
happening in Quebec today and what
is happening in Canada is a
crisis., A lot of people do not
realize what a crisis 1t really
is, and I think a lot of Members
opposite think that 41t is not
going to happen. They think that
countries will not break apart, it
does not happen, and it will never
happen in Canada. Rut, the
reality ds that it will happen in
Canada, and i1t will be facilitated
by this Premier, this Government,
and Members of the caucus, who are
saying on one hand we do not want
to break Canada up but on the
other hand they are making it very
easy for Quebec to leave Canada.

And when Quebec leaves Canada, we
will be stuck with an English
dominated Canada, dominated
primarily by Ontario, and I assure
you that it will be Just as
difficult for Newfoundland to gets
its equal place in Canada with an
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English only country, dominated by
one tremendously large provincea
with, I helieve, just about Fiftlty
per cent of the population 1in
Ontarico, and 1if you think that
that is going to be any easier for
us to get a fair shake in Canada,
then I say it 1is not very likely
to happen.

An _Hon. Member: (Inaudible).

Mr . Power : Why have we  been
second class citizens? Again the
Premier 1s going back and trying
to correct another Liberal mistake
of 1949, It was the Liberal
Government of Joey Smallwood of 23
years that got us into Canada with
the rules that we entered Canada
with.

Now if he made a pile of mistakes,
which I +think he did, such as
giving ANAY the rights bo
fisheries control in 1949 bhut
keeping control of health and
education, I think it would have
been done a lot better. I think
our standard of education in bthis
Province would bhe a lot higher if
education was a Federal
responsibility. We would have
more funds, we would have more
balance across Canada, we would
have a better argument For
transfer payments and equalization.

I think this year in the Budgel wa
get $230 million From the
Government of Canada fFor education
and health transfers, mostly going
to post secondary. Bult 1t is not
nearly enough. Our standard of
education 1is lower in Newfoundland
than in any other part of Canada,

So, again 1if we made mistakes 1in
1949, they were mistakes mmade by
the Liberal Government and now
trying to be corrected. And the
reality dis - again I hope the
Minister of Energy does Lell us
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somewhere over the nexk Few days
that we have made tremendous
gains, thal Uthe Premier's approach
to Quebec has really got us a
better share of Upper Churchill
revenues, got us access to take
our power across the Province of
Quebec. But I suspect that an
awful Tlokt of what the Premier is
doing today 1is going to come back
to haunt Newfoundland somewhere
down the road.

The Hibernia negotiations that are
pending, the only thing that I
ever hear about Hibernia 1s that
it is all signed, sealed and
delivered with the exception of
Meech Lake. Is Meech lLake going

to jeopardize Hibernia? If
Hibernia is jeopardized this
Province has the one shiny
econoimic light +that 1is shining

since this party tLook over the
Government of Newfoundland and
Labrador, will be put out. It 1is
the only light that you have, they
put out all the rest of the
lights, there are no economic
lights 1in the fishery anymore,
forestry 1is certainly not great.
Tourism, vyou are only building on

the process that we have
established, we did establish 1in
the last Few years of our

Government of having a very
active, interesting, aggressive
tourism marketing scheme to get
$ 0ne people to come wvisil our
Province and to stay here for a
longer period of time. And that
has worked. It is one of the few
things that has worked.

But the economic 1lights of this
Province, one 1is Hibernia, and all
I hear 1is Meech lLake, and all the
Members opposite hear 1t, 1s Meech
lLake going to jeopardize
Hibernia. We can only hope and
pray that it does not do it, but I
mean the reality is that the
Government of Canada has comnitted
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$2.6 billion to Lhe Hibernia
project. That 1s a 1ot of money,
and who is to say that tha
Government of Canada may not
change its mind and say that is
just too much money for us to have
in one project at this stage in
our history when everything dis in
turmoil and chaos. And that would
be blackmail possibly, but it also
might be economic sensibilities on
behalf of the Minister of Finance
of Canada Lo say Lto comnil the
Government of Canacda to $2.6
billion when there have just haeen
riots 1in Quebec, when there has
just been tremendous pressure to
leave Canada that maybe it +is not
the sensible thing to do.

Now, hopefully it will nevear
happen. I am a very strong
believer that that will not
happen, that the deal which should
be on 1its economic merits, thaht it
is done, the companies are
interested, Lhe Government: ofF
Canada has made a commitment, and
the Government of Newfoundland has
made certain concessions and
certain commitments as well, and
it should work. ‘

But, Mr. Speaker, those are the
economic lights. What [ see here,
this real change, this Liberal
document that I have here, and [
could read it but it gelts almost -
it is so silly, it is dronic and
cynical, the things Uthat you said
on school tax, on health care, on
social services, on the resource
industries. You said so much in
your document, so much Lo get
elected and so much of it has not
happened .

The Minister of Finance has done

his second Budget. There is
nothing in Lhat second Rudget
which is going Lo make a
substantial change to Newfoundland
and Labrador. When I look alt Uhe
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jobs din this Province - I heard
the President of Treasury Board
saying the other day that we had
6000 full time jobs more in this
January than we had last vyear,
Mr. Speaker, who does he think he
is fooling? Does anybody in this
Province, on either side of this
House, in the galleries or
anyplace else, really believe that
Newfoundland's unemployment rate
-has substantially reduced since
the liberal party took power in
Newfoundland?

The only substantial employment
that is there 1is for the Economic
Recovery Team, and they have hired
twenty or thirty people and spent
a couple of million dollars. But
in real terms, are Lthere more
people working in the fishery
today or 1less? The answer 1is
there are 1less. Are there more
people working in forestry today
or less? There are less, Are
there more people working in any
of the industries that we have
with the exception probably of
tourism? The answer is less.
That 1s what vyou have done for
Newfoundland, and know it has

happened, and ik is vaery
unfortunate, there are less people
in fishery, less people in
forestry.

An_Hon. Member: Your point is
though, that the Federal

Government are the ones who gave
away every bloody fish that we had
out there, and will continue to do
it. Why don't you stand there and
tell the truth, not only to the
people of Newfoundland but to the
students also.

Mr. Power: There 1is all that has

happened with this Administration.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please!

Mr . Power: You have three

L34 May 25, 1990 Vol XLI

approaches to econoimnic

development. One 1s the House
Economic Recovery Team, which wmay
or may not prove beneficial. The

other 1is, you blame all past
mistakes on this side of the House
when we were the Government, and
we should have rectified all our
problems, and your third and most
common scenario of all your
economic development schemes 1is to
blame Ottawa.

This Government has not put one
cent yet into the fishery crisis,
except for the $14 wmillion vyou
promised to Lthe two big Fishing

companies, Two fishing companies
which are primarily ownead by
interests outside Newfoundland.

Two large fishing companies which
are responsible 1in wmany ways for
the overfishing, who benefited
from the overfishing, but when it
comes to the inshore fishery - Mr.
Speaker, d1if you Just give me a
second, I will Ffind in this bock
about inshore fishery support.
There is a page here -

An Hon. Member: What about Sprung?

Mr. Power: Sprung was a mistake,

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible).

Mr., Power: Thank God you are not,

and you should not.

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible),

Mr. Power: Rut you are putting il
in National Sea and FPI. You are
putting it dinto large companies
when small companies cannot get

help. ALl T am saying is -~ okay,
let us help National Sea and FPL -
but what is the Governments
approach to the Fishery in
Newfoundland and Labrador. Tt is
ad hoc, it ds simplistic, it s
reactionary. You reaci to a

crisis in Twillingate, by giving
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someone, which I +think, 1s a bit
of a sweetheart deal, I'm glad you
did it because the plant in
Twillingate should stay open. But
you should also make the same
rules for everyone else,

The Minister was here yesterday,
and he was saying; I am a very
popular Minister in Twillingate,
and a Tory won't be seen down
there for a hundred vyears. Well,
maybe that 1s true, but 1if the
Minister is not careful, there is
going to be certain parts of
Newfoundland where there 1s not
going to be a Liberal seen for a
hundred years as well.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Minister of
Fisheries on a point of order.

My . Carter: The hon. Member
should not be allowed to mislead
the House. T am not saying he has
deliberately been misleading, but
first of all, he talked about the
Province putting $14 million into
the hands of National Sea and
FPI. That 1s not correct. He
knows, as Lthe House knows, that
has gone dinto the hands of the

workers. Not one cent of that
money will end up in the coffers
of the two large companies. In
fact, in the case of FPI, it 1is
going to cost them about $3
million. That d1s money that is

going into the hands of the
workers.,

Now with respect to a statement

which he attributes to mne
yvesterday in the House, he did not
give it in the right context, I

said to the Member for St. Mary's
- The Capes -

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible).

Mr. Carter: Mr. Speaker, I think
the record should show what 1s

correct. I have a right Lo a
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point of order. When I sa&id that
I might be popular - T did say,
Mr. Speaker, that the Member's of
the Opposition would not be very
popular in Twillingate, because
obviously they opposed the opening
of the fish plant, but I said I
would probably be popular in
Branch, where I arranged to have a
Fish plant reopenead up there,
That 1is the context 1in which I
said it.

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible).

Mr. Speaker: Order, pleass!

There is no point of order.
The hon. the Member for Ferryland.

Mr. Power: Mr. Speaker, there is
no point of order, and I
continue. That was the analogy he
used, that he 1s populacr in Branch
hecause he opened a plant, and he
is popular in Twillingate because
he opened a plant. He and his
party, are very unpopular, veary
unpopular, 1in Ferryland, Fermuse,
and a couple of plants 1in 8St.
Mary's Bay that did not gel any
help Ffrom this Government, haue
not got any help and have been
refused on many occasions.

All I am saying is, yesterday, his
comments about the Fishery, I ask
what is in this document to wmake
the fishery better? I do not see
anything in this $3 billion, where
there 1is support for the dnshore
Fishery. I do not see any support
for dindividual plants. I do not
see any loan guarantee program to
help companies through difficult
times that may nolk he of their own
doing. There are things that
happen in the Fish Dbusiness, as
within any export business,;
currency changes, markets,
exports, all kinds of things can
change that does not necessarily

No. 41 R35



mean the wmanagement of Lthe company
is bad,

And all I am saying 1is, in that
document there 1s not a tremendous
support for the inshore fishery in
Newfoundland. What ad hoc policy
the Minister of Fisheries is
implementing is done on a very ad
hoc, reactionary basis. He waits
for something to happen, and they
he tries to do something about
it. The only other -

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible) .

Mr. Power: Well you could not
help Fermuse because they were
very poorly managed and they lost
money. But when new operators go
to Fermuse - such as a former
Liberal Member of this House, who
is up in Fermuse today trying to
get a plant going - is that
Member, that ex—-Member, that
member of the business community
now, member of the fishing
community ~ 1f that person comes
here and says we hneed some help,
we need some assistance to make
Fermuse work, we need a loan
guarantee, we need some lease
payments, is he going to be
treated exactly the same because
he happens to be 1in Fermeuse as
Twillingate was treated? And that
is what I see. I do not see that
happening. I see the Ministaepr
very arbitrarily deciding which
places are going to be helped and
which places are not. And I am
also vary alarmed and very
concerned at the downsizing, the
undersizing, and there are too
many people in the fishery
business. You are putting the
horse behind the cart 1in this
case. Because what you are saying
is we should diversify, we should
have more Jjobs, but you have to
get out of the fishery. The
reality is to keep then 1in the
fishery, keep the fishery at least
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at a subsistence level Ffor many
individuals and, then, when you
have the @conomy diversified,
there are lots of places for them
to go. Right now there 1is nowhere
to go. So you are talking about
diversification, vyou are talking
about getting out of the fishery,
and it does not really work.

An _Hon. Member : Who owns the
Fermeuse plant? Who (inaudible).

Mr. Power: The Canadian Saltfish
Corporation.

An__Hon. Member: The  Canadian
Saltfish Corporation.

Mr Power: Listen, are you
telling me that poor old M-,
Trainor down in Fermeuse, who has
worked in Fermeuse For thirty
years and has fFifteen years Lo
work, really cares and really is
going to Forgive the Provincial
Government for not coming to the
assistance of he and his Family,
his young children who may have to
work there? These are the
realities. If the Federal
Government says we are not doing
anything for Fermeuse, there ds
still 1s provincial responsibilily
on the President of Treasury
Board, Lhe Pramier and Lhe
Ministers concerned. You have a
provincial responsibility. Ani
somewhere along the way, 1in the
last fourlteen months, 1t has nob
sunk  in with Members aopposite,
especially Lhe Ministers, Lhat
Newfoundlanders still require the
Newfoundland Government to prolect
them in many instances . When
Governments outside will not do
it, you are going to have to go
the extra mile. And you are not
willing to do it; you have said in
many ways you are not willing Lo
do it.

Mr. Speaker, in the last couple of
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minutes I have I just want to say
again that the document Ethat was
purported to be the elecktion
manifesto of the Liberal Party of
Newfoundland and Labrador, their
outlook, their directional changes
to make this real change they
talked about, has not happened.
In the second Budget document of
this Government, there 1is really

nothing din dit,. All that has
happened 1is they have changed the
faces, they have become
administrators ofF departments,
They do not have any real ideas to
change the economy ol
Newfoundland. Show me a new
program this Government has

brought in in fourteen months, a
brand new program!

In employment what did you do?
You rehashed a program we had
there. We had it twenty weeks or
fifty weeks, and you made it
twenty, twenty, and twenty weeks.
You do it that way so vyou might
get a bit more long-term
employment.

What other employment programs
have you had? What have you done

in fisheries and secondary
processing? You talked about
aquaculture in your Liberal
manifesto. There 1is a section in

this document which says zaro,
zero, zero 1s Lhe amount of money
that is going to one section this
year, for some support.

Mr. Speaker, when you talk aboutl
misleading the House, we all
interpret what any other Member
says to suit ourselves, All I can
say is that in this Province
today, in May 1990, conditions are
nokt significantly better, there

has been no real change, The
Government has made it mnore
difficult Ffor someone to get a
post-secondary education by

raising tuition fees 10 per cent,
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something which I would never,

hever condone when I Was a
Minister, and we never did while
we were Ministers. 10 per cent in

one given year is simply too much.

The only way this Government is
going to change +the history of
Newfoundland and make some real
change 1is in the education Ffield.
But I do not see, again in this
document, any tremendous support

for the Minister of Education,
gither in the post-secondary
sense, or the primary sense, or
the pre-school sense. There 1is no

real money for change,

M. Speaker: Order, please!

The hon. Member's time has elapsed.

Some Hon. Members:

By leave! By

leave!
Mr. Power: Just S0 I Cann
conclude, Mr. Speaker. ALL I am

saying 1is that in this document,
with $3 billion, you really have
not used any new ideas. And 1t is
unfortunate and sad, because Lthe
people of Newfoundland expect and
need and demand some of Cthose real
changes, and somewhere down Uthe
road this Government will pay a
price for deceilving the people of
Newfoundland and Labrador.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. Speaker: Before I recognize
the hon. Minister of Fisheries I
would 1like to  welcome to Lhe
gallery bthis morning, on behalfF of

hon. Members, forty Grade VIII
students from Ray Robherts
Amalgamated, in Bay Roberts,

accompanied by their teachers,
Gordon King and Boyd Bartlettl.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!
Mr. Speaker: Also, I would like
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to welcome to the House of
Assembly thirty-five Grade Ul
students from Inter-Island
Academy, New World Island,
accompanied by their teacher, Mr.
Ryan.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. Speaker: The hon, the
Minister of Fisheries,

Mr. Carter: Mr. Speaker, I cannot
let: the opportunity pass to take
issue with some of the comments
made by Lhe Member For Ferryland,
especially as it relates to the
fishery, because he would give the
impression that the Government
just abhsolutely turned +its back on
the Southern Shore, in his
District, the plants 1in Fermeuse
and St. Mary's and Riverhead and
Ferryland.

$20,000

Mr . Power: (Inaudible)

Mr. Carter: Mr. Speaker, he knows
as well as I do that that 1is not
true. He and I have talked about
it privately, outside Lthe House.
I am not going to betray any
confidences that are between us,
but I know where he stands on that
issue, and he knows I know, with
respect to the Fermeuse
operation. The Fermuse operation,
Mr. Speaker, was a company that

was operataed by a Portugesw
company incorporated in this
Province, the principals of which
were Portugese. They ran the

company 1into bankruptcy; they ran
up a wvery substantial debt with

the Canadian Saltkfish
Corporation, In fact, I do not

have the exact amount, hut I
believe it is in the order of $15
million.

An__Hon. Member: Fourteen and a
bit.
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M- . Carter: Fourtean
million-and-something. Ihi @
result was that by the time the
company took stock of itself, il
was over $20 million din debt.
And, ves, they had already owed
the Province $2.3 million by way
of a loan guarantee. They came to
us, Mr. Speaker, for an additional
loan guarantee, first for an
extension on the existing
guarantee and for a new guarantee,
sufficient working capital bo
carry them over this year.

On  the basis of every bibt of
advice we received from officials
in ny Department, Finance,
Development and others, it would
have been c¢razy for the Province
to have given that company an
additional guarantee, and the
Member knows that. The Member for
Ferryland understands that, M,
Speaker, but yet he will stand in
his place here today and he will
try to give the dimpression that
because the Fermuse plant 1is notk
going to reopen, at least not yet,
that it 41s the Province's fault.
He knows better. And that is what
surprises me, because I have a lol
of respect For the hon. Member and
I would expect better from him.

Mp . Power: I asked you Fuor
support and (inaudible).

Mr. Carter: Mr. Speaker, he asked
me  For support, But unlike the
previous Administration, unlike
the previous Government, we show
some respect For the people's
money. We do not Flick 1t around,
Mr. Speaker, and put $20 million
in operations like Sprung. And he
knows, too, that Lhat had
absolutely no chance of success.
Yet Lhey were willing to keep
propping up Lthat company, even at
the expense of $20 million or $25

million, whatever Lhe eventual
figure works out Lo be. That 1is
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not the way this Government 1is
operating.

Mir. Speaker, in Lhe past number of
months we have given substantial
loan guarantees to fish
companies. Some day next week, I
am hoping to table a 1list of the
companies we have helped. We are
not playing politics with it. You
say 1t has been kept secret. of
course 1t has been kept secret,
because we are not giving out loan
guarantees and then going to the
public trying to capitalize on it
to try to make political hay.

Mr . Speaker, we recognize ounr
responsibilities and we will be
publicizing a 1list of the loan
guarantees we have given out since
we Ltook office. I think you will
have to agree, once you see the
list, that the companies we have
helped are in a good position of
making it.

He talked a moment ago and he
inferred that I gave the plant in
Twillingate a sweetheart deal.
Now there is nothing further from
the truth. Let me tell you what
happened . Mr. Speaker, the plant
in Twillingate employs, during the
peak of the fishing season, about
500 people, 500 people who have
absolutely no chance of getting a
job elsewhere. I guess, to pult it
bluntly, the fish plant in
Twillingate 1is the motor which
keeps the economy of Twillingate
and the whole Twillingate plant
running. It is the 1lifeblood of
Twillingate.

Now, that plant, of course, was
owned initially by FPI, When FPI
restructured, and witkh the
blessing, by the way, of the then
Tory Government in this Province

at least the hon. Member was a
part - they allowed FPI to divest
itself of some of their less than
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profitable plants. In fact, there
was something l1like sixteen plants,
I believe, which were deemed Lo be
less than profitable, and the
Government of the day allowed them
to divest themselves of these
plants. Twillingate was one of
those plants, and so was Fermuse.

That 1is probably where the problem
started in Fermuse, as it did in
Twillingate, because the operator
who took over the Twillingate
plant, Beothic Fisheries, a rine
Newfoundland company headed by @
fine Newfoundland anlreprenauy,
Mr. Boyd Way, ran it for a year
and incurred a loss, I believe, in
excess of a million dollars. They
decided to diveskt themselves of
the plant; Oceana Seafoods walked
in; they were given a $1.9 milldion
loan guarantee by the other

Administration, of which, again,
tLhe hon. Member was part. A loan
of $1.3 million was arranged
through the Newfoundland and

Labrador Development Corporation;
they took back a first mortgadge on
the property. That company, For a
variety of reasons, not the least
of which, of course, had to do

with the shortage of resource - I
say nolt the least, but there were
other problems too - t©that company

lasted Ffor one year, ended up with
a $1.7 million loss, and went into
receivership.

Now, 1f what the hon. Member is
saying is correct, Mr., Speaker, if
I wanted to wmake mysell look good
in my District, or if I wanted to
enter 1into a sweetheart deal, T
could very well have arranged for
the Oceana Seafood Company to gel
a loan guarantee; I would have
certainly pressured the Government
and used what influence 1 have to

ensure that. But, no, I put my
political life on the line,
- Because when Oceana Sealfood went
into receivership, I had no
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thought whatever as to what would
happen 1in Twillingate. I didn't
have the faintest c¢lue that Dr.
Ches Blackwood would come along
or, indeed, anybody else. So I
was willing to put my political
life on the line, because I knew
we were doing the right thing.
Because to have propped up that
ailing company, Mr. Speaker, would
have been wrong, and in the
long-term it would have done more

damage to Twillingate and
Twillingate District than anything
else I could have done. So, we

pulled the plug on Oceana; we
allowed the company to fold up.

There was a lot of uncertainty in
the community. I contacted most
of the leaders in the community
and explained what was happening,
and I asked them to bear with me,
that we were doing our best to
Find an operator. And I give Lthem
credit, they did. They didn't
come 1in here and parade on the
building; they didn't go public
and start bad-imouthing others.
They kept their cool and they
trusted Lthe Government, and I am
happy to say we didn't let them
down,

But, Mr. Speaker, the so-called
sweetheart deal we entered dinto
with the new company: Dr. Ches
Blackwood +1s probably one of the
best, if not the best small
inshore fish plant operator in
Newfoundland today. He used his
own money. In fact, I approached
him and asked him would he be
interested in taking aover the
Twillingate plant, not thinking
for a moment that he would answer
in the affirmative. Mr. Speaker,
it was a chance meeting.

Some Hon. Members: Oh, oh!
Mr. Carter: Mr. Speaker, may I
have silence? If he wants to make
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a speech after he can, but not
while I am speaking.

It was a chance meeting with Dr.
Blackwood. I, almost in a
frivolous way, suggested he might
want to take over the Twillingate
plant. After an hour or so, he
came back and expressed some
interest. But I can tell you now
it was not a sweetheart deal.
Ches Blackwood doesn't have any
loan guarantees, The $4 million
or $5 million that 1is going into
that plant this year for working
capital -
Mir. Power: (Inaudible).

Mr. Carter: No, let me Ffinish,
please.

The $3 million or $4 million, and
that 1s what 1t will take, is
money that will c¢ome oubt of Dr,
Ches Blackwood's own company. Not
one cent of Uthat money is being
guaranteed by the Province.

Ms Verge: Is he taking any risk?
Mr . Carter: Dr. Blackwood is
taking all the risk. Me will have

his working capital. He will
absorb all ol the losses 1if they
are incurred, and I hope they
won'k be. By the same Ltoken, as
you would expect, he will benefit
from any profits thalt accrue Lo

the operation. Given the history
of the plant, Beothic Fisheries'
substantial loss, Qceana's

substantial loss, I think Dr.,
Blackwood 1is a wvery courageous
man . But I think he will make a
go of 1it; I think he has what it
takes to make the Twillingatea
plant a good sSUccess ., I am
counting on that, and I think LULhe
fact that he has his own money
into it speaks for ilkself.

Ches Blackwood will be getting a
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nominal management fee for the
operation of the plant, as you
would expect. In fact, I am told
that what the management fee will
cost the Government is probably on
a par with what it would cost the

receivers, acting for the
Newfoundland and Labrador
Development Corporation, to

protect their assets.

An Hon. Member: How much is that?

Mr. Carter: I do not have Lhe
exact amount, but my colleaque,
the Minister of Development, who
answers for the Development
Corporation in the House, he will
be tabling a document next week
outlining the details. But 1t 1is
in the hands of +the receiver at
the present time.

Mr. Power: (Inaudible).

Mr . Carter: I hear the hon.
Member talking about brokerage
fees. Mr . Speaker, another
fallacy that has been used by the
Opposition in their desperate

attempt to discredit what we have
done 1in Twillingate. lLet me tell
you something.

(Inaudihle)

AN Hon. Member :

supported it.

Mr. Carter: You supported 1t7?
With that kind of support, we do
not need any enemies, [ will tell
you.

Mr. Speaker, let me tell you what
happened. The hypocrisy of them!
The day we announced the company
was going into receivership, the
Leader of the Opposition was on
television and in the newspaper
demanding that the Minister resign.
An  Hon. Member : Yes, that ds
right.
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Mr. Carter: Demancding that the
Minister resign For allowing a
plant in his own District to go in
receivership. No 1ifs, ands or
buts about dit, he should resign.
And it 1is on the public record.
Lo and behold! we found an
operator for the plant and they
are still demanding that I resign.

Some Hon. Members: Oh, oh!

Mr., Carter: Mr. Speaker, they
are the most disappointed people
in this Province.

M, Efford:
Hear. hear!

Yes, that 1s right.

Mr. Carter: I will tell you why

they are disappointed. They would
louve for that plant to have stayed
closed. Then they would have had
a whipping boy; they would haue
said 1look, the Minister dis notl
even interested enough, or does
not have enough interest 1in ‘the
fishery to get the plant in his
own District reopened. That was
the ploy. And they were wvery

disappointed, they were keaenly
disappointed.

Mr. Power: Is there a brokerage
fae?

Mr. Carter: Mr. Speaker, three s
no brokerage Fee. ook, theres is

not one copper coming Ffrom the
Government to operator that plant
by way of a brokerage feea. N aw
let e explain. Most of the large
fish processing companies in the

Province have marketing
organizations 1in the U.S. doing
their marketing For them, all
right? Your little plant,
Universal, Lthey have Rayshore, I
believe they call themselves;
Quinlan Brothers, Lhey have an
affiliation with a marketing
company in the U.S. which does
their selling for them. It s
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purely an arrangement, an internal in the House and to start giluing

arrangemant between Lhe company, out to all and sundiry the working,
the processor and their agents. the dealings that were heing
If you want to sell a house, you transpired with LUthe receiver who
will engage a salesman to sell it is acting under certain laws and
for you and you will pay that rules they have to abide by for a
salesman a commission. But it Crown corporation. But I can tell
comes out of your pocket. Any the House now there 1is certainly
fish brokerage fees - no attempt on my part, or
anybody's part on this side, to
An Hon. Member: (Inaudible) . hide anything or to reveal
anything - in fact, let me tell
Mr. Carter: It cdoes not have the you I aim SO proud of Lhat
least bit of connection with the Twillingate deal that I  cannol
Government., The hon. Member knows wait . I said to the House the
that. other day, I am almost willing to
buy prime time television and go
Mi~ . Power: I am asking on and tell it all. I an so proud
(inaudible) . of what happened. I am so proud
of that deal that I cannok wait to
Mr. Carter: I am giving it to vyou be able to reveal publicly all the
now, but the impression was details pertaining to 1it. $So, Mr.
conveyed on Wednesday, I believe, Speaker, getting hack Lo the
that Dr. Blackwood was getting a Fermeuse situation, of course
huge management fee, that he was there 41s a problem in Fermeuse,
getting some other special and we realize that. I am
arrangements, that he was concerned about itl, as  we all
collecting a 5 per cent brokerage are, But, the hon ., Maember
fee, and that is totally incorrect. understands but he did not say as
much 1in his speech. The plant 1in
Mr. Power: You do yourself a Fermeuse, as 1is the plant in St.
disservice by not telling us Mary's, that 1is now Lthe property
(inaudible) . of the Federal Government, by
virtue of dealings between Ltheir
Mr. Carter: Mr. Speaker, let me agent, the Canadian Saltfish
say this to you 1in reply to what Corporation, QK it is Lheir
he is saying. When Oceana went 1in operation. It is Lheir
receivership, Newfoundland and responsibility. ey are Lthe ones
Labrador Development Corporation, who call tenders For new
to protect Ltheir asset on which operators, they are Uthe ones who
they had a mortage of $1.3 establish the criteria, the guide
million, appointed a receiver and lines, they are the ones who will
that receiver undertook, as 1is the sit cdown in the final analyses and
normally the case, to protect the adjudicate or at least assess Lhe
asset 1in the first dnstance, and various proposals. And they are
then do what had to be done Lo the ones who will make Lhe
enable the person holcding the decisions as to who goes into what
mortgage to realize what they plants,
could on a sale or on some
arrangement, din other words, to Now I have talked to the people in
minimize their loss. And I saw no St. Mary's and I am very
reason, in fact, I suppose it sympathetic to them, [f [ could
would be dmproper for me to stand snap my finger this wmorning and
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find an operator for two plants 1in
Newfoundland I would have to say
that it would have to be for
Fermeuse and St. Mary's. I have a
long time attachment to both
communities, in fact, the plant in
St. Mary's, I can take some
responsibility for getting it
there some years ago. So I
understand that negotiations are
pretty well concluded now for the
operations of the 5t. Mary's
plant, and I am happy for them.
And I hope thay succeed, I
understand also, by the way, that
there 1s a lot of dinterest being
shown in the Fermeuse plant.

An. hon. Member: They got an
operator today.

Mr. Carter: They got an operator
today? I am delighted +to hear
that. So obviously most of what
we bhoth have been saying this
morning is all For nothing,
because, Mr. Speaker, the Province
is running the fishery now the way
it should he run.

If a plant does not show any
promise, 1if a plant 1is bankrupt,
and does not have access Lo a
reasonable amount of raw material,
if it does not have reasonably
good management, 1iF 1t does not
have reasonable equity dinto 1t,
then we would be fools Lo prop up
a plant that 1s heading nowhere
but down, and it 1is a case of
throwing taxpayers good money
after bad money.

That is our policy, but
conversely, 1if a plant 1is in a bit
ofF trouble, and if  they have
reasonable access to a reasonable
amount of raw material, 1if they
have reasonably good management,
and 1F they have a reasonable
chance of surviving, then the
Province will stand behind Uthem.
We will stand behind them, as we
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have done 1in many cases 1in Lhe
past Few months. Now I will bhe
providing a list to the House
within days I expect of the plants
that fall dinto that category. The
plants that do have a future. For
example, the Twillingate plant
does have a future. Given a
chance, if the resource comes
back, as we think and know it

will, then the Twillingate plant
will prosper. There are other
plants as well., The plant on Fogo

Island For example. My hon.
Friend d1s not 1n the House tLhis
morning. fhe plant on Fogo Island

received assistance from Lhe
Province. Because we hava

confidence in that plant. e
think, given a chance, it will
survive.

There are a couple of plants on
the Greakt Northern Peninsula in
which we have confidence and we
are assisting those plants. Tharao
are some plants in Labrador which
speaks for itself, We do have a
great deal of faith in Labrador,
the fishing potential in lLabrador
and we will do what we ¢an to help
the plants in Labrador succaeed,.
Mr. Speaker, if the Member wants
to speak afterwards, he can, bhub I
do not enjoy being 1in & two way
conversation. That is nol ULhe way
the business of  this House is
supposad to  bhe concducted. Mp
Speaker, that sums up pretty well
where the Province stands, I am
not going to dwell at Tlength with
the Members comments aboulb Meech
Lake and the danger of Canacda
splitting up, this fearmongering
that dis emanating from Uthe Peace
Tower, Mr. Speaker, the aemissaries
of the Peace Tower are doing their
job, and I believe doing 1t well,
because they are instilling Fear

in the hearts of people. And I
can tell vyou now, Mr. Speaker,
that -
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Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. Speaker: Order please!

I think Newfoundlanders, indeed
Canadians, have a lot more to fear
from Meech Lake being accepted 1in
its present form that what they
have to fear from the possibility
of there being no Meech Lake. Mr.
Speaker, I speak as one who
started off 1in this world as a
Newfoundlander, I have the

distinction, I suppose, unlike
some of my younger colleagues
here, of starting off as a

Newfoundlander and am very proud
of the fact. I will tell you now
that I did not join Confederation,
I did not join Canada in 1949, and
I did not relish the thought of
Newfoundland joining Canada in
1949 to become a second-class
Canadian, I will not accept that
status, I will not accept the
status of being second-class, and
I will not allow my children, and
their children, to have that
status.

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible).

Mr. Carter: Well, Mr. Speaker, if
one would take the trouble to go
back over the history of this
Province as a Province, and T hauve
probably a distinction that is not
enjoyed by any other Menber here,
in that T sat for seven years 1in
the House of Commons in Ottawa. [
was elected three terms, and I

have seean firsthand just how
people from the smaller provinces
are treated. I have seen how

people from the smaller, so-called
"have not' parts of Canada are
treated, and I can tell you, Mr.
Speaker, that I am not proud of
some of the things I saw during my
days in Ottawa.

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible).
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Mr, Carter: I do not really
believe 1t, Mr. Speaker. There is
no way I could be more forceful,

or more truthful in expressing the
thoughts that I am expressing.
The hon. gentleman can say what he
likes, and he has a right to his
opinion, hut I can only tell vyou
as one Newfoundlander and now a
Canadian, and proud to he a
Canadian, that I want to be a
first c¢lass Canadian. I wanbt my
people to be treated like Ffirst
class Canadians, and when I go Lo
my own District and see people
still bringing water in buckels,
and still having to dispose of
sewage 1in Lthe roadside ditches,
then, Mr. Speaker, I gelb very
little pride out of that fact.

Quite frankly, Mr. Speaker, thal
is not the kind of Confederation
that I want for this Province, hut
I believe that our Premier 1s on
the right track, and the gentlemnen
opposite know he 1is on the right
track. He has the courage to
stand up for what he believes in.
Mr. Speaker, I am not going Lo get
any fFurther involved in that,
exceplt to say that the Ffishing
industry in Newfoundland right now
is going through some difficult
times . We all know that . These
area difficult times &l nokt
because of anything we have done.
In Fact, Mr. Speaker, Lthe blane,
or whatever you want Lo call 1it,
For what 1is happening in the
Canadian fishing dindustry today,
rests squarely on the shoulders of
the Federal Government, not Jjust
the present Federal Government,
but from this Government and From
other Governments, because they
are responsible for the fishery.
They are responsible for prouviding
sufficient scientific dnformation
on which they c¢an base proper
information, or proper decisions,
and that is where they have Failed
us, and now we are paying for it.
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So, when the hon. gentleman for
Ferryland talks about what we have
done for the fishery, I can tell
him now that he should be aiming
his guns at +the people up where
the problem lies, Ottawa. He
should be talking to his colleague
the Minister of Trade and
Commerce, Mr. Crosbie, and remind
him, by the way, of his

responsibility. He has some
responsibility to the Province and
I have some very serious

reservations Lhat he has
discharged that responsibility in
the kind of a way thalt he should
have over the past few months,
certainly in terms of the fishery.

Mr . Speaker, it has been a
pleasure rebutting some of the
comments made by my friend over
there. I do not think he wmeant
any harm by what he said. I

suppose in debate people are
inclined ko say things that
sometimes they know are not
exactly accurate, but

nevertheless, M, Speaker, I can
only tell him that what was done
for Twillingate, 1 would do for
any other community in
Newfoundland, equal to what I did
for Twillingate. Twillingate got
less favorable treatment from
Governmant than most okther
communities din this Province 1in
the past year or two,. There are
not too many fish plants in
Newfoundland, especially ones that
were closed and had to reopen, I
do nokt know of one that did not
succeed in getting a loan
guarantee.

Almost every single Fish plant
that I know, where the plant was
closed and had to reopen under new
ownership, where some kind of a
loan guarantee was not macde
available to them. There might be
a few smaller ones bubt certainly
that is the order of the day.
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Twillingate did not get Lhat
privilege, SO therefore iL can
stand here and in all honesty say
that Twillingate probably receiuved
less in terms of special
consideration from this Government
than any other fishing company in
this Province 1in recent times.
For that I give the new owners
credit, and I can tell you now
that any Newfoundlander who is
willing to move into a plant,
having had two or three years of
very serious losses, take it ouver
and put his own money up, then he

will have my complete support. [
would expect Members opposite to
show the right kind ofF

appreciation for that king of
entrepreneurial spirit and instead
of being c¢ritical and trying to
infer that there 1s something
sleazy going on, without trying to
infer that there is something less
than honest, or some sleazy little
side deals, or, as he called 1L, a
sweetheart deal, I would expectl
them to stand wup and give Dr.
Blackwood c¢redit and praise him
For what he has done. Instead of
that, they are now trying to infer
that Dr. Blackwood -

Mr. Power: On a point of order,
Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please!l

The hon. the Member for Fervyland,
on a point of order,

Mr. Power: (Inaudible) leaving
out certain elements of fact 1in
debate. He himself is doing
exactly the same thing now. We
are not accusing Dr. Rlackwood ofF
being sleazy, being underhanded.
He 1s one of the most respected
fish plant owners in Lhis
Province. We are not accusing the
Minister of Fisheries of bheing
sleazy, or the Governmenlt of heing
sleazy. All we are saying is that
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we have askecd questions in this
House aboult the facts of the deal
in Twillingate to see 1if we can
have it apply 1in other parts of
Newfoundland and Labrador.

The Minister of Fisheries and the
Government have given rise to
rumours 1in the fishing dindustry,
and in this House because we don't
know the facts, and that is all we
wank to know. We are happy for
Twillingate, we are happy for Dr.
Blackwood, and the Government did
a good job by getting someone to
operate there; hut, as people of
Newfoundland and, as 1legislators,
we have a right toe know the
conditions of +the deal. That 1is
all we are saying.

There is no point of
point of

order, it is a
clarification.

The hon. the Minister of Fisheries,

Mr . Carter: Mr . Speaker,
sometimes you can say a lot
without saying anything, and when
you talk about there *  being
sweetheart deals, now what does
that denote, a sweetheart deal? A
sweetheart deal denotes there 1is
something underhanded, something
special being done for somebody.

An Hon. Member: You were bringing
out the data on (inaudible).

Mr. Carter: Mr. Speaker, I have
already explained that I have no
authority, at this point in time,
while the matter 1is still in the
hands of the receivers, to table
any 1information on the deal. They
will have to take my word for it.
But, until, Mr. Speaker, they have
evidence that there was something
wrong, why should they condemnn a
community, condemn & fish plant
operalbor, condemn the Goverament,
by charging that there has been a
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sweetheart deal?

An _Hon. Member: (Inaudible).

Mr. Carter: The lLeader of Lthe
Opposition said it, and I believe
the Member for Grand Bank has been
saying it - a sweetheart deal,
denoting something that is -

An  Hon. Member: The Member for
St. Mary's - The Capes said 1it,

Mr. Carter: Yes, Lhe Member For
St. Mary's — The Capes,
- something that is sinister,
something that is wrong.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Lthe Member
for St. John's East, on a point of
order,

Humber East, Mp .

Ms Verge:
Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: Humber East, I &am
sorry.

Ms Verge: Isn't it s0, Mr .
Speaker, that the receivers are
acting for a Crown corporation For
Newfoundland and Labrador
Development Corporation and,
therefore, the Minister must be in
a position Lo know exactly what
the terms of the arrangement
between the recelvears and Dr.
Blackwood are, and he should make
them available to the people of
the Province and other idindivicduals
and firms involved in the fishery?

Mr. Speaker: Thare is no point of
order.

The hon. the Minister of Fisheries.

Mr. Carter: Mr. Speaker, the hon.
Member 1s right. The receivers
are aclking For a Crown

corporation, Lhe Newfoundland and
l.abrador Development Corporation.
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But, she ds a Jlawyer, she must
know, too, that there are certain
rights that have to be protected
in a case like this, and she will
have to understand, as will the
others, that when we are able to,
we will table -~

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible).

Mr. Carter: Look, if you don't
get all the dinformation you want,
yesterday, Mr, Speaker, do you
immediately wave the red flag and
accuse the parties to the
agreement of being sleazy or being
party to a sweetheart deal? It
seems to me they not only lack
good sense or courtesy, they lack
patience over there.

An_ Hon. Member: (Inaudible), Mr.

Speaker.

Mr. Speaker: Order, please!

The hon. Member's time has expired.

Mr . Carter: Now, my friends,
let's look alt the Sprung fiasco.
We are now having to appoint a
Commission of Inquiry to get the

facts on Sprung. They weren't
even willing to admit that Sprung
existed. They were not even

willing to admik that there was
any such thing as a cucumber
plant. Sprung. They guarded that
with their life.

An Hon. Member: No, they did not.

Mr. Carter: Oh, come on! The
last people in Canada, you are the
last people 1n Canada that should
criticize the Government for
trying to hide anything.

Some Hon. Members: Oh, oh!

Mr. Carter: In one year we must

have asked a thousand questions.
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An Hon. Member: Twenty-six times,

Mr. Carter: Twenty-six times on
Sprung. And, of course, we still
do not have the answers. Look,
like I said, Mr. Speaker, they are
the 1last people din Canada, they
are the last people in the world
that should euer criticize a
Government fFor not releasing
public information. They sat on
the Sprung deal Ffor aboult  two
years,

An Hon. Member: Was it wrong?

Mr., Carter: Was it wrong? of
course, it was wrong.

An Hon. Member: Why do you do Lthe

same thing?

Mr. Carter: Mr. Speaker, let me
tell vyou. The deal between Lha
new  company, by the way , Dr.
Blackwood's company and - I am not
even sure if 1t d4s actually signed
yet. I believe 1t 1is, bubt I am

not sure. If it 1is, 1t has only
been signed for the past Few

days. So the former spokesman for
Sprung, the guardian of Philip and
Dawn Sprung, the people who

spawned Sprung, the spawners of
Sprung are now criticizing me
because we have nolt revealed all
on a deal that is aboult three days
old, yet they sat on a deal Lhat
cost the Province $20 million and
sat on 1t for two or Lthree years.
Now what kind of & gall do they
have? Or how stupid do they think
the Newfoundland people are to
fall for that kind of a thing?

Mr. Speaker: The hon. Member's
time has elapsed.

Mr . Carter: Thank you, M.
Speaker.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!
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Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
For St. Mary's - The Capes, on a
point of order.

Mr. Hearn: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
The Minister 1s accusing us of
putting out information which
distorts -

An Hon. Member: A point of order?

Mr Speaker: Yas, a point of
order,
Mr. Hearn: - the story on the

Twillingate deal. It was the
Minister's own comment in the
House that sparked the comments.
He was the one who talked about no
lease; he was the oane who talked
about the management fee; and he
was the one who mentioned there
might be a brokerage fee. It was
only to these comments we were

responding. So really 1t idis @&
point of order because what he 1is,
is misleading the House into

thinking that the comments came
from this side, when they were
sparked from his own words as they
can be read in Hansard.

Mr. Speaker: There is no point of
order.

I would also remind hon. Members
to refrain from wusing the wonrd
'sleaze' and 'sleazy'. I think it
is unparliamentary.

Mr. Hearn: Did I do that?
Mr. Speaker: No, no. There were

two or three Members referred Lo
the word 'sleazy'.

Some Hon. Memmbers: Oh, oh!

Mr. Speaker: Fven if it is true,
it is unparliamentary.

The hon. +the Member Ffor Trinity
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North.

Some Hon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr . Hynes: Mr. Speaker, I
listened with some interest to the
Member for Ferryland quoting some
of the things that were prophesied
by this Administration back in
April before the general election,
and how somme of these prophesies
have not yet taken place. And the
Minister of Fisheries ended ofF by
saying he was not going to speak
about Meech lLake.

I would like to have a few words
to say about Meech Lake, because I
believe we are 1in very serious
trouble in this country today and
it is because of Meech Lake. And
if Meech lLake does not pass and if
Quebec does decide -

An Hon. Member: The sky 1is going
to fall in.

Mr. Hynes: Yes, Sir, the sky just
might so fall in, right on top of
your head, Sir,.

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible).

Mr . Hynes: Yes, you are right
on. The sky 1is falling and 1t is
falling very rapidly.

When you take — I do not know what
the population of Quebec is, but I
am sure it is seven, eight -

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible).

Mr. Hynes: How much?

An Hon. Member: Six and a half
million.

Mr . Hynes: Six and a half

million, seven million people who
contribute to the social programs
of this country through Lhe f(orm
of taxation, when you remove six
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or seven million people then those
social programs are in deep, deep
trouble, They will be 1in deep
trouble.

An Hon. Member: You believe all
that do you?

Mr. Hynes: Yes, I firmly believe
it. And I +think you believe it
too.

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible).

Mr. Hynes: The Meech Lake Accord
may not have been a perfech
document. But dn a country of
such diversities that we have what
can be perfect?

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible) .

Mr. Hynes: When the Premier of

this Province brought in the
rescinding motion he was told by,
I gquess, just about every

Opposition Member who spoke in the
debate that he was leading to the
break up. It was the beginning of
the end of +this country, but he
went on, he stubbornly pursued his
idea and Meech Lake was rescinded
and now the country 1is in chaos.
It is 1in chaos. The Minister of
Fisheries said he didn't want to
be a second-class c¢itizen of this
country, and I don't want to be a
sacond-class citizen nor does
anybody in this House or anybody
in  this Prouvince wanlt Lto be a
second class citizen, but when you
look back over the last forty-one
years probably we are second-class
citizens because bthe majority of
those years we had Liberal
Governments in Ottawa.

The Premier himself, during the
election campaign, one of the
things he went around saying was
that the former Premier, I am
talking about Mr. Peckford, was
always Fed bashing and we had to
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have a more conciliatory approach
Lo the whole question of our
dealings with Ottawa, that was his
woird . I have never seen so much
Fed bashing in the last seventeen
vears as I am seeing in this House
in the Tlast six months! Every
time an hon. Gentleman opposite
opens his wmouth, 1it's Ottawa, they
bash Ottawa continuously, so if
that's the conciliatory approach
of this Premier, then Mr. Peckford
was, I guess, an angel +din that
respect. Let us have a look at
some  of Lhe points that were
prophesied during the election
campaign hy this pdministration
bafore they took office. Some
that the hon. Member for Ferryland
never mentioned such as the School
Tax Authority. Very bad, when
they were in opposition. The
School Tax Authority was going to
be dishanded, thrown out, that's
what they told the people of Lhe
Province, and everybody who pays
school taxes who couldn't afford
to pay school taxes believed them,
but they neglected to tell those
same people that if they disbanded
the School Tax Authority, they
would have to collect $30 million
elsewhere, in another Form of
taxation.

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible) .

Mr. Hynes: Thalt's right. But Uhe

are paying the school tax and
finding it wvery difficult didn't
know that. ALL they were
concerned about was, that they
would not be receiving school tax
bills 4if this Liberal Government
or 1if the Liberals were elected,.
The Sprung loan guarantees. The
hon. Member For Ferryland, who was
Minister of the Department al one
time responsible For Sprung,
admitted just then in this House,
that it was a bad deal, 1t was a
bad deal, he admitted 1t, but what
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did the present Premier do during
the election campaign. Eleckt us
and not one, not one red cent of
the 1loan guarantees or whatever
they were classified as, will be
paid by us, not one of them, and

as a lawyer, he knew the
difference. He knew the
difference. He misled the people

in that respect as far as I am
concerned. He knew that those
loan guarantees had to he paid.

Hospital beds: people yawn over
opposite, but again I distinctly
remember back in April of 1989 or
March of 1989, whenever, that 1if
we were elected, not one hospital
bed would <c¢lose, but they never
told the people why hospital beds
had to <c¢lose during the summer
months. Not because of the
naivety or whatever word I am
trying to use, not because of any
action of that Government, they
didn't want to c¢lose hospital beds
no more than the present
Administration wants to close
hospital beds, but they never told
the people that they had to close
hospital beds in the summer
because nurses were on holidays,
doctors were away and they never
had the professional staff to keep
all +the hospital beds open and
that 1s the reason. And the same
thing happened last summer and the
same thing will happen again this
summer . Hospital beds will still
have to close.

An  Hon. Membar: And a lot of
summers before.

Mr. Hynes: Yes, and a lot of

summners to come.

And again, 1t has been mentioned
S0 of ten in this House
amalgamation.

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible) .
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Mr. Hynes: Yes, 1t is. It 4s in
certain parts of Lhe Province. It
is. I fully support
amalgamation. Fhe Former Minister
who I worked with was working
towards amalgamation, but he was
doing it 1in such a way that 1t
would come from the grass roots up.

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible).

Mr. Hynes: Yes, and 1F you go
back through the Department of
Municipal Affairs you will Find
out that is exactly the way he was
going to go. Rut amalgamation
will fail in this Prouvince because
of the way it was brought in by
this Administration again. But I
agree amalgamation is essential
for parts of the Province, but it
was not mentioned 1in the whole
election campaign.

First year University courses -
again I wanl to reiterate iny
question that I put before,
Renovations were completed to Lhe

Clarenville campus with Lhe
intention of bringing din first
year University courses this
September. And as far as I krnow

not one word whether they are
going to be offered or they are
not going to bhe offered has come
from this Administration. And you
have students out there who are
anxious to Find oult whether ULhey
will be attending First year
University courses at the
Clarenville campus or if Lthey will
have to go to Burin or come Lo St.
John's, or go to Grand Falls or
Corner Brook, wherever. Bult the
time has come for the Minister to
announce whether first Year
University courses will be
of fered, or whether they will not,
but the decision has to be made
and i1t has to bhe made very quickly.

One more thing I want to mention
is Lthe mobile CAT Scanner, which T
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asked the Minister of Health to
probably enlighten us on when he
spoke in this debate, The mobile
CAT Scanner had been planned for
use between three hospitals, Grand
Falls, Gander and Clarenville. It
was forgot about after this
Administration took office, and no
word has been spoken about it

since, I do not know if there has
been communication with the
administrators of the various

hospitals, but they are anxious,
and they still would like to have
the services ofF Lthe Mobile Cat
Scanner., So again, I am asking
Lhe Minister of Health if he will
probably enlighten us in that
regard.

Mr. Speaker, I do not have wvery
much more that I wank to add.
There are several things I could
mention about the District, the
salt fish, Mifflins Fisheries
.imited, Salt Fish Corporation.

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible).
Mr. Hynes: Pardon?
An Hon. Member: (Inaudible).

Mr. Hynes: The relocation of the
headquarters. Many days ago 1in
this House, Sir.

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible).

Mr. Hynes: Most definitely, and I
will reiterate again-

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible).

Mr. Hynes: Yes, I spoke about
that in the House. I acknowledge,
and I believe, I firmly believe it
was a wrong decision made in the
beginning.

An Hon. Member: (Inaudible).

Mr. Hynes: Yas, definitely. I
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will get the Hansard that it is
in. Yes, I believe the wrong
decision was made in the beginning.

There was a lot of petitions and
lobbying from the Burin Peninsula,
and the Government obuviously went
along with the type of lobbies,
and the number of Tlobbies that
took place. I believed that the
ideal location was Clarenville,
central between Bonavista,
Clarenville, and Burin, and I an
quite happy, that hopefully, the
Government will be relocating LULhe
headquarters to Clarenville.

An Hon. Member: It dis not there
yet.

An Hon. Member: What is not there

An Hon. Member: The headguarters.

Mr. Hynes: That is right.

The White Hills Ski Resort in
Clarenville, again, a vary
positive dnitiative, much of the
planning was done by the previous
Administration. Much of tLhe
funding was 1in place, as a malter
of fact, and 1t has proven to be
very heneficial. We have a new
hotel starting in Clarenuville this
year and another one 1in Uthe Terra
Nova National Park, as a result of
the ski resort,. Thank vyou Mr,
Speaker, and that is all T have to
say right now.

Mr. Speaker: The hon. the Member
For Harbour Main.

Mr. Doyle: Thank you, M
Speaker. I am very pleasaed kLo
have a few words to say in  the
budget debate today. I am rather

disappointed, when vyou get right
down to 1it, that Members on Lhe
Government side, like the Member
From Mount Scio - Rell Island, has
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nokt been taking advantage of the
time allotted to speak 1in the
budgelt debate, and I believe Lhat
the Member for Mount Scio - Bell
Island has not spoken at all, in
the budget debate. I am really

disappointed that Members on the
Government side are not taking
advantage of the opportunity to
get up and to support the Minister
of Finance 1in this great document

that he brought in, especially
Lhey Mamber for Mount Scio - Bell
Island. I mean he should be ane

of the first people to come to his
feet and to speak on this budget,
to let wus all know Mr. Speakar,
what the Budget does for the good
people of Bell Island. So  he
should be one of the first people
on his feeb to speak on behalf of
the people of Bell 1Island. He
talks about the ferries, M.
Speaker, and trying to take
credit, the Member Ffor Mount Scio
- Bell Island has the gall to sit
there and try and take credit Ffor
the ferries that have beean
approved for Bell Island, when it
was this Member, when he was
Minister of Transportation who
went over to Bell Island as a
matter of fact, had a press
conference over on Bell Island and
announced the approval of two
ferries, M-, Speaker, for the
people of Bell Island. And here
it dis, Mr. Speaker, the Member
From Mount $Scio trying to take
credit for that, and it is a Jlucky
Lhing that we had the Cabinet
documents available to us,
approving the two ferries for Bell
Island, Mr. Speaker, lucky we had
cabinet documents available to us,
as one of the first acts, one of
the Ffirst things the Member Ffor
Mount Scio - Bell Island did and
the Minister of Transportation,
was to try and cancel one of the
Ferries For Bell Island.

Now that was a dastardly act on
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behalf of Lhe Minister ol
Transportation and the Member for
Mount Scio ~ Rell Island. So it
is lucky we had the Cabinet
documents available to us
approving those two ferries for
the people of Bell Island. S0,
Mr. Speaker, the Member for Mount
Scio should be on his feet telling
us all what the Budget does, and
he will have time, but he has been
sitting there for the last two or
three days and he has boen taking
little shots, as he 4s doing right
now, taking little shots at our
speakers when they gelbt up to make
legitimate points on the Budget,
the Member for Mount Scio - Bell
Island 1is there off to the side
taking little shots at us.

An Hon. Member: Then he c¢hickens
out.

Mr. Doyle: And then he chickens
out when our speakers sit down.
He 1is just glued to his seat and
will not get up to let the people
of the Province know how Lthis
Budget addresses the very
legitimate problems that Lhe
people of Bell Island have. And
incidentally I do not believe that
there dis probably an area in Lthe
Province that has more problaems
than the people of Bell Island.
They have nore legitimate problomns
than any other area af Lhe
Province. And  Lhey have not had
good representation on Bell Island
since 1985 when distribution, when
I finally gave up that District,
Mr. Speaker, and had to run in the
Harbour Main/Kelligrews area. Sa
they have nok had the top
representation that they have been
used to ever since 1985,

In any event, Mr. Speaker, we did
a Jlot Ffor the people of BRell
Island in approving those (WIT)
fFerries, and we certainly hope
that ULhe Member For Mount Scio
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Rell Island will not allow the
Minister of Finance and the
Minister of Transportation to axe
those ferries. And I am looking
forward to the day when these
boats are delivered to the people
of Bell Island, because there is
not another group in the Province
that deserves it more.

Now, Mr . Speaker, as I have
mentioned -

An _Hon. Member: Thay are coming
on June 11 and 12.

Mr. Doyle: They are coming on
June 11 and 12. I look forward to
an invitation from the Member for
Mount Scio - BRBell Island, I am
sure he will give me an invitation
to go over. As T have mentioned
on  numerous, numerous occasions
Lhis Budget is a very, very
deceptive document, as the Member
For Ferryland mentioned in his
remarks, and 1t does wvery, very
little, when you get right down to
it, to address the problems of the
common man. lLet us say Lthe common
person. It does very 1little +to
address the problems of Lhe common
person, It attacks the common
person at every turn, and whether
it dis the payroll tax, or the
elimination of the PDD subsidies,
or teacher's services, the
hospitals, or the Labrador travel
subsidy, or the elimination of the
Employment Generabtion Program, it
all has the same affect, it hits
the common wman right where it
hurts the most, and that is in the
pocketbook. I have been here now
for about eleven Budgets and I
have never seen a Budget crafted
so well as this one, so deceptive,
so craftily done. It looks so
good on the surface but when you
get right down to scrutinizing the
Budget and breaking it down, you
fFind out that 1t is not Lhe
document Lhat the Minister of
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Finance said it was.

Mr, Speaker, I will adjourn Lhe
debate and call it 12:00 o'clock.

M, Speaker: The hon, the
Government House Leader.

Mr. Baker: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I would just 1ike to inform hon.
Members that I gave a 1list of
legislation last night and I would
like to point out that the Bills I
plan to proceed with first, when
we gabt to them, are Bills No. 27
and 30, and there is a committbee
stage on Bill 31, which 1s Lhe
hydro one on which we have already
done second reading. The two
Bills 27 and 30 are the first ones
I would like to get to in terms of
legislation, and also the
commnittee stage of Bill 31. Thoese
are 1in my plans for the very near
fFuture, Mr. Speaker, :

Ms Verge: They are after the

Budget debate?

M, Baker: After the
debate.

Budget

Mr. Doyle: So, we will continue
Budget on Monday?

Mr. Baker: As far as I know now
If there is any change on Monday I
will inform the Acting House

lLeader on Monday morning.

Ms Verge: We will have our real
House Leader back by then.

Mr. Baker: I will inform the real
House Leader on Monday morning.

Mr. Speaker, I mouve thal the House
at dts rising do adjourn until
tomorrow, Monday, at 2:00 p.m.,
and that this House do now adjourn.

on motion, the House at its rising
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