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Hay 16, 1974 

The House met at 3:00 P.M. 

Mr. Speaker in the Chair. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

Tape 1651 (Afternoon) 

MOTIONS 

IIB.. SPEAKER: The Hon. Minister of Justice. 

PK - 1 

HON. T. A. HICK'IAN (HINISTER OF JUSTICE): Hr. Sl)eaker, I give notice 

that I will on tomorrow ask leave to introduce the following bills; 

A bill, 'An Act Respecting The Solmonization of MarriaP,e ... 

A bill, · An Act To Amend The Summarizes Jurisdiction Act.•· 

A bill, ' 'An Act To Amend Certain Statutes. " 

A hill, ··An Further To Amend The Registration of Deeds Act •. , 

A bill, 'An Act To Amend The Election Act." 

A bill, 'An Act Further To Amend The Mechanics Lien Act,' 

A hill, ''J.n Act Further To Amend The Companies Act.'' 

A bill, " An Act Respecting The Licencing Of Trust Companies and •,can 

Companies, · 

And or behalf of the Hon. Minister of Health -

A bill, · An Act Further To Amend The Department of Health Act.' 

A bill, ' An Further To Amend The Newfoundland J!edical Care Insurance 

Act. 

1-fR. SPEAKER: The Hon. ~inister of Industrial Development. 

HON. C. W. DOODY (MINISTER OF INDUSTRIAL DEVRLOPHENT): ~'r . Speaker, 

I pive notice that I will on tomorrow ask leave to introduce a hill, 

'' An Act To Ratify, Confirm and Adopt An Agreement Betweet1 Government 

And Canada Bay LtDnber Company Limited,' 

UR. SPF.AKER: The Hon. Minister of Forestry and Agriculture, 

HON. E. MAYJ:ARD: (MINISTER OF FORESTRY AND AGRICULTUP.E): ''r. Sneaker, 

I give notice that I will on tomorrow ask leave to introduce a bill, 

' 'An Act To Amend The Farm Development Loan Act.' ' 

A bill, ' An Act Further To Amend The Crown Lands Act.' 

'MR. SPEAKER: The Hon. Minister of Education. 

HON. G. R. OTTENHEIMER (MINISTER OF EDUCATION): ~r. Speaker, I give 

notice that I will on tomorrow ask leave to introduce a bill, "An Act 

Further To Amend The Education Teachers Pension Act.,. 

6289 



May 16, 1~74 Tape lESl (Afternoon) PK - 2 

'MR. SPEAKER; The Hon. Minister of 1-"unicinal Affairs and Housing. 

HON. H. R. V. r:ARLE ( 11.NISTF.R OF MUNICIPAL AFFAIRS AND HOUSL'lG): "'r. 

Speaker , I j!:ive notice that I will on tomorrow ask leave to introduce 

a bi] 1, ' 'An Act Further To Amend The St. John's Honsing Corpe-ration 

Act.' 

MR. SPEAKER: The Hon. Minister of Fisheries. 

HON. H. COLLINS (MINISTER OF F!Sl{EIUF.S) : Mr. Speaker, I give notice 

that I will on tomorrow ask leave to introduce a hill. "An Act To 

Amend The Fisheries Loan Act.' 

NR. SPEAKER: The llon. Min:fster of 1-"ar,power and Industrial P.elations. 

HON. J. R. ROUSSEAU (}UNISTFR OF MANPOWFP. AND INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS): 

Finallv the run is on. I j!:ive notice, Mr. ~peaker, that I will on 

tomorrow ask leave to introduce a bill,"An Act Further To' Amend The 

Workmens Compensation Act.' 

A bill, '·An Act Further To Amend The Hours Of Work Act., . 

ANSW ERS TO QUESTIONS FOR WHICH NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN 

ORAL QUESTIONS 

MR. SPEAKER: The honourahle Member for Bell Island . 

'1R. S. A. NF.ARY: Mr. Sneaker, I would like to draw to Your Honour's 

attention that only half of the ministers are in their seats al'ain 

today, Sir. There is not enough there to pull up a punt. 

}ffi.. SPEAKE~: Order, nlease~ 

MR. NEARY: Who are we i,oing to ask auestions to. 

!"R. SPF.AKER: Order, Please! 

J'll.. NEARY: We have numerous questions, Sir, to put to the ministers 

and they are not in their seats. 

VR. SPEAKER : Order, olease! 

'<R. NEARY: I t-•ould like to start out by -

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

MR. W. W. MARSHALL 0fINISTER WITHOUT PORTFOLIO): On a point of order, 

Mr. S!'eaker. I would like also to draw to Your Honour's attention the 

fact that up to this year or UP to the change of government we were 

not allowed to ask a question to anybody. 
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MR. NEARY: Oh, sit down Mr. Nastiness. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

}'R. NEARY: I would like to ask the Minister of Forestry and 

Agriculture, Sir, if he would like to give the Rouse a progress 

report on the Reid Land Controversy. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Hon. Minister of Forestry and Agriculture. 

PK - 3 

MR. E. IA.AYNARD: All I can say at this time, Mr. Speaker is that 

negotiations are ongoing and I will make a renort to the Rouse as 

soon as I have something specific to announce. 

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, would the minister indicate ho~· many 

meetings have been held with Mr. Reid? Have they met this week? Are 

they still meeting? Have they agreed on a price? If so, when does 

the minister exnect the whole matter to be completed? 

t·IR. E. ~•A YNARD : Yes. we have met with '-fr. Reid on I think i_t is 

three occasions in the past couple of weeks. We will be meeting 

again,and anart from that there is nothing further I can say on it, 

'Mr. Speaker. 

MR. NEARY: A complete blackout. 

I wonder if the Minister of Mines and Energy could inform the 

House if he is still studying this matter of the increase in oil prices? 

Has he got it studied to death by now? Just what is the minister doing 

about it? Are 't,Je following Nova Scotia's examole? 

~IR. SPEAKER: The Hon. Minister of Mines and Fnergy. 

HON. L.D. BARRY (MINISTER OF MINES AND ENERGY): Mr. Speaker, I am 

hapoy that the honourable Member for Bell Island asked that question 

today because since his last series of nonsensical ouestions relating 

to this matter, we have received some information, some further information 

from the Liberal FedeYal Government in Ottawa. 

MR. DOODY: That lame - duck government. 

'MR. BARRY: - indic~ting the method in which they have calculated the 

three point seven cent increase which they are allowing the oil companies 

to impose on our people here in Newfoundland and in other provinces in 
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Eastern Canada. Much to our amazement, bewilderment, astonishment 

and dishelief,we find that included in this three noint seven cent 

increase which the Liberal Government in Ottawa have permitted the 

oil companies to impose,we find included in this a figure to cover 

not just the amount which crude oil has increased because of the 

rise in orices by the Arabs and Venezuela and so on. We find not 

,just an amount for that in there, we find that the federal government 

have also permitted the oil comoanies, the multi-national oil 

cornpanies,to increase prices to cover increases i.n their operatinii: 

costs. 

AN HON. Mill-!BEF : What? 

MR. BAPRY: To cover increases in their onerating cost, Mr. Speaker. 

AN HON. !4EMBER:~ Inaudible. 

MR. BARRY: When they are doubling and trtplinr. their profits over 

the last year. t!ow this is a Liberal C,overnment in f'lttawa that is 

suppose to be concerned with the cost of living. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Shame! Shame! Shame on them: 

MR. BARRY: Mr. Speaker, His just beyond belief but fortunately 

this state of affairs will only cnntinue for another two months and 

we will get some reason and sanity back into that House on the Hill 

in Ottawa. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Hear! Hear! 

'MR. NF.ARY: Mr. Speaker, a suoolementary question to the minister: 

Is the minister aware that the matter of rep.ulating oil and gas 

prices falls within the provincial jurisdiction? I would like to 

ask the minister if it is the intention of his administration to 

place this matter of regulating prices of gasoline and heating fuel 

under the Board of CollllTlissioners of Public Utilities as they have done 

over in Nova Scotia,and forced the oil companies to roll back their 

prices? 

HR. 'BARRY: i1r. Speaker, again I am very grateful to the honourable 

'!ember for Bell Island for giving me an opportunity to reply to this 

tyoe of question. With respect to the effectiveness, Mr. Speaker, of 
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regulating prices, I think ~hen I say that there is no magic 

formula involved in setting up a regulatory body there is no magic 

involved in this immediately bringing down prices, I think that 

is shown by the effectiveness of ~lrs. Plumptre and her posse who 

have been roaming around Canada at the behest of the Liberal 

Government fn Ottawa over the last few months. 

AN HON. MfilIBER: Liberal talk. 

l.ffi.. BARRY: Did the creation of this bureaucracy, Mr. Speaker, have 

any effect on the rising cost of living in Newfoundland or any other 

Province in Canada? 

AN HON. MEMBER: Inaudible. 

MR. BARRY: Mr. Speaker, to the first point mentioned by the honourable . 
Member for Bell Island, the fact that the regulation of petroleum 

prices is within provincial jurisdiction: Then I suggest that he 

go ur, and talk to his Liberal colleagues in Ottawa and ask why they 

had a bill before the House,before it was finally desolved. before 

the fuddy-duddle between the honourable member's leader in Ottawa 

and Mr. Lewis,who was finally broken up hy the rising cost of livinp,, 

by the fact that the peonle of Newfoundland and other Provinces were 

no longer nrenared to put un with this total lack of interest in 

keeping the cost of living down in Newfoundland or anvwhere else in 

Canada. 

tlr. Speaker, this federal bill had clauses in there to regulate 

prices right across Canada,to permit the national government to get 

some control on netroleum nr:tces. Mr. Sueaker, while there is some 

question as to whether or not this bill was going further than it was 

necessary, in my opinion the only way that you are going to have total 

regulations of petroleum prices within Canada is by doing it on a 

national basis. If, and I say ' 'If'', Mr. Speaker, we conclude that we 

can effectively br~ng down petroleum nrices by setting un a regulatory 

body, we shall do so. To date we have not concluded that we will have 

any effect in bringing down prices by setting up a regulatory agency. 
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He have not reached a final decision on this matter, We are not 

going to be rushed into it hy the ravings of the honourable 

members opposite. When we liave made a decision on this noint, we 

will bring in a report to this honourable House. 

'lR, NEARY: Mr. Sneaker, there is what happens ,.;rhen you send a 

boy to do a man's joh. Sir, is the minister aware that the Government 

of Canada have allocated $9 million to the province, this nrovince,to 

offset an increase in gasoline and heating oil nrices? 

MR. BARRY: That is untrue. That is untrue. 

MR. NEARY: Is the minister aware ---·- ·--
MR. BARRY: That is a false statement. 

MR. NEARY: that Nova Scoti~ has set aside $5 million to offset 

increases in heating oil and gasoline in Nova Scotia? Is the minister 

aware that it would he misappropriation of funds if this nrovince 

did not use part of that $9 million to offset an increase in p,asoline 

and heating oil prices? Is the minister aware of these three facts? 

MR. BARRY: Mr. Speaker, I never heard so much mis:f_n formation containPcl 

in one question in all of my life. I th:lnk it was in"l984"that is 

the book, ''198/+'~with big brother as the main character, they had a 

Denartment of lfisinformation, Mr. Speaker. Well I submit that if that 

honourable crowd opposite ever get into power, the honourahle Member 

for Bell Island will he the Minister for '!isinformation because -

MR. NEARY: Not misappropriation like that crowd over there. 

MR. BARRY: !lr. Speaker, everything that the honourable member has 

said in that statement that he made - it was not a question - that 

statement -

MR. NF.ARY: Three questions I had. 

}IR. BARRY: - was totally false. 

MR. NEARY: Three questions I asked. 

MR. BARRY: Was totally false. 

~!R. NEARY: No, Mr. Sneaker, 

MR. BAJffiY: Mr. Sr,eaker, this province, as the Minister of Finance 

has nointed out in his budget, this province 
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MR. NEARY: Gets $9 million. 

J-4R. BARRY: Received a certain additional amount in equalization 

payments. 

MR. NEARY: No. 

MR. BARRY: Because of the revenue that had gone to other provinces 

from increased petroleW11 prices, an increase in equalization 

payments, Mr. Speaker. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Hear! Hear! 

MR. BARRY: No payment designated to reduce the price of petroleum 

products. As a matter of fact that reminds me of the third item, 

Mr. Speaker, that the federal government, in this letter that it sent 

out to the various Ministers of Energy, in the last week, the third 

element in there explaining this three point seven cent increase, the 

third element was an increase in federal sales taxes on petrolum 

oroducts. -

MR. NEARY: For which they are giving him $9 million. 

MR. BARRY: An increase in the federal sales tax, Mr. Soeaker, that 

is how a part of that increase cost to our consumer in Newfoundland 

is made up. In this province we have removed the sales tax, Mr. 

Speaker. We have removed the sales tax! What do we see the Liberal 

Government in Ottawa doin~? We see them exploiting, capitalizing 

on this inflationary trend, caused oartly by international factors but 

we submit to a great extent caused by the mismanagement of the Liberal 

Government in Ottawa. 

AN HON. MEMBER: HP,.,.! Hear! 

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary CfUestion; The minister did 

not give me an answer to either one of the three question£ I put to 

him, Sir. So I am going to ask the minister if he is aware that 

Mr. Macdonald, the Federal Minister of Mines and Ene~ey,yesterday 

severly criticized the Progressive Conservative Premier of Ontario, 

the minister's idol up in Ontario, Premier Davis, for not using the 

money_ that was turned ove1:, by the Government of Canada as a reSBlt of 

the exl)ort tax 
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AN HON. MFl BER : On a point of order, vr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

PK - 8 

~Ill. tJARSHALL; On a point of order, '•Ir. Speaker. The honourable 

member is entering into a debate in the question period on this 

point and as such he is obviously out of order. 

MR. ROWE. W.N : On this point of order, ~r. Sneaker! The honourable 

Member for Bell Island was asking a question of the Hon. Minister of 

Energy. Now we sat here, Sir, speaking to this point of order, and 

heard the Minister of Energy go off on all kinds of irrelevancies 

in the hope that ~.,e 1-1ould get one or two nuggets of information from 

him. Now I would ask, Sir, that the same courtesy b~ extented to 

my honourable colleague in the asking of the ouestion. You know, if 

you were p.oing to call him to order, S:I r, then I would sub;i t to Your 

Honour that when a minister gets up and starts to rave on and is not 

strictly relevant to the question asked,that Your Honour call him to 

order as well, which Your Honour has not d~ne to date. 

HR. SPEAKER : Order nlease! 

Here is a loud point of levity on these ouestions• If we were 

sticking strickiy to the rule. perhaps the honourable 'lemher for Bell 

Island's first question i.,ould not have been allowed. The answers given 

hy the Hon. ~'inister of Mines and F'nergy have practically been a 

speech and not a concise answer as the question there reouires. 

The honourable 11emher for Bell Island has made a speech in asking a 

question, so I submit that hoth these honourable gentlemen are out of 

order. 

~"...._N_E_~Y; Let me see if I can put the question prooerly then Sir, I 

shall try and rephrase it. Is the minister aware that Mr. }facdonald, 

the Federal Minister of ~incs and Energy,was severly critical of the 

Premier of Ontario for not usinr, the tax money, the increase in the 

equalization grants to offset an increase in gasoline and heating oil 

in the Province of Ontario? Is the minister avare of that? 

MR. _BARRY: ~fr. Speaker, what does the honourahle member want us to 

do? To fall do~m and bow and lick shoe laces every time that a Liberal 

minister in Ottawa shoots off? Does the honourable member opposite 
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place the same emphasis -

HR. NEARY: Answer the questions. 

MR. BARRY: - on the statement by the Honourable Donald '~acdonald as 

he does on the statement brought down from on high by Jehovah:' 

AN HON. MEMBER: Haw! Haw! 

MR. BARRY: Mr. Speaker, we have our own opinions. For the first 

time in Newfoundland history, we have a government that forms its 

own opinions ;Jlld that just d?es not lap up whatever is fed it by a 

Liberal minister in Ottawa. But if I could answer that que,stion -

'MR. W. N. RO\JF: On a r,oint of order, Hr. Speaker. If the honourable 

minister were a good orator, then we would not mind listening to him • 

Unfortunately that is not the case. We do not like two sneeches from 

him. I would suggest, Sir, that if the honourable minister should not 

want to answer the auestions and he has shown that he is not going 

to answer the cuestions,that Your Honour,rather than, you know, allow 

him to carry on like that, call him to order and suggest to the 

minister that he answer the auestion or say nothing, rather than just 

waffle on like he has hein,:,: doing for the last twentv mi.nutes. 

MR. BIJ'.RY: To that point of order, Mr. Speaker, if I may: If 

the honourable members oonosite feel that I am out of order at any 

particular time,they can stand up,which the honourable did on that 

occasion, and bring it to the attention of Your Honour, I agree that J 

was deviating somewhat from the thrust of the honourable member's 

q1;1estion - if I could get more to the point. 

AN HON. MF.MBER: We want Your Honour to rule on the point of order. 

MR. BAR'R.Y: We have a choice -

MR. NEARY: Could we have a ruling, Mr. Speaker? 

MR. BARRY: I have agreed that there was a point made by the honourable 

member opposite. 

MR. NEARY: On the point of order that was raised, Mr. Sneaker, in 

my opinion Your Honour has to made a ruling. 

MR. BARRY: We are not deciding on his opinion. 
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'MR. NEARY: The Minister is not runninf!; the House, you know, Your 

Honour is running the House. 

HON. NEHBERS: Inaudible. 

MR. NEARY: So we havP to have a ruling on the point of order. Sit 

down! 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

'!'he point of order ra:ised bv the honourable r<ember for 

White Bay South was r,er!lans well talren. I am sure the Hon. Yinister 

of Hines and Fnerp,y is aware that he waR not relevant to the ouestion 

asked by the Member for Bell Island. He was nroceedinp to make a 

snPech. I shall uermit him to continue on the assumption that he :Is 

P,oing to be precise with regards to the answer to the question. 

~lll. BARRY: Th11.nk vou. ~•r. SpPaker, I am p,lad you broupht that to 

mv attention, I was not aware of it. 

When this nrov:lnce recPived increased equalization nayn,entR 

and I have to no:lnt out that they <lid not amount to an enormous 

amount of money -

"IR. NEARY: Nine million dollars. 

!·fR. HARRY : they ,,,ere - Yes, a reasonablE' amount, nothing -

AN ]TON. HV.-<RER: Dnreasonablv Rmall. 

l'!ll.. HARRY: Nothing near to what is needed in order to meE't the demands -----
of the ueonle of Newfoundland for services. 

All HON. MEl-'BF.P. : Inaudible. 

''R. BARRY: Mr. Sneaker, again we have the misinfornation being -----
vomited, out by the honourable member opposite. This nayment was 

not made to reduce petroleum prices. This government had taken steps 

before this payment was ever received to re<luce petroleum orices 

by removin~ the sales tax. Now this oayment was an increase in 

efiualization payments to go into the general revenue of the province, 

to be used as the or:l.orities of the J)rovince demanded. Now, Mr. Sneaker, 

this money is being used to build hospitals, This money is being 

used to build schools. This money is }einP, used to build roads. This 

money is being used to put in water and sewer systems, all of which my 

honourable colleagues have pointed out in their estimates and will be 
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revealing in more detail later. 

Now if the honourable member is saying that ,,,e are doinJ!; WTOT'lf' 

hy not ~utting this money into the reduction of petroleum prices, then 

I say to him that is his opinion and he is entitled to it but I say 

he is wrong. 

MR. NEARY: ~~r. Sneaker, is the minister denying that there was 

a general understanding -

}1R. BARRY: I am denying that, yes, I am denying that. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

NR. NEARY: Yes, Sir. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Chair has allowed this issue to go on for some time 

now and it has become a debate rather than a straip;htfon•ard auestion, 

a surplementar)' question in the "nsv~r period. I think we should )?et 

on to other questions really. 

HR. ROWE, W. N. !-fr. Sneal<er, a suppler,entary - I am a different 

member, obviously, but it is on the same issue, .r would like the 

opnortunity to ask the minister a st~aiJ!;htfon•ard question .• We have 

not been able to elicit any information froM him. Resides nailing 

futility against the Liberal Government in Ottawa, is this minister's 

administration going to do anything to try and offset the rtsinf' 

cost of petroleum nroducts in this nrovince? Is he going to do 

anything besides rale against the Liberal Government in f\ttawa? 

MR. BARRY: Mr. Sneaker, to reiterate.we have already done something 

in that we have removed the nrovincial sales tax. Fe cannot reMove 

the federal sales tax• W~ would like to but that is not within our 

nower. Secondly, we are now analyzing the situation to determine 

whether we can effectively regulate prices within the province and 

gain anything by so doing, Mr. Speaker, to benefit the consumer. 

At the present time we cannot say that we will bring any benefits 

to t.he consumer and we may even disadvantage the consumer by creating 

another bureaucracy -

NEARY: •••• the machinery is there already. 6299 
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~1R. BAP_RY: Hr. Speaker. th.- hot1ourable memher is referrinR to the 

Public Utilities Board which has more work to do do~m there now than 

almost it can handle. 
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We have an excellent Chairman down there who is being worked to 

death, Mr. Speaker. Mr. Powell, the Chairman of that Board is 

one of the most able administ,rators in our Province. He is probably 

putting more energy into his job than any other individual that I 

know in the Province. The honourable member opposite is saying 

that with the heavy burdens they now have that they can without 

any additional staff get into the regulation of petroleum prices. 

That is total absurdity, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I think the point that the honourable members 

opposite are asking is whether the Provincial Government is in a 

position at this time to further subsidize petroleum prices from 

its own revenues. Mr. Speaker, I can say that at this time, this 

government is not in a position to do this as is clearly set out in 

the budget speech of the honourable Minister of Finance. As any member 

can see, anybody with any common sense at all can see that this 

Province can barely scrape by with providing the services that are 

needed, desperately needed by our people. We cannot afford to 

subsidize petroleum prices, a subsidization, Mr. Speaker, which I 

should point out does not benefit equally every resident in Newfound

land the way the provision of general services does. 

It benefits most the people who have the greatest consumption 

of the petroleum products. 

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: Inaudible, 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please: 

MR. BARRY: If I could just conclude, Mr. Speaker, I will say 

that this government at the present time has set out its financial 

priorities in the budget speech.While we can sympathize with the 

anger of our people for seeing an increase in petroleum prices with 

the added cost of living that results from this.while we are angered 

ourselves by the Federal Government permitting this to happen, we 

are not in a position at this time to further subsidize it. 

One final point, Mr. Speaker, the honourable member for Bell 

Island is implying that there was a general understanding between 
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provinces that this money would be used to further subsidize petroleum 

prices. Mr. Speaker, if that be not a lie, it is because the honourable 

member does not know any better. It is definitely a false statement, 

a misstatement, an untrue statement. 

MR. NEARY: It is not untrue. 

MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Labrador North. 

MR. M. WOODWARD: Mr. Speaker, I vould like to direct a question to 

the Minister of Tourism. I wonder if the minister can inform the 

Rouse if there will be any work done on a national park in Labrador 

this year. I know there is some correspondence and some survey work 

has been done over the last couple of years. I think it proper to 

conclude that this year they have intended to establish a national park. 

I am concerned, Sir, about an article in the "Daily News" today where 

they are taking the polar bears and the porcupines and the wolves 

from Labrador and bringing them up to the Salmonier Line. The member 

from Harbour Grace -

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! Order, please! The honourable member 

for Labrador North is really making a speech. 

MR. WOODWARD: Mr. Speaker, if the minister have any information or can 

inform the House if there will be any work this year on a national park, if 

there be one in planning? There is considerable correspondence going on. 

Maybe he can enlighten the House as to what is happening as far as 

a national park. We do not want to see our wild beasts being taken 

down to the Island. They may not live in this -

MR. T. DOYLE: Mr. Speaker, to the best of my knowledge,at this point 

in time, the matter is strictly in the initial negotiation stage or 

initial talking stage. I cannot truthfully see how any work will start 

on it in this current fiscal year,unless there be a change in the Federal 

attitude. 

MR, WOODWARD: A supplementary question, Mr. Speaker: I have knowledge 

and there has been a considerable amount of work done as far as survey 

work is concerned, both between the Province and the Federal Government, 

and there is work planned for this year. So maybe if the minister at a 
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later date can gather the information, he can give more information to 

the House regarding the park. 

MR. DOYLE: Mr. Speaker, I would be delighted as the minister responsible 

for the parks in the Province, that if the honourable member should have any 

information from Ottawa that we do not have,I would very much like to 

get it. I am not really too double-minded which direction it comes 

from,as long as we get it. I have not any information of any staff 

this year. If he sho~ld have, I should like to have it. 

MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for White Bay South. 

MR. W. ROWE: I would like to address a question to the Minister of 

Justice, Mr. Speaker. In view of the representations recently made 

to the Minister of Justice, Mr. Speaker, can the minister tell the 

House if he is going to bring legislation before the House this 

session to allow the Newfoundland constabulary to have a normal 

trade union organization, belonging to a normal trade union organization 

with all of the rights and privileges attendant thereon,including the 

right to strike? 

MR. T.A. HICKMAN: Mr. Speaker, today at noon I received a very good 

brief and I had a very excellent meeting with representatives of the 

Newfoundland Federation of Labour and with the Police Brotherhood. 

The basic request in that brief was that they be given the right to 

join a trade union of their choice and also that consideration be 

given to the preparing of a brand new constabulary act,and the view 

was expressed at the meeting that the present act,which was passed 

in 19701 (I think it was) is totally unsatisfactory. 

I undertook,and this was all they asked me to do, they are 

very reasonable people, to bring the brief to the attention of all 

members of government in the hope that during the forthcoming months 

we can get to work on seeing whether a totally new act is necessary 

or whether massive amendments to the present one are. That is all 

that would be appropriate for me to say now. 

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, I want to give notice that I am not 
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satisfied with the answers to questions given by the Minister of Mines 

Sir, and I would like to debate it later on this afternoon,during 

the late show. 

Sir, I would like to direct a question to the Minister of 

Tourism. Would the minister inform the House if all the provincial 

parks will be open by May 24th, a holiday. 

MR. DOYLE: No, they will not, Mr. Speaker. The parks that were able 

to be opened were opened yesterday, May 15 • .which is the official 

opening date. There are certain parks in the Province,because of 

weather, snow and conditions of roads brought about by the winter 

conditions,will not be opened for another couple of weeks. I would 

say they all will be opened by the first of June. About one-half of 

them opened yesterday. 

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, I wonder if the Minister of Education, Sir, 

would inform the House what steps his department has taken to react 

to a secret ballot that has been taken,on at least two occasions if 

not three occasions, to change the hours of work in the minister's 

department? 

MR. OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, actually to put this in context, 

many government departments and perhaps all have made various requests 

with respect to hours of work and these are all being considered together 

by government, not department by department. They are all being considered 

together so that,presumeably, among the criteria, ntnnber one is to get 

a reasonable flow in and out so that everybody is not coming the same 

time,from the point of view of traffic and also from the point of view 

of the kind of services rendered and what kinds being most accessible 

to the general public. All of these matters are being considered together, 

not individually department by department. 

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, would the minister indicate then when the 

public service employees here in Confederation Building can expect a 

reply to their request to have the hours of work changed? How long is 

it going to take to study this matter? 
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MR. OTTENHEIMER: I would think, Mr. Speaker, that certainly within 

the next month a final decision will be made on that. 

MR. SP EAKER: Before we get into Orders of the Day, according to the 

new rules I have to indicate what matters will be discussed on Thursdav. 

The only notice I have been given is the verbal notice just given by th<> 

member for Bell Island. This will be discussed at five thirty,assuming 

he passes the thing to me in writing by five o'clock. 

ORDERS OF THE DAY 

MR. MARSHALL: Order 2, Committee of Ways and Means. For the benefit 

of the Opposition I might say this is the budget speech. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order 2, Committee of Ways and Means. I think the hon

ourable member for White Bay South, I believe it was, adjourned the 

debate last night. 

MR. W. ROWE: 

last night. 

MR. SPEAKER: 

MR. ROWE: 

Mr. Speaker, 1 think I spoke five minutes or something 

Seven minutes. 

Seven minutes, very good Sir. Sir, I want to repeat some-

thing which I said last night. I do not think it is needless repetition, 

I think it is extremely necessary repetition. When the Budget Speech 

was called, Mr. Speaker, we saw the member for Bell Island spring to his 

feet and deliver himself of a forty-five minute excellent oration. The 

member for Labrador North subsequently got up,right after him,and delivered 

a half an hour or forty minute speech. Then, Sir, I called upon members 

opposite who wanted to speak,since we are few in . number, to rise and 

speak on the Budget debate, ministers or backbenchers. Nobody, Sir, got 

up to speak. So, I, as the third member of the opposition,was forced or 

see the debate closed; I was forced to rise to my feet in order to speak 

in the Budget Speech debate. 

Now, Sir, I passed comment on that action by the government 

side of the Rouse because it indicates that although the House Leader 

and his minions on that side had made every effort, albeit 

unsuccessfully, to 111\lZzle this side of the House, he has made every 
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effort to muzzle this side of the House with no success. He has 

obviously successfully muzzled his own colleagues and supporters on 

that side stifled all debate or comment or observation or remark 

by anybody on the government side of the House. I make that observation, 

Sir, because it is a commentary on what is going on in that government 

and in that caucus, the P.C. caucus. 

The only other alternative of course and this is not outside the 

realm of possibility, the other alternative is that they are waiting for 

all of us to speak here, one by one,and then members of the other side 

can get up when we have exhausted our right to speak, can get up one after 

another, twenty or thirty of them,and can parade their wares before 

the House and before the public. That is the other alternative, Mr. 

Speaker, and I would not be surprised if the House Leader tried that 

alternative. It would be consistent with the lack of fair play and the 

arrogant stand which he and his colleagues have taken during this whole 

session and indeed all sessions of the House, but of course culminating 

in this session, worst example in this session of trying to cut of, 

in fact cutting off debate on the estimates and limiting the amount of 

time which members can speak in this House. 

Mr. Speaker, having had the debate on the estimates cut off, 

my colleague, the member for Bell Island, sought to have his forty-five 

minute speech extended to ask a few questions of the government. That 

courtesy which is normally extended as a matter of course to allow a 

member to wind up his remarks was refused again by members on the other 

side of the House. Some members said yes, some members said no. 

It represents to me, Sir, one consistent whole piece of action 

by this administration, a desire to cover up and to hide the answers, 

if they have any answers to the questions which they know we want answered 

and which they know the people of Newfoundland want answered. 

Over $350 million, Mr. Speaker, more than $350 million, which is 

almost $1 million a day of expenditure,was allowed by this government to 

go through the House without any questions wharsoever, without any debate 
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being allowed on them, without any comments from the ministers 

concerned, without any minister answering questions on over 

$350 million. 

I suppose three or four years ago $350 million would have 

been the whole budget for the Province of Newfoundland and Labrador. 

Now it represents nearly half, about half of the whole budget. 

This administration,in its endeavour to get out of the House of 

Assembly as quick as possible without answering questions,made 

sure by the most arrogant use of their majority that over half the 

money being voted by this House for expenditure would go through 

on a blank check,without any questions asked, without any answers 

being given. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is bad enough, It is bad enough that 

this government allows that to happen, in fact forced it to happen 

but what is even worse is the fact that the House Leader, the 

government House Leader,supported again by his colleagues,made sure 

that he calls the departments of expenditure which were among the 

least controversial departments, He made sure and certain that the 

departments of government which would likely involve the government 

in embarrassment, which would show up the government for muddled 

policy decisions, which showed that the government had no answers 

to many of the questions that people are asking all throughout this 

Province, the House Leader and his supporters made sure that these 

departments were kept back, kept to the last so that there was every 

likelihood they would never see the light of day in the estimates' 

debate. 

That needs to be said, Mr. Speaker, because it indicates 

clearly and graphically what type of an administration and government 

we have in this Province today. 

Departments such as Education, the highest spending department 

of all,which should have been brought on first in this House because 

first of all the amount of money is the greatest of all the departments 

and second of all, I suppose it touches every man, woman and child more 
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intimately than any other department in the government, the Department of 

Education which should have been brought on first was kept back purposely 

by the government House Leader,by design of the administration and the 

government, so that there would never be any question.s asked on the 

Department of Education. 

Fisheries, surely one of the most important departments in this 

government or any government in Newfoundland,which should have been 

called among the first, second or third,kept back once more and no 

questions allowed to be asked or answered on that Department of Fisheries. 

The Department of Public Works,which my friend the member for 

Labrador West who happens to be the minister of at the moment, a department 

which has been known in the past to be slightly embarrassing to the 

government, kept back once more so that no questions could be asked by 

members of this side of the House and no answers could be given by the 

ministers of the Crown. 

Rehabilitation and Recreation, Tourism, Tourism with the great 

Confederation Silver Anniversary rip-off, upwards of probably $6 million 

going to be spent in this Province. No, Sir, no hint that that might 

come up before the House of Assembly or the connnittee for debate, kept 

back once more so that no embarrassing questions could be asked of the 

minister or of the government. 

There are ten or a dozen similiar departments. The Department of 

Health, the second highest in expenditure and again a department which 

is felt almost on a daily basis by the -people of this Province, not put 

forward first, second or third,to make sure that we could ask questions 

on it and get information from the government. No,Mr. Speaker, kept in 

the background knowing that we would exhaust the seventy-five hours of 

time forcibly imposed on us by the government House Leader,and that 

department would never see the light of day. 

I went through the estimates quickly again, Sir, yesterday,and 

questions spring up from the paper as you are looking through the estimates, 

questions spring up 
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that we would want to ask this government. Ender the Department 

of Education.for example.which should have been the first department 

called, we would have liked to hear the Minister of Education and 

the Minister of Finance rationalize their new policy of providing 

tuition and allowances on a certain scale to the f!emorial University 

students when two years ago, I believe it was, they wiped out tuitions 

and allowances or virtually wiped them out sayine at the ti.me that there 

was no need of them.thereby precipitating a disastrous situation at 

Memorial University. 

Here they were forced once more by a situation which they 

had perpetrated and which had gotten completely out of control. forced 

to reinstate it. We would have liked to hear the t•inister of Fducation 

say a word or two of explanation on' that but no, Sir, no opportunity, not 

one question allowed to be asked. 

DREE schools.whic-h is another topic - the minister has said 

that they are not going to r-o after money from Ottawa to build DREE 

schools throughout this province. The specious argument he gave for 

that was because they were too expensive,as if it were not possihh• 

to sit down and renegotiate or negotiate schools which were more within 

our means. But no. the minister has decided and his colleagues have 

decided to spurn all help from Ottawa for school construction in this 

province at a time when the boards of education are crying out for 

money for school construction. 

I would have liked to ask the minister and I am sure my colleaj!ue, 

the me1nber for St. Barbe North, would have wanted to ask the minister t-~hy. 

Give us an explanation. Give us an answer to some of these questions. 

No, Sir, no opportunity provided. 

School boards: Sir, you hear nearly every day you turn on 

the news, school boards all over this province virtually on the brink 

of bankruptcy;to borrow a phrase from the :t,linister of Finance. We 

would have liked to find out from the Minister of Education what is 

the actual situation. What does the government intend to do about it? 

But no, Sir, the department is kept back so the minister and his colleagues 

are spared any possible embarrassment regarding that situation. 
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On school construction generally, Nr. Speaker, we would have 

liked to have some information • Not an iota of infonnation. The 

whole question of }•emorial University, where we voted through millions 

of dollars without any explanation by the minister. Presumably the 

minister has seen the budget of Memorial University to see where the 

money is being spent. Nobody in this House has had any explanation as 

to where the untold millions of dollars are going for ~emorial University. 

Memorial University, grant-in-aid; nearly $24 million dollars by way 

of a grant-in-aid to }'emorial University.voted through, Mr. Speaker, with 

not one jot of information given by the minister, no questions alJowed 

to be asked, a blank check to I1emorial l'niversity. I am sure they 

need it but as a responsH,le member of this House I would have 

liked to hear from the minister some scintilla of explanation as to 

what they propose to do with that money. 

Presumably the treasury board and the minister have seen 

the budget at the university even if they are loath to have it 

made public or tabled in this House of Assembly. 

lmy new programmes by the Minister of Education this year? 

The Minister of Education has kept a very low profile over the past 

few months concerning his department. Nobody seems to know what is 

going on. The school buses for example; the minister came in the 

other day and gave what was a ministerial statement, supposed to be 

a policy statement,consisting of historical theses on school buses 

with a one-sentence or two--sentence statement of policy as to what 

the government is going to do 1·1i th this very knotty, thorny problem 

of transporting children to school, a policy, by the way, which 

has not, I believe, been universally accepted. It has been rejected 

by a number of educators as responsible and as expert as the honourable 

minister, Mr. Speaker. 

Why does the minister not give us some information? Why 

did he not insist that the Department of Education, the most 

problematical, controversial department of government, why did he 

not insist or the House Leader if he be responsible as a government 

leader, that this department come forward and receive treatment early 
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on in the estimates? We all know why, Hr. Speal•er. We knm,· why, 

Mr. Speaker. 

AN HONOUR.ABLE MEMBER: The honourahle member's brother asked us 

to hold it out. 

MR. W. ROWE: Brother asked to hold it out ? Do not let the House ----- - - - --·-

Leader mislead the House. Let us not have '!{r. Nastiness•· himself, 

Sir, pour !'lore of his venom into this House. 

If this government had any gumption or couraf!:e, J-'r. Speaker, 

it would have brought that tremendously important department into 

the estimates, into the committee .first of all so that we could ask 

the minister some questions,instead of having the craven gall to keep 

it hack knowing full well that there would be no questions asked of 

the }linister of Education on his department. 

llehabilitation and Recreation - another department which 

touches very intimately a great number of people. Homes for the 

aged for exam!)le - I ~-muld lil-.e to asl· the minister some questions 

on homes for the aged. Recreation and sports services under that 

department ·· I would like to hear the minister tell us what is going 

to be clone in the various communities in Newfoundland and Labrador this 

year by way of providing facilities for sports and athletic activities. 

He heard the Minister of Finance p:o down to Burin district 

and say, Do not be so foolish as to ask for a stadium or for some sports 

facilities. Have more responsibility than to ask the governroent to 

provide that on the Burin Peninsula, giving rise to what ar~ounted 

nearly to a rebellion in that part of our province and forced the 

Premier in a public statement,on a stage ,with the Jfinister of Finance 

sitting by his side,to say, ' 'This gove>rnment will spend money on 

recreation and sports facilities." 

"I do not care," said the Pre1:11ier, "who says differently" 

and looked at and pointed at "CruE,ty Scrooge' himself and put him 

right in his place. There seems to be a certain conflict in policy 

by the administration as to what they are going to do for sports 

and recreation throughout this province. Why did we not hear something 

from the minister on rehabilitation and recreation? No, Sir, it is 
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another one of those problematical departments which the House Leader 

in bis usual way decided to keep back, not to call early on,so 

that no embarrassing questions could be asked of the minister or of 

the government. 

What new prograrimes are there under the Department of 

Rehabilitation and Recreation? The minister certainly tloes not 

have a low image. He seeks every possible opportunity to put his 

pleasant visage before the television cameras. I must say, Sir, that 

there has been a paucity of information forthcoming from the minister 

as to what new programmes there are going to be in this province 

this year in the field of recreation or in the field of rehabilitation. 

The same thing applies to the Department of Health - kept 

back by design, by plot, by the Hinister without Portfolio, the Government 

House Leader,and his colleagues,to spare the !1inister of Health any 

embarrassment as to what is going on. What new programmes is his 

department going to bring out in this present financial year? What 

hospitals are going to be built throughout this province? Not a word, 

Sir. When are they going to be built? llhere are they going to be 

built? How large are they going to be? A question ~hich will be very 

embarrassing to the member for 13onavista South who knows that his 

people want a forty-odd bed hospital down in his area and the government 

is going to supply a twenty-five bed hospital when every indication was 

given by the Premier and others earlier on, Sir 

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: \Ihat about the ambulance progra111D1e? 

~~--__]~. ROHE'._ Well, what about the ambulance pregramme? We only pick 

it up, bits and pieces. The minister made sure that his estimates 

were kept back and not brought before the House so that he would 

not have to answer auestions, Mr. Speaker. 

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: Ask them on the Order Papers. 

MR.~ ROWE:_ Ask them on the Order Papers? Do not be so foolish. 

The honourable member knows the Order Papers are not worth the 

paper they are written on, Mr. Speaker, as far as questions are 

concerned.because no answers again are forthcoming from this arrogant 

government. Some ministers have a sense of responsibility and others do not. 
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Medical care in general in the province; Sir, what is the 

state of medical care in this province? Nothing from the minister. 

The minister carries on like an obscure civil servant, no answers 

forthcoming. He made sure his department was not brought up so that 

we could ask questions t·n that. 

What about medicare, the medical care plan and the doctors' 

fees? The minister seems to be ready enough to come into this House 

to announce that doctors are going to be paid a higher amount of 

money this year or next year or last year for the services they are 

perforrninr;. Ile was embarrassed when his supplementary supply came 

through the House because his department had grossly underestimated 

the needs and the costs of medical care or medicare last year in this 

province. We would like to ask the•minister why that was allowed to 

happen? What safeguards have been taken this year to make sure that 

they do not grossly underestimate the cost of medicare, the medical 

care plan in this province? But no, Sir, no opportunity given to 

this side of the House whatsoever. 

Mines and Energy - another department, Sir, whose policy is 

about as clear as ditch water. Every now and then we pick up the 

paper and see that the honourable Yinister of Nines and Energy has 

spoken to Rotary or Kinsmen or Lions Clubland has annunciated some 

brand new p'Dlicy which he has not annunciated in this House before. 

~lo opportunity, Sir, is given the members of this House, especially 

the official opposition, to question th<" ~'inister of f.nergy on his 

energy policy ,if there b_e an energy policy, which nobody has been able 

to perceive. 

My honourable colleague, the member for Bell Island, has 

been at some pains for months to try to elicit some perm of a policy 

on energy from the Minister of Energy. What has the member received 

in reply? Nothing, Sir. Harangues and nonsense and character 

assassinations, all kinds of wishy-washy riffle from the honourable 

member, the Ninister of Nines and Energy. No policy, none whatsoever 

as far as we can see. 

We saw where earlier on at the earlier public energy conference 

they took a position which favored rich Alberta,for some strange reason. 
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They were laughed at by all the responsible expertise in Canada for 

this government taking a position which supported the greedy position 

of Alberta in trying to lay their grubby hands on every cent that 

came from their oil wells rather than spreading the wealth a little 

bit throughout the country as a whole. We saw the Minister of !lines 

and Energy and the Premier,the spectacle of them supporting that 

policy at a conference in Ottawa - universal execration from everybody 

as a result. 

Then we see the }finister of Justice going up to a closed 

session conference on energy and according to the Prime Minister 

and other ministers who came out thereafter was in total agreet:1ent 

with everything that was agreed upon there. There was unanimous 

agreement by all ministers, all governments who went to that conference. 

They agreed in fact with what the federal government is now doing in 

allowin~ this price increase. Is that not true? 

Now the ¥inister of Mines and Energy stands up and says that 

they do not agree with it.after his colleague, the acting Premier, 

went up a month or so ago and unanimously.with his other counterparts 

including the federal government, agreed with the price to be given 

on oil exported for Alberta. unanimously agreed on how much would come 

to the federal government and how much would stay with the government 

of Alberta, unanimously agreed on certain price increases over the 

next few months, agreed to all that. Then we find the ¥inister of 

Mines and Energy standing up today and saying that they do not agree 

with it. He stands up here piously in the House of Assembly and 

wonders why we on this side of the House are somewhat at a loss as 

to what the energy policy in this province is. 

We would like to ask the minister,but no. Because it was 

a controversial department,the government House Leader over there, 

Mr. Speaker, made sure it never saw the light of day. He pushed 

forward all the departments concerning which there was very little 

controversy and kept back all the departments, the important departments 

concerning which certain questions ought to have been asked. We would 

have liked to ask the Minister of N..ines and Energy, concerning the Rural 
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Electricity Authority,tre new programme, the capital construction 

programme of this year, where new generating capacity is going in for 

connnunities. We would have liked to get that information from him. 

No opportunity was provided by the honourable House Leader,in his 

desire to stiffle and gag members of this House who want to ask 

questions. 

¥I". Speaker, we were involved in the Department of Industrial 

Development for about twenty minutes or a half hour. We wanted to 

ask some detailed questions concerninp the Lower Churchill,in advance 

of the debate which will be coming up in the House. The estimates 

time was the appropriate time to ask these auestions,because there 

is a give and take and one can ask questions and get answers,short 

or long as the case may he. Then. we could be all prepared to go 

into the debate when the bill comes before the House with a firmly 

thought out position. 8ut no, Sir! 

When my colleague, the member for Bell Island, asked for 

the curtesy of leave to be extended to him to continue some remarks 

on industrial development, the Bouse Leader and his cohorts,well 

trained I might say, most of the!!' anyway - some of them had the 

decency to say, "Yes, give him leave ,'' but no. not the House Leader 

and his particular clique. They s;,i<l. :;o, no l<>ave given to all,:,,.• 

questions to be asked. They would not allow leave to be p.iven so 

that we had to sit down and watch the spectacle of $350 million 

of public mc,ney going throui::h this House undebated. It is no 

wonder, Sir, that this government is plummeting in popularity 

throughout this province. 

I was talking to a man who is l-ighly involved in the 

fisheries the other day. Sir, I do not know what his politics 

were or are, although I suspect what they are hut I cl.a not know what 

they were, He was disgusted at seeing the Department of Fisheries 

go through this House without any opportunity being given to members 

here to ask the minister what new programmes are going to be 

introduced this year and how much money is goinr, to be spent on 

this, that and the other thing. He was disgusted, he and hundreds 

and thousands like him .. nr. Speaker. 
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Forestry and Agriculture - another department which has 

some very great problems in it. Again because it is a controversial 

department the House Leader decided to hold the department back, make 

sure it never saw the light of day. I am sure that my colleague, 

the member for Bonavista North,would have had hundreds of sensible, 

straightforward questions to ask that minister concerning the 

administration of his department,but no opportunity was given. 

The DREE Agreement on forestry,for example: I would have 

liked myself to ask the minister what the details of that agreement 

are, ,,hat is going to be the overall imp&ct and effect on the 

forestry industry in this province. No opportunity and never 

will get an opportunity probably to ask the minister. 

Sir, another example. of the contemptuous attitude of this 

government is that out of thirty-two or thirty-three members or 

whatever they have over there, they cannot even keep a quorum in 

the House. A quorum call, Mr. Speaker. 

}!R. SPEAKE~ .. JMR. DUNPHY),_ Would the clerk count the House, please? 

We have a quorum. 

MR. W. __ R_9WE: Thank you, 1'1r. Speaker. It is just another example 

of the contempt which this government has for this parliamentary 

institution and their desire not to give out any information or 

even to show any interest in what goes on in tlis House; the 

apathy, the lack of energy that this government has on some oi 

these matters. 

My colleague, the member for Bell Island has asked questions 

of the Minister of Forestry and Agriculture 
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concerning the land freeze, the crown land freeze, which is now 

in effect. No questions have ever been answered on that, Mr. Speaker. 

No questions ever have been properly answered on that. It is difficult 

on the oral question period to have the give and take necessary to 

try to elicit information. Again this is another one of the reasons 

why the Department of Forestry was kept back by the Minister without 

Portfolio, the Government House Leader, so that these questions would, 

hopefully, never see the light of day. 

Mr. Speaker, the same thing applies to the Reid land 

controversy which has been going on. Following a number of questions 

in this House by my colleagues and myself.concerning the possible 

sale by the Reid interests of their holdings in this province, this 

government was finally goaded into some action on the matter. If the 

controversy had not been raised or if we had not raised it here or if 

other people outside the House had not raised it, this government 

would have politely sat by, Mr. Speaker, and allowed that land to be 

sold to anybody,for any purpose whatsoever,in spite of the fact that 

many people have by this time possessory rights in respect of that land 

and the public in some cases have recreation rights in respect of some 

of that land. They would have sat by, Sir, and allowed that to happen. 

There was never an opportunity provided here to have a full-fledged debate 

on that. The Minister of Forestry,in collusion with the Government 

House Leader,made sure that that department was kept well back and 

was never brought into this House for discussion. 

The famous Department of Tourism: Mr. Speaker, let us 

have a look at some of the things there and see why that particular 

department never saw the light of day. Publicity and Investigation, 

Subhead 1303-03, $1, 100,000 to be spent on general publicity, development, 

development capital, documentary films, local tourist boards, advertising, 

newspapers, television magazines, etc. There is over $1 million to 

be spent on publicity by that department. If that be not a hot topic, 

Mr. Speaker, for discussion nothing should be. 
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Mr, Speaker, we would like to know from the minister 

where that well over $1 million is going? Who is going to get it? 

Is "Jolly George" going to get his meat hooks into that? As he has 

in the past two or three years by the frank and candid admission of 

the Minister of Finance, when he got up and shocked one of our 

columnists in the "Evening Telegram" by admitting that this government 

supports political patronage, lashing it out with both hands. The 

minister, I feel, Sir, should have exposed his department to public 

scrutiny and insisted for his own sake and for the sake of the government 

that this department did get a thorough going over when the estimates 

were brought in the House. But no, Sir, again he was kept back 

by the Minister without Portfolio,so that the thing never saw the 

light of day. 

Silver Anniversary Clebrations; $1.6 million, Mr. 

Speaker to be spent, plus another $170,000 in the Department of 

Finance, plus another $10,000 or $12,000 or $15,000 in nearly 

ever other department of government. 

MR. EVANS: What about the Golden Anniversary? 

MR. W. N. ROWE: If the honourable member should be around during the 

Golden Anniversary, Sir, I hope that he then shows by that time he 

might have matured beyond adolescence and perhaps he shall have something 

to contribute to this House, Hopefully he shall Sir. The "Burp from 

Burgeo," Sir, has not been among those who have made the greatest 

contribution to this House in the past two years. By the Golden 

Anniversary, when he gets re-elected again - he spent twenty-five 

years trying to get elected, seven times trying to get elected. 

He finally got elected. 

MR. SPEAKER (Mr. Dunphy): Oli'der please: 

The honourable member is not being relevant at all to the 

issue being discussed. I would ask the honourable member to do . so. 

MR. 'll. N. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, as Your Honour knows, the budget speech, 

if one should read the rules, one would see that the rules of relevance 

are relaxed during the bud3et speech, Mr. Speaker. Now what I was talking 
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about is the contribution by the honourable member over there. 

Also, Sir, if Your Honour remembers, I was drawn into an idiotic 

controversy with the honourable member because he is the one over 

there provoking me. Now if Your Honour ahould wish to rule me out 

of order, I would ask Your Honour to rule that kind of comment in 

the House out of order as well. I am sure Your Honour will. 

Mr. Speaker, he was twenty-five years trying to get 

elected - the Silver Anniversary, defeated next time. Another 

twenty-five years and he might be elected for the Golden Anniversary. 

Perhaps he will be a little bit more -

MR. EVANS: (Inaudible) • 

MR. SPEAKER (Mr. Dunphy): Order please! 

When an honourable member is speaking from his seat, 

I think all other honourable members should afford him the coutesy 

of silence. Every one who speaks in the House has the right to be 

heard in silence. 

MR. W. N. ROWE: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

When he did get elected, it cost the public $2.6 million 

excess money to try to put the member in the House. 

MR. EVANS: (Inaudible). 

MR. W. N. ROWE: Anyway, Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted by 

"Mr. Wisdom" himself, "The Burp from Burgeo" to continue, I would 

say, Sir, that when one looks at all the hidden costs on the 

Silver Anniversary of Confederation, upwards of $5 million or 

$6 million of public money will be spent this year by the government. 

Some of it might be well spent. Other portions of that amount will be 

lashed out in political patronage to "Jolly George" and his buccaneers 

and to other favourites of this government. Political patronage has 

been admitted by the Minister of Finance,when all over the province 

there is a crying need for water and sewer systems, road construction 

and pavement. This government, to listen to the Minister of Finance, 

is broke,but it still came up with a surplus; imposes a sales tax, imposes 

an increase in the tax on incomes. 
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MR. SPEAKER (Mr. Dunphy) : I would like to bring to the honourable 

member's attention that his time is almost up. 

MR. W. N. ROWE: Thank you, Mr. Speaker, I will wind her up. 

They can spend money, Sir, on everything that it suits 

their fancy to spend money on. They lash it out in political patronage 

but not on the really necessary things. 

The Department of Fisheries: We would have liked to ask 

the minister what new programmes and projects he has. The fish 

plant down in LaScie,in my district,this year was a tissue of errors 

and mistakes and everything else in not being able, for some reason 

or other, to get somebody to manage that plant until very late in 

the season, Mr. Speaker. it was probably too late for some fishermen 

who ordinarily get fitted out . The minister knows that . 

The Department of Public Works: There should have been 

some questions on the regional college in Corner Brook. A nice, nifty, 

little question could have been answered about the Premier's house as 

to how much money have the government spent on renovating the Premier's 

house . But no, Public Works was not allowed to see the light of day. 

No controversial department, Mr. Speaker, was allowed to see the light 

of day. 

Now my suggestion to the honourable ministers (I will wind 

up on this note, Sir) is that every minister, if he should have any 

gumption at all, any sense of responsibility at all, every minister 

whose estimates did not come into the Committee of the Whole should 

get up during this budget speech and use his time to explain to this 

House what programmes and projects he is going to do this year under 

his department and what the money is going to be spent on. He should 

allow members of the opposition, if he has any courage, to ask the 

questions and to yield to members of the opposition in order to allow 

these questions to be asked. If forty-five minutes be not enough, 

the courtesy of the House should be extended to that minister to carry 

on until members of the House are reasonably satisfied with the answers 

that have been given or at least be given the opportunity to ask the 

questions. 
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Mr. Speaker, if the ministers should not do this, if the 

ministers should not take advantage of the time which is left to 

allow questions to be asked and to give information to this House, 

the people of Newfoundland can only re-enforce the conclusion they 

have already drawn; namely, that the government conspired to keep 

back the controversial departments and the embarrassing departments 

and not allow questions to be.asked on them which might cause them 

some embarrassment or which might have been controversial, In 

departments like Education and Fisheries.which should have been brought 

up first, for some reason,whether it be apathy or indifference or 

the arrogance for which this government are becoming famous, they did 

not see fit to bring them forward,a:id the people of Newfoundland 

are the losers. Who cares if we get an opportunity to ask questions? 

That is not important, Mr. Speaker. What is important is that through 

us some information can be gotten out to the public of this province. 

The press can report it. The people sitting in the visitors' galleries 

can see the government and see what they are going to do. That is what 

is important. 

If the ministers of this government, Sir, who have not 

had their estimates brought before the Committee of Supply, do not 

allow questions to be asked or get up and explain their estimates 

during this budget speech, then they deserve to be condemned as totally 

useless and arrogant, making a dictatorial use of power which has beP.n 

reposed in them by the people of this province. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear! Hear! 

MR. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker, I think I will have a few words to 

say on the budget speech. 

AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible). 

MR. SPEAKER (Mr. Dunphy): Order please! 

MR. MORGAN: I hope I can be heard in silence. 

Mr. Speaker, the last speaker from the opposition 

side of the House of Assembly is condemning the government because of 

the fact that he could not debate the estimates of various departments. 

6321 



May 16, 1974 Tape no. 1654 Page 6 

My reply to that kind of a charge is that if the same honourable 

member from White Bay South had not spent nineteen or twenty hours, 

approximately twenty hours of debate, trying to castigate the 

character of one honourable minister of this government, he would 

have had adequate and quite ample time to debate the estimates of 

Tourism, Fisheries and other departments. The opposition chose 

in the debate on the estimates to stand in this Assembly day after 

day, session after session, sitting after sitting, and use up the 

time in castigating the characters of government members. 

On the Department of Rural Development, the 

opposition chose to condemn the business enterprise of the 

Hon. Member for Trinity South more so than the estimates of his 

department. Day after day we stood here as backbenchers and 

listened to the kind of trash that went on. The same honourable 

gentleman can stand in this House of Assembly today and say that he 

was unable to obtain information on the various government departments, 

He spent twenty hours on one single heading on the estimates. That 

is the first time in the history of debating the estimates in this 

House. He spent twenty hours on the one single heading, the salary 

of the Minister of Finance, 

AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible). 

MR. SPEAKER (Mr. Dunphy): Order please: 

Would the honourable members to my righ,t refrain from 

comments while the Member for Bonavista South is speaking. He has 

the right to be heard in silence. 

MR. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker, I sincerely hope that the rules of 

the House will be abided by by the opposition members. 

To stand twenty hours debating one. single heading in 

the estimates, the salary of the Minister of Finance, to me is 

ridiculous when we had so much important business to discuss, so many 

important questions to be asked of the different headings and the 

different departments. 
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Why did they choose to stand and to try to castigate 

one minister and to condemn the other, two single headings, the 

minister's salary on Rural Development and the minister's salary 

on Finance? Why did the opposition try to do that? Was it to try 

to get the public of Newfoundland to believe that the government were 

trying to muzzle them in time with seventy-five hours only? Ridiculous! 

The people of the province are not that naive. Seventy-five hours 

of debate was adequate time to debate the various departments' estimates. 

Instead the opposition chose to do what they did and that was to waste 

the time. Now they stand and say that the government muzzled us, we 

could not debate the estimates. Then to listen to the Hon. Member for 

White Bay South stand in the House and say, "Why did not the Minister 

of Education bring such an important department forward first for 

debate in the House of Assembly? I will tell them why he did not 

do it. Our House Leader was requested of the critic on the opposition 

side of the House on education to delay the estimates on education 

because he was absent from the House of Assembly. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, to a point of order. We have been 

dealing with the estimates for some number of weeks and the 

Minister of Education and myself did have an agreement to hold off 

the consideration of the estimates on a number of days. The 

agreement was not to hold off the consideration of the estimates 

of the Department of Education for the past two or three or four 

weeks or for the seventy-five hours. I want that to be made most 

clear. I would ask the Member for Bonavista South to withdraw that 

statement because it is not correct. 

MR. MORGAN:Mr. Speaker, on that point of order. I did state and I 

state again that the reason why the Education estimates were not 

brought forward before they were brought forward in the House and 

unfortunately they could not get debated because the time had elapsed, 

was that the critic on the opposition side on education had requested 

the government, the government on this side and the Minister of Education, 
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to hold back the Department of Education to give him time to get 

back in the House to discuas the estimates. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Mr. Speaker to a point of order. The Hon. Member 

for Bonavista South is deliberately misleading and confusing the 

House. I asked for an agreement with the Minister of Education to 

hold off the consideration of the Department of Education on one or 

two days, on one or two occasions. Now the Member for Bonavista 

South is trying to leave the impression that I asked to put this off 

for the whole period of time. That is simply not true. 

Mr. Speaker, something else is more important here on this 

point of order. 

MR. MORGAN: State the point of order. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: I am stating my point of order,if the Yahoo would 

shut up. 

MR. MORGAN: (Inaudible). 

MR. F. B. ROWE: I am standing on a point of order, Mr. Speaker, 

and I would like to be heard in silence. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another very important 

principle here. As far as I understand it, there is a gentleman's 

agreement in this honourable House, when members on both sides of 

the House can get together privately and come to certain agreements 

in private conversation. If this were to be used as a strategy 

on the other side of the House, well God help any private conversations 

that can be held between members on various sides of the House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, before sitting down on this 

point of order, I would like for the Hon. Minister of Education to 

get up and tell the truth on this matter and ask his colleague to 

stop using the agreement we had between ourselves as dirty, vicious 

propaganda. 

MR. OTTENBEIMER: Mr. Speaker, if I may speak on this point of order? 

MR. SPEAKER (Mr. Dunphy) : The Hon. Minister of Education. 
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MR. OTTENHEIMER: I will speak on the point of order but obviously 

with a certain latitude because it would be very difficult to 

relate it specifically to a point of order. 

I would like to state this for the record. I think 

the honourable gentleman knows that when he went to get up, I intended 

to get up on my own initiative and not under duress. It was my 

intention to do so to clarify what is a question of fact, not to make 

any comment on it. 

As I recall,when the budget was brought down, a day or two 

after, the honourable gentleman mentionea to me that he planned 

to go in his district the following week and whether the estimates . 
of the Department of Education could be postponed or not be called 

during that week,at which time I undertook to mention it to the 

House Leader and to request him. I believe I was out of town for a 

day or so after that and I presume the House Leader got back to the 

honourable gentleman. 

The facts,as I recall them,were that I was requested by 

the honourable gentleman to ask the House Leader not to call the 

Education estimates during a specific week, which I did. I think 

what followed after was that the House Leader informed the gentleman 

that that would be done. All I wish to do is to state the facts 

as I recall them. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, the Hon. Minister of Education 

was out of town at the time I was present in the House. It is 

a gentleman's agreement that has been viciously abused here. 

MR. MARSHALL: On that point of order, Mr. Speaker. The point 

is that the Hon. Member for St. Barbe South asked for the estimates to 

be withheld while he was out of town. He was out of town approximately 

a bit over a we~k I believe. We had intended to bring Education in. 

I would not have mentioned this but for the fact that the Hon. Member 

for White Bay South has gotten up in this House and accused us of attempting 

to hide the estimates of the Department of Education because they did not 

come up in order. 
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The fact of the matter is that we deferred them for 

the Hon. Member for St. Barbe North. We are not going to sit 

here and take 
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his barbs ,.nd his jives when we have done something at the request of 

the other side and we will honour any agreement at any time but they 

are now attempting to turn against us publicly, in a very partisan 

fashion. The fact of the matter, on this particular matter,is that 

the Member for St. Barbe North we have acceded to him, as we always do 

in a spirit of co-operation. He was out for approximately one-half of 

the time of the estimates and we are not going to have one of the 

members on the other side getting up here and trying to use these 

things for their own advantage.Now that is the situation, the same as 

the honourable Member for St. Barbe -

HR. W. N'.ROWE: Since my name has been brought into it, Sir, on a 

•mint of order. We should make it clear ~,hat is at issue here. 

Let us make sure t 11at we have the th:lng actually correct. 

During my remarks I alluded to the fact that the !leJlartment 

of Education was the most important denartment and that it should have 

been called the first or among the first of all, with all of the other 

important departments. The argument, the fact that the honoural,le 

Member for St. Barbe Nort}i might have been out for a week, the 

estimates went on for many weeks and the House Leader refused to call 

the department. So they cannot drag this red herring, Sir, through this 

and use a gentleman's agreement,in the mouth of the honourable !-'ember 

for Bonavista South, to use it as a piece of partisan political 

prooaganda, to try and undermine his gentleman's agreement which 

should have never been referred to anyway public, Si.r. It is a 

condemnation of the government opposite that th~y have used a gentleman's 

private agreement, made behind the Chair, Sir, to try and embarrass 

the Member for St. Barbe North. 

MR. SPEAKF,R (DUNPHY) : If I may rule on the points of order. I have 

heard so many points of order, I am dizzy. There is a point of 

order that was raised,whether or not the honourable gentleman for 

Bonavista South was misleading the House. It is the opinion of the 

Chair that he was stating a matter of fact or of opinion. Whatever 

the circumstances surrounding the absence of the honourable Member 

for St. Barbe South,that is relevant and he was stating a fact and 
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therefore in order. 

The honourable Member for Bonavista South, 

MR, J. MORGAN: Thank you, Mr. Sneaker. 

In continuing the point I was making that the honourable 

~ember for White" Bay South stood and condemned the government for 

not bringing Education before the House, yet his own colleague 

had requested the government to hold hack the estimates on 

education. So that is the kind of hypacrisy we have being listening 

to from the opposition all through the debate on the estimates. 

To snend twenty hours on one heading, the minister's salary. i.e, 

the Minister of Rural Develonment, another twenty hours on the salary 

of the Hinister of Finance, forty hours on two headings of estimates 

with all the millions of dollars ·that we discussed in the estimates 

is completely irresponsibility on the part of any onnosition, in 

any House of Commons or House of Assembly in this country. To spend 

forty hours in trying to casti.<>ate the individual character of a mem1.Jer 

of the House of Asset·bly that was the name of the game not to debate 

the spendings of government, not to find out the information they need 

for the neople of Newfoundland to know. 

Then they go out to the media and say, "Oh, the government 

are muzzling us. They will only allow seventy-five hours for debate, .. 

After the opposition using fortv hours of the same seventy-five 

on two headings of estimates, to listen to the hynocrisv of the 

honourable Member for White Bay South again, in condemning the 

Department of Pural Develonment and the Minister of Rural Development, 

when that same man was the very individual who was Minister of the 

Department of Community and Social Development, who brought in the 

experts from the Mainland, brought them in as the so-called planners,the 

great succe·ssors, the great visionaries of the planning world, brought 

them in to resettle, to destroy approximately 400 to 500 communities 

in Newfoundland. That same minister stood in this session and condemned 

the Minister of Rural Development because we were giving out loans 

and grants to rural Newfoundland. 
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There has not been one constructive positive word from the 

opposition all during the last two week or three weeks of debate. 

No individual in this province can tell me that there are not 

good things in this budget. Nobody can take this document and look 

it over and say "No, the Progressive Conservative Government of 

Newfoundland are not doing anything for the province.,. It might 

seen partisan coming from me as a backbencher on the government side 

hut the opposition must also he responsible. Surely they can point 

out the things that are being done by this that are good for 

Newfoundland and maybe elaborate more on them,what can he done to 

improve them. But no it is not that. They want to stand in the House 

and destroy, destroy and destroy, not only to destroy government 

policy hut destroy characters and to attempt to destroy individual 

members of the House of Assembly characterwise. 

opposition is irresponsible. 

That kind of 

Then to have the Hon. Leader of the Onnosition, unfortunatelv 

I have to refer "to Mm in the hudp;et debate, I may not p.et a chance 

to do it again, unfortunately he is not in the House today. Rut to 

have an individual who is poing out across the Province of Newfoundland 

trying to sway the individual voters in his direction, to become 

Prel'!ier of this nrovince, to have that same indtvidual hoth stand in 

the House of Assembly and out to the media,to all of the people of 

Newfoundland,advocating, for example, here is one of the statements: 

'Opposition Leader, Edward Roberts,urge government to reopen the 

contracts with teachers, with firemen, with hospital wor1'ers and others 

paid from the public chest.·· Mr. Roberts goes on to say, 'That if 

government do not reopen contracts right now, the Minister of 

Finance, the Honourable nr. Crosbie, will be faced with the most 

turbulent rides in his political career." That is a statement from 

a man who is going out trying to be the Premier of the province. That 

is on one day. 

The next day he stands in this House of Assembly and condemns 

the government for increasing taxes to bring in a revenue of $14 million 
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The third day he stands in the House of Assemhly and says, 

•·we want the services. We Want the new hospitals. We want roads 

paved. We want water and sewerage here and water and sewerage there.• 

He wants all of these things1 but they do not want to have anv increase 

in taxation.' They want to reopen all the contracts and give higher 

wages to all the people who are paid from the public chest but they 

do not want an increase in taxes. All we are doin11: is increasing one 

cent in the sales tax and four per cent in the inco~e tax. 

Hr. Speaker, the hypocrisy is tremendous. And as long as we 

have opposition in this Assembly of that nature, unfortunately the 

people of the province are going to suffer,because I am a firm believer 

in the two party system, a firm believer in that. I thin~ an opposition 

in the House of Assembly with maybe five or ten seats less than government, 

providing they are responsible and a sensible opposition, is good. It 

is good government. We have what? Nine members on the opposition side? 

And the only responsible opposition coming from the other side of the 

House of Assembly is not the official opposition. I said this before 

nublicly and I will say it now in the House of Assembly; the only 

responsible opposition is coming from the New Labrador Party, in the 

person of the honourable Member for Labrador South. It is the only 

responsible opposition. I think it is shameful and digusting on the 

nart of the official Liberal Onposition to carry on in this manner. 

I feel confident that as long as the Hon. Leader of the Opposition 

continues on in this manner the people of the province will not only 

reject him but the people in his own oarty are going to reject him. 

They are going to reject him this fall. Of course, it may be good 

news to some of his honourable colleagues on the other side of the House. It 

may be indeed welcoming news to the honourable Member for Bell Island, 

if his colleagues and in the House of Assembly and his friends in the 

Liberal Party are going to oust the present Leader. It may be also be 

good news to the honourable Member for Hermitage and maybe Mr. Jamieson, 

maybe Mr. Stirli~g and others,but that is not a point that I am going 

to be elaborating on in this debate. Personally I do not care too much 
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who becomes leader of the Liberal Party but I do care about the 

fact that we have not got responsible opposition to govern in the 

House of Assembly. I think every government should have a strong 

opposition to point out the flaws and the failures of government and 

to bring in some responsible, constructive viewpo1nts on government 

oolicy,but unfortunatelv we have not got that in this House of 

Assembly. 

So, ~1r. Speaker, the honourable }.{ember for Bell Island, the 

other night in speaking on this same debate,was mainly critical of 

government because of the fact that durini the past two years we 

have done nothing to establish industry and to create jobs. He had 

great praise, great praise for his former Leader and could be his 

next Leader 1n his party: I forgot to mention that honourable gentleman 

who is working behind the scenes. 

AN HON. M'EMBER: 

!IR. MORGAN: 

lnaudihle. 

So, Mr. Speaker, he failed to mention. Sure, we all 

have praise for the Hon. Mr. Smallwood in his work in bringing about 

Confederation,but to stand and to throw great praises on the man who 

had so many failures and a man who gave away the resources of this 

province in such a manner that it takes many heads and brains on this 

side of the 11:overnment, on th:ls side of the Honse of Assembly,at this 

time to try and p.et hack the resources that belong to Newfoundland and 

to Newfoundlanders. 

There is no mention of the fact of his failures, of the shoe 

factory and the glove factory and tie rubber factory, cement factory, 

a battery plant,the steel nlant and go on down the line, t~e light 

bulb factory, Bison Brewery, Sea ~ining over in the St.' George's Area, 

the birch plant. You could stand there for hours literally and go 

on with a list of the great industralized Newfoundland that the former 

Leader and the former government Leader was advocating for this province. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Inaudible. 

MR. MORGAN: What is the point of this government going out on the 

same kind of tangent, wild tangents without any previous planning and 
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feasibility studies, going out and grabbing the great promoters like 

John Doyle and others and bring:lng them in and saying: "Here, boy, here 

take this. I have a big concession in Labrador. Here are 10,000 

square miles of timber rights or mineral concessions. C:reate .1 ohs 

for us. It does not matter what we p:ive you. We will give you lots. 

It does not matter how much it costs the Newfoundland neonle in the 

long run." 

AN RON. }'E}'IBER : Inaudible. 

>.fR. MORGAN: 'All we want is development. Desnite the cost to 

Newfoundland and to Newfoundlanders,all we want is development. " 

That was the attitude, dr-velop or nerish,of the previous government. 

That is not the attitude of this government. It is not poing 

to be. If it were, here is one backbencher who should not be staneling 

un nraising this government, he shou!CI not be standing up condemning this 

government. I am not the kind of individual member who will stand in 

this House of Assembly - as I said time and time again before -

and hean praises on a government that does not deserve nraises. I 

have often criticized government where I felt criticism was justified 

and I will do it again. I might be labelled as a mavrick or an out

spoken member but I intend to do it again,but right now I have no 

reason but t _o heap praises on this government. I feel the government 

are doing a good job. lf I did not think so, I should not say so, 

Surely it would not take too much courage or stamina like 

the honourable Member for Hermitage, an intelli~ent-type individual 

who could also stand and reco{?1lize the fact that the government are 

doing -ood things for the nrovince,but he failed to do that. I wonder 

why? Anything good that the government are doing they want to destrov, 

tear it down. 

Mr. Speaker, it is not going to nrove anything bv making fools 

of themselves. If the honourable gentleman should want a debate in that direction, 

I shall debate him. ?rr, Speaker, the honourable gentleman has stood on 

every point brought before the House of Assembly, he has stood up and 

made a complete fool of himself,knowing or without knowing that his own 

6332 



May 16, 1974 Tape 1~55 (Afternoon) PK - 7 

leader, instead of him standing up and dehating the estimates,which· 

he has not done, The Hon. Leader of the Onposition has said very 

little during the estimates of this House of Assemhlv, 1n this 

session, very little has he said The reason why is because the 

Hon. Leader of the Opposition is nusbin~ forward the honourahle 

Member for Bell Island to stand un, He stood up on every estimate, 

on every headinp. and he knPW in many cases he was not knowledgeable 

enough,none whatsoever,regarding what he was talking ahout,hut he 

ramhled on and on and on. He attempted every way possible to grab 

headlines. The headlines that went out to me, 1 am sure the Hon. 

Leader of the Opposition was quite happy about :It 'because what it 

:aeant,Mr. Speaker, was the fact that here is a man who is dreaming , 

dreaming in his own way that one of these days he is going to become 

Leader of the Liberal Party. He is dreaming that and as long as he 

keeps on dreaming that,the Hon. Leader of the Opposition fs going to, 

the honourable Member for White Bay North is going to nermit the 

honourable Member for Bell Island to go ahead in the House of Assembly, 

speak on anything he want:$, speak on evervthing that comes forward, 

'
1 I will not say anvthing. You go ahead and do it, make a complete fool 

of yourself." Then he will be quite «ware and have confidence that 

the honourable ~ember for Bell Island is in no way r,oing to hecome 

Leader of the Liberal Partv. 

AN HON. MEMBER : Inaudible. 

]-IF. MORr.AN : So the honourable Member for Bell Island,without knowing 

it, maybe without knowinp.; it, I think it is without knowin!( it,he is 

really a tool of the Liheral Party. He is being used as a tool for 

the Liberal Party. 

MR. R. SIM-IONS: Mr. Speaker, on anoint of order. I have heard the 

honoura~le Member for Bonavista South for some time. Even allowing 

for the extra latitude in the Budget debate,I believe he is tak~ng 

liberities that he ought not to be allowed to take. I would appeal 

to you to ask him to be more relevant to the matter of the budget 

under debate. 
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:MR. NEARY: No wonder the House Leader says he can make a fool 

of himself if he wish. 

MR. SPEAKER: The rule of relevancy of course is a difficult one 

to making a ruling on. I must admit that I do not think the 

Honourable Member for Bonavista South is being as relevant as he 

should be to the Budget debate. 

MR. MORGAN: Well, Mr. Speaker, thank you for your ruling, 

but the point I am getting at is a point that and the fact is 

during the estimates, the debate of the estimates of this budget,that 

the most we have heard from is from one individual member of the 

House of Assembly,that individual being the honourable Member for 

Bell Island. 

MR. S Il!I-IONS : On a Point of order, Mr. Speaker. As I understood 

Your Honour has just ruled on the matter of relevancy and asked the 

Member for Bonavista South to be more relevant,and he is now persisting 

along the same lines as he was prior to your ruling. I would suggest 

you ask him to be more relevant and more respectful of the Chair. 

MR. MORGAN: On that point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. NEARY: On that point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: The honourable Member for Bonavista South. 

MR. MORGAN: On that point of order. The point I am making is 

that I am discussing what was said during the debate on the estimates 

and the estimates are directly relevant to the budget itself. I am 

discussing the points brought forward by individual members on the 

estimates of the budget. 

MR. SPEAKER : The honourable Member for Bell Island. 

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, to that point of order, Sir. In the absence 

of the Premier,! wonder if the Government House Leader could discipline 

members, such as the Member for Bonavista South, Sir? 

MR. EVANS: I 'WOuld throw him through the ninth story window and 

that would be -

MR. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker, the honourable Member for Bell Island, why 

did he stand and make such a stupid remark? Is he making a point of 
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order? Or is he accustomed to doing this? 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

Let me repeat what I just previously said a few minutes ago 

with regards to the rule of relevancy of which I am sure the honourable 

Hember for Bonavista is well aware. 

1-!R. MORGAN: Thank you, ~1r. Spea!<er. Thank you. 

"r. Speaker, if an honourahle member of the House of Assembly 

were only going to be in this House because he wants to be there for his 

o,m benefit,he should not be here. If he were not going to stand ~nd 

speak sincerely for his constituents or speak sincerely for the people 

of the province,let him not be in this House of Assembly-that includes 

the honourable }lpmber for White Bay South. 

~N HON. ~BER: Inaudible. 

:_~~_RQAN: 'fr. Sneaker, if I be allowed to be heard in silence, I 

shall continue. There is no point in elaboratinP- on this tremendous 

rlocument. There is no point because this would be,to scrutini~e this 

document and scrutinize the estimates,should have been and would have 

been if they acted responsibly the resnonsibil1ty of the opnosition

but they did not do that. 

So this vear for the first time of the history of ~1ewfoundland 

we are spending all these millions of dollars in different departmePts 

and because we have not a responsible opposition, we di.d not havP 

responsible debate on the various government departments. Because 

irrespective of what the opposition said and how they attempted to 

destroy the p:overnment programmes and p,overnment pol i cv, there i.s one 

point that was never mentioned, I do not think it was mentioned by any member in the 

House of Assemblv, I do not think even the Hon. Minister of Finance 

mentioned it. Just by reading over the budJ?;et he might have mentioned it 

and it went unnoticed that last year,in 1973, the financial year 1973, 
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t'his government, the Progressive Conservative Government, was given 

the authority to borrow $209 million. That was the original approval 

and the original estimates for government to go out last year and borrow 

$209 million. Instead they only borrowed $157 million. Now can you 

imagine, Mr. Speaker, the previous government, the spendthrift govern

ment, the wasteful,spending government, can you imagine them, let alone 

asking permission to borrow, but after getting permission to borrow 

$200 million and only borrowing $150 million, that would have never 

happened. 

That is a prime example to me as a backbencher, a prime ex2mple 

that this government is a government that is controlling and managing 

the finances of this Province in a proper way. As long as we have a 

government that is managing the finances of this Province - we all know, 

the public of Newfoundland know that we are managing our resources 

properly. We are managing our forestry properly. We are developing 

and managing our fishery;provided we get the co-operation from the 

federal boys in Ottawa,which is highly unlikely. 

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: Inaudible. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

MR. MORGAN: "There are no roads being done •11 Mr. Speaker, I have no 

hesitation in standing here today and stating that this year in Bonavista 

South that there will be more road work done this year in Bonavista 

South,in my district,than was done in any five years combined. 

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: Inaudible. 

MR. MORGAN: More money, Mr. Speaker, spent on roads than any five 

years prior. That is an example that there is no services, there is 

no money from government·? There is going to be a new hospital built in 

Bonavista, irrespective of the criticisms made by the opposition and 

"The people do not want the hospital down there" and all of this. There 

is going to be a thirty-five bed hospital and the plan of the previous 

government, Mr. Speaker, was to build a clinic,"Close out the cottage 

hospital, we will give you a clinic." That was the plan of the Department 

of Health when the present Leader of the Opposition was minister. 
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That was the official plan of government. It is on the record 

downstairs in the Department of Health, It is there for anybody to see, 

It was the offical plan of the Liberal Government who sold out the 

Bonavista Peninsula, sold out completely. "We are going to close down 

your cottage hospital and give you a clinic." Well, this government is 

going to give them a hospital. They deserve a hospital, They are going 

to get it this year. 

That is the kind of services this government is putting out. 

Forest access roads, a substantial programme last year in my district. 

This year it will even be more than last year on the construction of 

forest access roads. That is the kind of thing this government is doing 

in my district, not only in my district but in the Green Bay district 

and Trinity North and all the rural districts, Trinity South. That is 

the kind of programme and services this government is putting out. 

No, the opposition members do not want to recognize it. they 

fail to recognize it because they refuse to recognize it. As long as 

that attitude continues and as long as they want to tear down like they 

tried - It really hurt me here during the debate on the estimates as I 

sat here behind a minister who is sincere in doing his work and I sat here 

and watched, he is a fairly new member of government the same as myself, 

elected in the last election, who is sincere in doing his work , who works 

hard in his department, travels the Province extensively.trying to help 

rural Newfoundlanders and I saw the honourable member for Bell Island 

and I would have overlooked the honourable member for Bell Island if I 

thought maybe he respected him,but I saw the honourable member from Hermitage 

and the honourable member from White Bay South and then his colleague. 

the Leader of the Opposition also stand up and try to tear apart the 

character of that man, trying to create a conflict of interest which was 

not really there. It was not there. It was proven it was not there. 

MR. SIMMONS: Mr . Speaker, on a point of order. The member for Bonavista 

South can voice his opinion on any subject he wants to and I am prepared to 

sit here and listen to him or turn him off but when he begins assigning 

motives to why I question some matters going on in the Department of Rural 
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Development, well that is quite another matter on which I would like to 

have something to say. At no time, Mr. Speaker, did I attempt to cast 

any aspersions on the minister personally? If he cannot take the heat 

he can get out of the kitchen. On the point of order, I would ask you 

to have the Member for Bonavista South retract that statement in which 

he assigns motives to members on this side. 

MR. MJRGAN: Mr. Speaker, to that point of order -

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: Inaudible. , 

MR. MORGAN: Will he sit down when somebody else is talking. It is 

about time he learned the rules of the House. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

MR. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker, to that point of order. It is in my opinion, 

I said, and I will say it again, it is in my opinion that the honourable 

members I mentioned on the opposite side of the House of Assembly did try 

to castigate the character of the Minister of Rural Development and also 

tried'to create a conflict of interest which really was not there. 

MR. NEARY: On a point of order, Sir. I submit, Your Honour, and I 

second the point of order my colleague made here, Sir, because I was one 

of the members who were named,that we proved beyond any shadow of a doubt 

that the minister was in conflict of interest. Sir, there were no 

ulterior motives. We had the proof. We had the evidence. We stated the 

facts. 

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

MR. NEARY: Can I speak to the point of order, Sir? 

MR. SPEAKER: The honourable member for Bell Island is debating the 

point of order. 

MR. NEARY: If the member were questioning our motive, Sir, our motive was 

to expose the situation to the people of Newfoundland,and we did our duty 

as members of the House. 

MR. SPEAKER: The point of order raised QY the honourable member for 

Hermitage,in the opinion of the Chair,is really a difference of opinion 

between two honourable members. 

MR. KJR.GAN: That ruling shot down the opposition side. 

Learn the rules of the House. 
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MR. SIMMONS: To that point of order and perhaps a matter of clarification 

too: Do I understand that it is okay for members to assign motives to 

other members of the House? Is that fair ball now? 

MR. MARSHALL: Mr.. Speaker, this is a serious point of order. Your 

Honour has made a ruling and the honourable member for Hermitage should 

understand that when you make a ruling from the Chair he has a recourse 

to appeal it but we cannot tolerate in this House debating, continual 

debating of Your Honour's rulings or asking questions with respect to 

them. 

MR. SPEAKER: I am sure th~t the honourable member for Hermitage is a~are 

that there is a procedure to follow if he were not satisfied with a ruling 

that is made by the Chair- I certainly do not intend to let any member 

on any side of the honourable House debate a ruling that the Chair has made. 

MR. SIMMONS: In view of my strong feelings on this,one because I did 

hear the member for Bonavista South assign motives to us, in view of that 

I would like to appeal your ruling, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: Call in the members. The motion is that the Speaker's 

ruling be sustained. Those in favour "aye", those against "nay". 

MR. SPEAKER: In my opinion the "ayes" have it. 

MR. MORGAN: To get back to the same topic where I was so rudely interrupted 

by the opposition, it is that the opposition chose to do this without choosing 

to debate - they chose to cast the inference on the member from Trinity 

South, the honourable Minister of Rural Development. They chose to take 

twenty hours of debate in this Assembly to try to cast the inference to 

the public of Newfoundland that this man here is in a conflict of interest. 

"He is only there for one reason - to build up his contract business, his 

construction business." I sat here and I reall,y cringed to listen to 

responsible individuals in government, so-called responsible individuals, 

to listen to that kind of trash when they could have spent the same twenty 

hours. Sure they want to condemn the programme. They did. We on this side 
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defended the programme. They chose to take at least twenty hours of 

the estimates of the budget in this Assembly this year to try to destroy 

the character of this man. 

MR. SIMMONS: I quite agree.as does the member for Bonavista South, 

with the member when he states that we said we felt it was perhaps the 

prime purpose of the Minister of Rural Development,and you heard the 

rest of the statements from the met11ber for Bonavista South but I object 

and I would like to have a ruling on this. I object again to his saying 

that we were trying to destroy the character of the minister. That was 

not my motive. He is assigning motives which were not mine and I ask 

you to have him retract that statement. 

MR. W. ROWE: On that point of order, Sir. I must say, Sir, I did not 

get up the first time,although my name was used by the honourable member 

in his speech,but this time he has done it again. I must protest as well, 

by using the point of order to say, Sir, that the honourable member is 

not allowed to do two things. (1) He is not allowed to assign motives 

to members for what they do, ulterior motives. (2) As Beauchesne shows, 

he cannot impugn our honour as members of this House, 

Now, if he says, as he has said,that we have tried to show that 

the minister was in a conflict of interest situation. That is a statement 

of opinion and fact by him. That is okay but when he says that we tried 

to destroy the character of this man or destroyed his character, Sir, that 

is assigning ulterior motives to members of this House. 

Surely that cannot go undisciplined by Your Honour. Otherwise 

Your Honour knows what the House of Assembly is going :to become. 

MR. HORGAN: To that point of order, Mr. Speaker. The point I am 

making and I will make it again in this point of order is that the 

opposition, by doing what they were doing, by casting the inference of 

conflict of interest, they were,indirectly or directly, I would say 

indirectly destroying the character of an individual. 

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: He did not say that. 

MR. K>RGAN: That is what I said prior. So why all of the points of 

order? 

MR. NEARY: Sir, we were merely doing our duty as members of this 
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honourable House, exposing evidence to the public. Sir, we brought 

documented evidence into this House, Sir, exposed it to the people of 

Newfoundland?that gave all the appearance of conflict of interest. 

That was our right and our duty to do that, Sir. We had no choice. If 

we did not, Sir, we should not be members of this honourable House. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! Order, please! The honourable member 

for Bell Island is again attempting to debate a point of order and did 

not state what his objections to the point of order were. In the first 

instance I ruled that the honourable member for Bonavista South, that 

it was a matter of opinion between two honourable members,although as he 

continued his speech I feel that he was on the verge of inferring that 

members of the opposition were deliberately trying to destroy the character 

of the honourable member~and I would caution him. 

MR. MORGAN: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. If I did say deliberately trying to 

destroy the character,! withdraw that but I will say they were attempting 

to destroy the character. In my opinion they were doing that. They spent 

twenty hours in doing it and wasting the time of this honourable House. 

Now getting back to irresponsible opposition, because if you want 

to tie indirectly to the good things in this budget and the bad things, 

there could be some bad things. 

MR. NEARY: Is his time up yet,Your Honour? How many more minutes does 

he have? 

MR. SPEAKER: Five minutes. 

MR. NEARY: Five minutes more. Very good, Sir. 

MR. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker, if we are going to have responsible -

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: Inaudible. 

MR. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker, am I going to be heard in silence? 

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

MR. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker, we have had more interruptions in this · 

Assembly this year by irresponsible characters who do not even stand on 

their feet when they want to speak. So I would request right now to at 

least be heard in silence. 
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MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

MR. MORGAN: I have not stood one-quarter of the time, Mr. Speaker, 

in this House that the honourable member for Bell Island has. I 

venture that I have said more in five minutes that he has said in 

twenty hours. At least I do not say the same thing over and over and 

over again. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

MR. MORGAN: It seems to be hitting a sore point, Mr. Speaker, on the 

other side of the House.because I believe in calling a spade a spade. 

I heard the member from Labrador North speak on the budget and some 

estimates and I said to myself,individually, "Here is a man who is 

sincerely concerned for Labrador,'' But yesterday evening when that same 

individual stood to speak iri the budget debate, he stood in the House 

of Assembly and advocated anarchy in Labrador. He did so. He did so 

without any hesitation. He stood in the House of Assembly and advocated 

anarchy in Labrador. Yet that same honourable gentleman was with the 

previous Liberal administration as Minister for Labrador Affairs. 

His colleague, the honourable member for Fogo,was also a minister of 

that Liberal administration for the same responsibility, Labrador 

Affairs,and he stands in the House of Assembly and advocates anarchy, 

nothing short of that. 

So that is another example of irresponsibility from opposition 

spokesmen. The only honourable gentlemen in the opposition who when 

they say anything they mean what they say and they say something that 

really means something are the honourable gentleman from Twillingate and 

the honourable gentleman from Fogo, these two individuals. 

I repeat,the only responsible opposition we have had in this 

session to government is the New Labrador Party. I think it is regretful 

because if this situation were allowed to continue, Mr. Speaker, 

we shall have a situation in the next year where government will have 

absolute control,and government should never have absolute control, 

should always be a strong two-party system. 
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MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! I would like to interrupt the honourable 

member. Except by leave, his forty-five minutes have expired. 

The honourable member for Hermitage. 

MR. SIMMONS: Mr. Speaker, I would certainly like to have a few 

things to say on this budget speech debate. 

Mr. Speaker, I too, with my colleague from White Bay South, 

certainly would first of all like to record my deep regret that we 

never heard at all from a number of important departments. We have 

heard various reasons to why this was not done. We have heard about 

how the opposition has wasted time and that kind of thing. Someone 

has suggested, I believe the member for Bonavista South, that seventy-five 

hours was adequate. I understand, indeed once since Confederation, 

once in twenty-five years or so, has there been a need for more than 

seventy-five hours or have more than seventy-five hours been used. 

Well, of course, that is for a couple of reasons. One of the 

reasons being that except in 1971 when a number of the Liberal members 

crossed the floor to join the opposition, except in that year there was 

never much of an effective opposition from Confederation period of 1949 

until 1970 anyway. So I am not surprised that it did take very long 

because there was nobody there to put the questions. In the absence of 

questions.we did not have the kind of thing in 1949 and 1950 and 1952 

and up to 1960 and 1970, we did not have the kind of spectacle from 

the ministers of the Crown that we have had in the last few days. 

The game plan, Mr. Speaker, changes considerably once the govern

ment members know there is a time limit. Now, Mr. Speaker, without a 

time limit the Cabinet ministers have to be concerned about getting 

their estimates through the House as quickly as possible. They keep 

their backbenchers from standing up and they go to them in the corridors 

and say, "Now, do not get up and speak," or "Shut up," or "Be short because 

we want to get this thinii: over with." · 

MR. EVANS: The honourable member is dreaming,as usual. 

MR. SIMMONS: Mr. Speaker, I am making a lot more sense dreaming 

than the member for Burgeo makes when he is wide awake. 

Mr. Speaker, with the imposed time limit, with the gag rule that 
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the inember for St. John's East sponsored and ran through this House, 

with that gag rule, the game plan, l was saying, it is quite d_-ifferent. 

Without the gag rule, without the time limit, the seventy-five hours 

or whatever number of hours, without that time limit the gaine plan is 

quite different. 

The mlniste.mof the Crown get after their backbenchers, get 

after each other 
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to Q'.Ct on uicli it, to scon !'la\·in,; lorw sneeches so we can <>et this 

thinr. throu~h the House. The til'1e used up hv the !'Overnment side of 

the !louse in that situation is mini.mal. You do not have the situation, 

·1r. Speaker . I cha1leni,:e anybody on che government side co go back 

chrour.h l'ansard and p.;o bc:ck through the records of the House cluring the 

past twenty-five years ancl see if you have anywhere the spectacle cha t 

we saw when the ''inister of Transportation would cake an hour and fifteen 

minu t e,s co ans,,er one question. If you want to know whv we have eaten 

up the seventy-five hours and have not rone throurh all the der,arcments. 

there is one reason . 

AN 110N. 'fE"'lllEP.: Inaudible . 

'IF . S t'r-<ONS: --- -- - --- ~Ir. Speaker, I tined tJim one day in answering a question frm~ 

one of T"V collear.ues, in answer to ch;,t one question lte ~oc ur, and for 

one hour and fifteen l'linnces he rambled on and as far as I am concerned 

he has not answered the ouest:ion vet. The Hinister of Finance, twentv 

hours his estimates were in committee. T would sug!.'esc, 'Ir. Speaker, that 

of those twenty hours the '!iniscer of Finance talkecl between ten and twelve 

of those hours. 

I\ I 1111N. '!F.M'BEP: Inaudible. 

MR. SI'NONS: I will check Hansard. Let him check Hansard. - ------
AN HON. "!E:1BER: I did. - --------

not roe the faces straight. 

"r. Speaker, t put it to vou that if there had not been a time limit, 

the Minister of Finance would never have spent ten hours clowningaround as 

only he can do. Ten hours he stood there. off anrl on, I do not mean 

ten hours in one stretch, but half an hour now, three ~uarters of an hour 

the next time; he would not have done that had there not been a time limit . 

I am aware we could have used, Mr. Speaker, the seventy-five hours much 

more pofitably. I am aware that had there not been a time limit we probably 

would not have needed any more than seventy-five or ei~hty hours to do 

the estimates,for the reasons I have just given you, that the ministers 

would not have made prolonged speeches, filibuster speeches to avoid 

as many questions on this side as possible. The backbenchers would not have 

been up giving filibuster speeches for the same kind of reason. We would have been 
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able to ask the questions on this.side that we ought to ask about 

education, about fisheries, about forestries. 

T have heard the exulanations from my colleap.ue, the member 

for St. Rarbe North,and my friend the Minister of Education, about 

whv the education estimates were delayed. Two points, Mr. Sneaker, 

on that~ First of all that exulanation,as my colleague has so well said, 

eXPlains why the estimates were not called in the first week or so but 

it does not at all explain why they were not called at all during the 

entire seventy-five hours. 

Also, ~r. Speaker, if it exnlains in some fashion why education 

was not called early in the game, where is the explanation for not 

callinp. Health, the second larp.est item of expenditure in the whole 

budp,et? Where is the exulanation for not callinp. forestry, for not 

callinp. Fisheries? There is no explanation,and yet there is. My 

colleap.ue, the member for White Ilay South, gave the explanation. The 

exnlanation is that these departments were never intended to ~e called; 

the word had gone out to the Minister of Finance and to the ~inister of 

Transportation, kill all the time you can in co11D11ittee so these heads 

never come before the co11111ittee. There is the explanation. 

~r. Speaker, I again want to record my complete dis~ust and my 

dissatisfaction with the answers we did not get from the Minister of 

Transportation. Here we are towards the end of }iay, we still do not know 

what is to be done,unless we listen to announcements from the member 

for St. Georges who seems to know what is to be done. The member for 

St. Barbe South seems to know what is to be done in his district. The 

member for Bonavista South, he indicated a couple of weeks ago he knew 

what was going on in his district and yet the minister tells us he does not 

know. I say he does know, Mr. Speaker, and I say he abused his function here 

in committee when he did not tell the House and tell the committee what the 

road programme is for this particular year and I once again call upon 

him,to carry out his responsibilities as minister properly by first of all 

letting the public know w~at is to be done in this particular calendar year 

ahead of us-not ahead of us anymore, it is · upon us. The construction season 

is a.bout to begin and here we are not knowing how all these millions of 
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dollars are goinj!. to be spent. 

It is particularly regrettable that we have not had an opportunity 

to discuss the education estimates. Not only because of my background 

in education but also as a concerned citizen with respect to the 

kind of education svstems we have in the province, I dearly wanted to 

hear somethinp about the expenditures in educatjon. I had a number of 

auesti.ons T wanted to ask and I know my colleav.ue. the opoosition spokesman 

on education.had a number of questions, The memher for St. Barbe North, 

I have no douht that he will he addressjng hfmself to a number of the subjects 

as thev affect the education estimates . But there are just a counle of 

thin!!S I wanted to say on the subject. 

have been watching with some interest.as an educator, watching 

with some interest this vovernment's action insofar as capital funds for 

education are concerned. I fully expected as one, with my previous capacity 

as an admtnistrator in education, a superintendent and havinf" to be 

concerned about where funds ought to be placed for school construction, 

limited funds at that, and also in my earlier capacity as editor of a 

teacher magazine,! had given a voice to the need for increased funds 

on a number of occasions over the past six or ei.p,ht years. I heard the 

nontifications and the expressions on the part of the P.C. members who were 

then in opposition about what they would do if they were. 1n r-overnment. 

So I looked forward, I must admit privately, notwithstanding the 

flar I fly as a nartisan -

MR. SI'-1'-lnNS: ~r. Speaker, I look forward to somethinf better, some more 

money when the P .C. 's came to 1>ower. Hith the interjection of the member 

for Green Bay,I should take the opportunity to correct a very false 

~taternent which he ~ade in this House some time arc- Inaddressing himself 

after a petition had been presented by my colleague, the member for White 

ijav South,in reference to facilities for Westport, the member for 

Green Bay got up and unabashedly informed the House that the policy of the 

Green Bay School Roard had been to concentrate on the larger areas in the -

"!R. PECKFORD: Point of order, ~r. Speaker. 

"'!R. SPEAKER: Order please: 
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MR. PECKFORD: Point of order, Mr. Speaker, I do not know what this has 

to do with the budget, what the honourable member for Hermitage is 

now bringing up. So I submit, Sir, that it is entirely irrelevant to 

the present debate that is under discussion in the honourable House. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please: I think the point raised by the honourable 

member for Green Bay is well taken. It is not relevant to the budget 

debate. itself. 

NR. SIJ-1MONS: '1r. Speaker, I was not at all discussinf· this. Had I been 

allowed to pursue my point I think, Mr. Speaker, you would have seen 

that it is quite relevant. I was leading into the matter of expenditures, 

capital expenditures of one board in this province, one I know very 

well, the Green Bay Integrated School Board. I was going to correct a 

bit of information because if I just made my statement on the subject it 

would appear immediately in conflict with the statement the member had 

made. So I was doing him a kindness by showing that indeed our statements 

are at variance. They are at variance. His statement was that only the 

large communities in the district were being looked after, I wonder, 

Mr. Speaker -

MR. PECKFORD: On a point of order, lt is obvious I tried to let the 

honourable member for Hermitage go on for some time co find out whether 

it really is relevant to the budget debate but there is no question 

in my mind, Mr. Speaker. What the honourable member for Hermitage is 

trying to do now is to counteract statements that I made a lot earlier, 

lf he wanted to correct my statements he had ample opportunity before 

now to do so. 

~ffi. SI~f()NS: To that point of order, Mr. Speaker, it is obvious to me that 

the member does not want the truth to come out,so I shall withdraw the 

point. May I continue? 

MR. SPEAKER: The ooint raised by the honourable member for Green Bay and 

as I just mentioned a few minutes ago, ·comments made referring to a petition 

that was presented in this honourable House some days or weeks ago and any 

points raised therein bv members is not really relevant,in the Chair's 

opinion, in this particular one at least, to the budget debate. The honourable 
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member for Hermitage mav continue. 

"IR. ST'f'.ln:,:s: ' ·'r. Speaker, jn the District of r.reen Bay, one that I 

know extremely well; the e:ii:penditures over the vast year in education 

have had to be limited, che capital e.xpenditures, because of the limited 

amounts coming from governments. These expenditures were spent, 

'!r. Speaker, in a number of small communities. The Commun! ty of 

'•:ippers Harbour cannot be considerecl. a very large ccml'lunity. ,\ ne1o 

school was put there. The Community of South Break, a new school 

was rn11: t}1ere. The Communicies of Jleaumont and Lon;, lsland, a new 

school was put there. The Community of lioodscocl:, a new school was out 

chere. The Ccmmuni ty of Seal Cove, a new school was µut ct ere. The 

r.ommunity of Pilleys Island, a new sc;hool was put i:here. 

' ' r. <;peaker, in those seve" insi:ances, 1 1,ave just cited 

seven examnles where schools of four rooms or fewer, four roor.s or 

two room,; were nut in s!'lall co1T1!'1unicies. I wanted to er.tcr chat into 

the record because it goes to "1how what a hounl can <lo w1 th limi tecl 

funds, nntwithstandinP the false scacements to ch~ concrarv that have 

hePn !'lade hy the membe·r for r.reen Ray on the subjecc. 

''r. Speaker, that hoard and all of the other thirty-five boards 

in this province coulJ have done a lot more had thev had the money. 

To makP ,ry O(lint, ''r. Sneaker, I quote froro a recenc edition of liansard, 

tr,e verbatim reonrt of this House, when an honourahle member of Lhis 

House said che followinp:, all of whicli, or some of which 1 will let yoll 

know what I endorse and what l <io not after,hut a quote that is very 

pertinent to the subject under discussion, the need for additional 

capital expenditure. 

He said this, "•Ir. Speaker, there is a very good article 

carried in so and so edition o[ a certain ouhlication and it deals 

with the problem that has been set forth by the Integrated Education 

Col'lmittee and the demands of that committee for further and more 

fund,; by way of capital vote." 

Then the member f!Oes on to say, a member of this House, the article 
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goes on to say, 'fr. Speaker, ''There can be no denying that provincial 

spending on education has shot dramatically upward in the last 

two decades, from $4 million in 1949. " I know the Minister 

of Justice will be interested to hear this because he was himself 

the chairman of the school board and he and I in days gone by talked 

a lot about the need for increased expenditures in education. 

~uoting from the member's speech recently in the House of 

Assembly he said, and he indeed was quoting from an article in a 

publication, he said, "From $4 million in 1949 co one hundred 1md 

scmething in the present year, Comparisons between the expenditure 

in the pre-confederation period and the present can be most 

deceiving,'' he said, "and may well precipitate a complacency about 

the matter." Then he p:oes on and on,on the subject of the need 

for more funds in education. He goes on to quote the article from 

the publication. 

At one point he says, quoting from the publication, ''The real 

e)e opener comes when we compare Newfoundland's allocation for capital 

expenditures in education with those in other provinces. Here is 

an example." Then he goes on to give an example of what the 

Newfoundland Government is spending collll)ared to what governments in 

other parts of the country are spending. 

He says again, "The argument" and again, he says, · I quote 

from the publication, "the argument that we must first develop 

industry, build more roads, provide more municipal services, 

is frequently advanced to justify the pittance which has 

been budgeted for school construction. Those who pursue that 

line of reasoning forget one basic and crucially important 

factor, they forget or they choose to ignore the fact that 

t _he boy of thirteen, in s0111e )113.keshift classroom or over

crowded basement, cannot wait five years for Newfoundland 

to develop industrially. He cannot have his maturation stand 

still. His time is now, five years hence he may not be too 
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tolerant when told, 'I am sorry, we had to choose 

he tween you and roads and we chose roads.•·" 

The member goes on, ''If he is robbed of a high school 

education, of a well adjusted, happy adult life, he 

may not understand it when we tell him that the Dresent 

tight money situation was to blame. factors of human 

need, ' the member said, '"not those of political 

expedience must dictate our decision to allocate 

provincial revenue. 

NM - 7 

Here is the point I want to !'lake, Mr. Speaker, which a member 

of this House said in this House in the past, this is the point 

rirht here; the case for an immediat~ quadruplinp of the 

provincial allocation for capital educational exnenditures is 

watertight. "To hold the bud?,eted amount at the present several 

millions of dollars would be criminal and irresponsible. We make 

an apoeal to the orovincial lep.islators not to sell the youth of 

Newfoundland short.'' He is still quoting from the article in the 

mapazf.ne. 

Then he went on to sav, quoting the article again, "It often 

takes more political courage to do that which deserves your re

election than that which RUarantees your re-election. " Then he 

said, anr' to that, '-'r, Speaker, I say Amen! Amen! and Amen! 'J:hen 

he went on to say, ''That is precisely what we are doing in the vote 

in this year's estimates, we are selling the youth of Newfoundland 

short. We are not quadruplinp. the grant.·· Then he goes on to 

make a case of how the grant should be quadrupled. 

•fr. Speaker, I deliberately did not sav who the member was. 

The member of course is the present Minister of Justice. 

AN HON. MEMBER: That is a good speech. 

'1R. SIMMONS: It is a good speech. I will tell you why it is a good 

speech. It is a p,ood speech because it appeared in the"Educators• 

Gazette"and I wrote it for him, word for word. 

AN HON. ME~ER: Inaudible. 
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MR. SIMMONS: He should at that. He should, Mr. Speaker, and let us 

hope that he has more success getting capital funds for education 

than the present Minister of Education and let us hope that he has 

the same gumption and the same conviction about the need for 

funds for capital purposes in education that he had four years 

ago when he made that speech, Mr. Chairman. 

Ml. HICKMAN: Inaudible. 

~- gJ'M',10NS: I see. Well that is why; Mr. Speaker, the Minister 

of Justice and I understand each other very well and that is one of 

the reasons I am here, fir, because the Minister of Justice was not 

successful in ~etting this point across either,from the opposition,and 

obviouslv he is not very successful gettin~ it across now that he is 

in government. So I have come here and one of the reasons I have come 

is to see if I cannot get this point across, that there is a need out 

there~all over this province, for a lot more money for capital expenditure. 

I wrote that article four years a~o. The minister has just 

acknowledged it, got up and read the article, not only read it but then 

endorsed its content and said, Mr. Speaker, that we ought to quadruple. 

Now what did quadruple mean at that time? At that time in 1970 the 

~overnment was spending $4 million for new schools. He said and I said 

in those days it should be $16 million. 

'MR. ~- ROWF.: In those days? 

MR. SIMMONS: In those days in 1970. I still say it should be $16 million 

or oerhaps $20 but certainly $16 million. What is it today? Well 

it depends on whose figures you listen to. In the context I am talking 

about, today it is $10 million. Now we will be told by the minister 

it is really $12 million, it is really $25 million and so on. I am talking 

about provincial funds. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Ten. 

MR. SI:!MlNS: It is $10 million. He will say $12 million because he has 

a $2 million one-shot deal there to make up. Will he acknowledge that 

it will be $2 million year after year, is that what he is indicating? 

!-IR. OTTENHEIMER: (Inaudible) It is $12 million provincial funds. 

MR. SIMK>NS: Mr. Speaker, we all know, both from the announcement that 
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the minister made to the Federation of School Boards back last October 

and from his explanations in the House earlier in the ,session that 

the $25 million is made up of $13 million for the OREE schools, 

Sl.3 million, some odd thousand; $2 million to rectify a situation which 

has occurred over the years because the Catholic people have 

f(Otten more r,er caoita frcm DREF: than the intepracec. schools, 'fhat 

$2 million is goinp to rectify that particular situation. Then there 

is $10 million in addition to that to be spread, as per the BNA Act, 

among the denominations,on a per capita basis -$10 million, ~r. Speaker. 

Here we are, the man who was in opposition, who stood here and 

cold us in 1970 it should be $16 million, Not only did he tell you, 

~Ir, Speaker, bur. I wane to acknowlede;e that I said so too in 1970; I say 

so toda) that it should be $16 rdllion or $20 million. Now that these 

fellows are in ~overnment, 'lr. Speaker, the tune is different, quite 

different; $1() million is suddenly a lot of money to spend on construction 

around thl' countrv. 

'-!r. Speaker, 1 nut it to you that. the $4 million in 1970 which was 

increased to 0. R million by cl,c Liberal Government in l 'l7(), which has 

been increaser1 this year to $ VJ million by the rrorressive Conservative 

r.ov..:rnment, I put it to you that the increase from t4 mill ion to $10 million 

in chose Four years has scarcely clone more than to tl'.ke care of the 

inflationary costs nf sc.ho,il c0ns truct ion,and I p.i ve you au example. T.n 

March 1972 'clu: per c.apiLa .:0sr. o f f.ramc c.on~cructLon, w0od construction 

if you lH:e, fur ,;c:1,H)ls ,ms ;ohnut $,17 to q9,<1epericlinp. on whir.h rare of 

the province you b\·il t those schools in, That was the going rate, about 

$17 to Sl9. If you called a tender on a job and three or four tenders came 

in, inevitahly the low tender would come in zt around $17 to $19 a square 

foct for school construction in lG72. 

T,•o years later and some l'!nnths, in Hay l97J, that figure is not 

Sl7 to ~19 hut S37 to S38, it has douhled, 

AN t<C1N. '-lf:'-IBEll: 1975? 

!·IP .• 1I'"~lS;_ No, I sav today.in '-fay 1<174, c:h•~ fr:1me construction, wood 

construction, is running about $36 !'.'iJ,li.nn to $38 million. It has doubled 

in two years. ~as c!ie provincial hud~et for school construction doubled? 
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:~o, it has gone from SE million to $10 million, not enough to take 

up t:he slack Mr. Speaker. The $ 4 million is 
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not even enough to nick un the slack from last vear. Yet 'I-Te are 

sunnose to believe that this budpet and particularlv the education 

r,art of 1t is the hest thinp, that ever happened to Newfoundland. 

I sav, ~r. Speaker, and more ill'portant.the people of \fewfound]and 

are sayinq that it is fast aoproachinR one of the bir,p,est disasters 

we have had in terms of a budget. Tn a year when there is a real 

scare al-out inflation, in a vear when housinv. costs are skyrocketinp,, 

for a Minister of Fi nance to come in with the tax increa,aes that 

we have heard so much about, seven ner cent going uo to eight ner 

cent, four noints on the income tax. The '1inister of Finance stands 

there Pith a stra:lght face and tell us that this :Is the best he could 

do. Perhans , J!r. Sneaker, it is the hest that he could do, a man 

so out of to'uch w1 th the re1ll 1 ties or. rural Ne'l-•founrlland. 

That, >1r. Sneal<.er, reminds me, I remember a month or two ago 

T had an occasion to J,e on ,m nnen Line Programme '' and I referred to 

some members of the. onoosite side, in talld.np; about monev matters of 

course. t' r. Speaker , or else this would not he at all relevant. I 

talked about, I wondered how these members could reflect the needs of 

rural newfoundland . The minister afterwards ~ot a bit touchv OT'. the 

s,ul,_j ect and comnletel v -

All HON. llF.HBF.R, It is ,i p.ood case. 

~-f!' •• SI!"}IONS: It is a good case, }!r. Sneal·er, and I hone the member 

has heard it and I hone he heard me say and I hone he can tell the 

word ' boy from ' bum~ He could not phen he spoke in the House on 

the subject. I called the Hemher for St. John's Centre a' corner boy· 

fl,. pot up and thanked me for it. A corner boy is a comnlimentary 

term. It is a fellow from St. John's, is that right? A corner bov. 

X•, HON. MEHBF.P. : Inaudible. 

"IR.. SIMMONS: He told me it was. He was my authority, the M'ember for 

St. John ' s Centre. 

~R. NEARY: Stop interruntinp,. 

l"R. SUIMONS: nght? 

AN RON. MID-IBER : Right. 
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MR. SU1MONS : Right: Exactly! He,in his usual fashion, the Member 

for Bonavista South gets up and tries to twist and misconstrue the 

compliment I gave to the }<emher for St. John's Centre on the radio, 

a comPliment that the member actually stood up and thanked me for. 

Now then what I said about the ~1inister of Finance was 

a cofflJ)liment. I said, ''He ~~as born with a silver spoon in his mouth." 

It was not his fault. l!e could not take any credit for it. He could 

not take any blame," But he p;ot awful huffy a day or so later on the 

sub_1ect. All I was savinp and I wish that he had heard the full 

context of what I said, all I was saying was that a man in that 

situation could not have much particular compassion for or insignt 

into the nroblems of rural Newfoundland. 

MR. HORGAN: }Ir. Speaker, on a point of order. The honourahle 

gentleman seems to be getting involved in outlining to the Hous.e of 

Asse!'lhly a programme that he had on 'Ooen Line'· I am sure this is 

not relevant to the debate on the budget. 

MR. ROWE. W. N. Hr. Speaker, let me speak to that Point of order, 

Sir. You know on the budget debate as it is clearly shown in the 

authorities, the rules of relevancy are relaxed in any event,but 

just to quote something from "Beauchesne' on the relevancy. It is on 

TJar,e 111, 193 is the paragraph referred to: "Relevancy, per se, ls 

not easy to define. A r-rrong comprehension of it may have a serious 

affect on the freedom of speech. Members are often deprived of 

their right to speak on the pretext that their remarks are irrelevant 

when as a matter of fact they refer to matters perhaps remote but 

yet related even indirectly to the question under debate. In borderline 

cases the members should be given the benefit of the doubt." Sir, it 

goes on to support that statement with further comments. 

What I am saying, Sir, is this: In any event a member is 

ent:l.tled to the benefit of the doubt but in the Budget Speech which 

is a debate which is traditionally in this House considered to be 

as wide-ranging as the debate on the Speech from the Throne, Sir, it 

is not incumbent on any member to get up and raise specious points 
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of order hased on irrelevancv. I submit, Sir, that the ~ember for 

Fermitage is being relevant to the Budget Sneech which emcompasses 

all exnenditure in this province on anv matter and involves every 

matter which comes under the jurisdiction of the government. 

~IR. OTTENF.PIMFR: "fr. Sneaker, to that noint of order. I must sav, 

Sir, that I do believe that •·open Line Shot.sn and indeed an,•thi.n~ 

which would be on radio or television ," Amos and Andv' or (what is it?) 

Cher on Sunday nights? 

AN HON. MEMBER: ''Sonny and Cher'', I believe that these are extremely 

relevant matters. 

AN HON. MFl'fBER: ·'Archje Bunker ' . 

MR. OTTENHEI'.MFR: · Archie Bunker·· and I believe all of these matters 

are extremelv relevant in the Budget debate for the Province of 

Newfoundland for the fiscal year 1°74-1975,and I would certainly 

hone that Your Honour would rule that all of these programmes on 

all stations CBC or CJON, VOC!I, vnWR any of these would be quite 

relevant, Sir. 

HR. F. B • J?Ol·TE : 'Ir. Speaker, on the noint of order: Whilst the 

~ltnister of Education did entertain us and showed his dedication to 

the whole consideration of the estimates, the reference that my colleague 

made- to the "open Line Show was .iust a nassinp.: reference. ''y 

colleague was dealinp.: with the acti.ons and the activities of the 

Minister of Finance and dealing with the attitude of the Minister of 

Finance,in his canacity as Minister of Finance,and I would suggest that 

he was extremely relevant to the dehate. 

MR. SPF.AKE]) _(DUNPHY): Order, nlease! 

On the points made by the various members from either side of 

the House, if the member for Hermitage should find it necessary to 

make a no int where he must go slightly outside the rule of relevancy, 

I think anybody would take that as acceptable,as being in order. 

'ffi.. SI!-1NONS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

See, Mr. Speaker, :If you have a budget which we had to hear 

with for the last few weeks and have to live with I suppose for the 
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rest of the year, a budget that represents such a pretty cover and 

such a shimozzle inside, you begin scratching your head and asking 

yourself: What is the reason for this? On the surface they are 

a bunch of reasonable fellows• Why the shimozzle? Why the lack of 

emphasis where it is needed? Why the lack of concern for school 

construction? I began looking for reasons. The only real reason that 

I can come up with, ~Ir. Speaker, is that the Minister of Finance who 

pilots this budget, who supervised this beinii; put together, that the 

Minister of Finance just is out of touch. Re does not know what the 

needs of rural Newfoundland are. 

Then I say to myself, if that be so, why? And I begin to 

lcok at the reasons. 

AN HON. Mw.-IBER: Inaudible. 

NR. SIMMONS: It is obvious. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: All kinds cf possibilities. 

~".R. SIMMONS: It is obvious, Mr. Speaker, why we are in trouble on 

this narticular budget. Perhaps the first thinp: we need is a new 

Min:l.ster of Finance. Even the nresent !-!inister of Municipal Affairs 

was not this bad. At least he could take advice on the subject, 

Re was not the most brilliant Minister of Finance we ever had, but 

perhaps he is not -

J>•R. SPEAKER : Order, please! 

I am merely interrupting the honourable Member for Hermitage 

because it is time for the Late Show that was suppose to have been on, 

The honourable Member for Bell Island gave notice that he was not 

satisfied with the answer to a question that he asked the }finister of 

Mines and Energy. The rules say that the Speaker has to indicate to 

the House by 4:00 P.M. on Thursday afternoon the matters to be raised, 

which he did. The rules also say that the honourable member who wishes 

to raise a point has to have it passed to the Spe8;ker in writing by 5:00 

P.M. Some approximate two or three minutes ago the honourable member 

passed a note informing that he wished to raise the matter,and the 
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Chair is not willinj!; to proceed with it and it shall be deferred 

until the next day. 

HON. MEMBER: 

t-lR. SPEAKFP: 

!!R. MARSHALL: 

Inaudible. 

0rder, olease! 

On that point, Mr. Sneaker, you kno~, the fact is 

there. It is clear. It is, you J,no1-•, notice ref Prred to ,whf'ther or 

not it is given orally,during the oral questions, it must be given in writinp 

to the Speaker not later than 5;00 P.M. the same day. 

HON. MEHllET-!.S: Inaudible. 

'!R. SPJAI9".R: Order, nlease! 

!-fR. HARSHALL: Thev asked for leave and I am renlving to whP.thE'r -

'IR. W. II. ROWE: They give leave or they do not, Mr. Spe,iker. 

MR. MARSPALL: If the honourahle member cannot read.I do not think he 

can add anvthinp,, Sir. 

!·~-=----.:'lOWF::_ nn anoint of order, Sir. The honourable minister 

should gracefullv give leave or he should ke~o quiet. I mean, he 

:Is too nasty anrl he should not be allowed to sneak. 

!IJL SPEAKER: Order, please! 

Sit down! S:lt down! AN HON. MEMBEP: 

~"R. SPEAKER : Is leave Franted for the debate on the matter in question? 

There is not unanimity so the matter w:11.l not be debated and shall be 

given an opportunity on the next day as this occasion arises. 

MR. NEARY: That is democracy for you. 

~fR, SPEAKER: The honourable -

AN HON. MEMBER: Inaudible. 

MR. NEARY: S:fr, we are not going to be permitted to carry on w:lth 

this debate today? 

!<J! • SPEAKER: 

'MR. NE>.RY: 

That :Is correct. 

Okay, Sir. t!uz:zled ap,ain! 

MR. SPEAKER: The honourable Member for Rermitage. 

HOtl . ~ERS: Inaudible. 

!IR. SPF.AKF.R: Order, plea11e! 

I would like to draw to the attention of the honourable members 

that the Member for Hermita~e does have the floor. 
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MR. SD1MONS: 'fr. Speaker, before I leave the matter -

AN RON. MEMBER: Inaudible. 

PK - 6 

MR. SIMMONS: Hr. Sneaker, I wonder if we could have the same kind 

of courtesy extended to me that the member (Where is he from 

te111p0rarily, Bonavi.sta South?_) insisted on having~ 

AN HON. MEMBER: Inaudible. 

"MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

It appears to the Chair that members on both sides of the 

House are interrurting the honourable Member for Hermitage. Therefore, 

everybodv should be quiet and let him speak. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Inaudible. 

MR. SPEAKF.R : Order, rlease! 

'l'R. SIM!'fONS: Mr. Speaker, before I leave the matter of education 

I first of all did point out that I feel that the amount of $10 million 

was certainly not enough in this year even to take care of the 

inflationary costs, the rise in cost for school construction from 

last year to this year,and this is most regretable. 

There are other areas though that caused me to be ouite 

disappointed with the education part of the budget. The pupillteacher 

ratio has been discussed at some length in this Chamber and we have 

heard the minister's explanations and his version of the explanation 

but no amount of explanation, Mr. Speaker, on the part of the minister 

or anybody else in the administration,will put at ease the hundreds 

upon hundreds, upon hundreds of school teachers in this province who 

have been inconvinenced, who have been caused a fair amount of 

concern as a result of the announcement and the way that the pupil/ 

teacher ratio programme is to be implemented. 

The NTA made a suggestion, I believe I made it in the House 

at one point too~ The suggestion that sti11 needs to be made,because 

the minister has not yet responded to it, is that if for financial 

reasons he has had to phase in this programme over three years instead 

of two, the least he could have done in the interim was to freeze the 

pupil/teacher ratio in effect to the high school, in other words to keep 
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the present formula until,(What is the format up until JuneZ) keep 

that formula for high school and phase in the elementary formula. 

Whal: is happening now with the chaos that the minister 

created with his announcement? What is happening in effect ,of course, 

is that the elementary schools are not getting the teachers in some 

cases to which they are entitled. It is not a matter of blaming it 

on the high school or blaming it on the board. The boards were left 

in a real dilemma because the minister came in here just two or three 

days before February 15. As some peoole will know,February 15 is the 

deadline by which boards must indicate to their teachers whether or 

not they are surplus staff or not. The minister came in here, I believe, 

on the 11th. or 12th. of February,and made this statement which had 

far-reaching implications for teachers throughout the province, and 

as a result the boards were very much in a bind, at least morally if 

not le1;ally. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Inaudible. 

MR. SIMMONS: And as a result, Mr. Speaker, the boards were obliged 

to keep their teachers in the high schools for the coming year even 

though in some cases it means a couple of teachers more in a given 

school than the minister's new formula allows for. In consequence, 

to find these couple of teachers beyond the formula for the high school, 

boards could only take them from one place, take them and took them 

from the elementary schools. So in effect , notwithstanding all the 

fanfare that the minister has used on television and in this House to 

tell us what a great new J)rogramme t 'his is, I will tell you what kind 

of a programme it is insofar as just about every school in this 

country, in this province is concerned. 1t is a programme that has 

put a teacher here, a teacher there, a few teachers but a programme 

on the whole that has caused a lot of aggravation, a lot of frustration 

at school board meetings, in the administrative offices of school 

boards, at the school staff and administrative level,and in every staff 

room, it'has caused a lot of havoc, it has caused a lot of chaos. 

High schools that had.twelve teachers this year were su])pose to get 
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ten next year, where saved the axe for one year,and they are holding 

on to twelve, but the two they are holding on to above the ten are 

two that should have been down in the elementary school and would 

be there, would be there, }fr. Speaker, if the minister had really 

acted in good faith on this matter and allowed the present high school 

formula to continue until such time as he had phased in the new 

formula at the elementary level. 

Because you see , }fr. Speaker; in fairness to the progralllllle 

that the minister has announced, in the third year,with few exceptions, 

in the third year his new formula nrovjdes for the numbers of teachers 

at the high school level which there are at present. So what is 

hapoening in the inter in: :Is that a school wi. th twelve teachers, on 

paper, is drooping back to ten, then ~p to eleven and back to twelve. 

So that in the long run, in most cases, the high schools will not 

suffer hut in the short run the minister and his new policy have 

created a lot of chaos in the high schools concerned and in the 

elementaries which would have gotten the teachers but for the matters 

that I have raised in the last few minutes. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Inaudible. 

MR. SIMMONS: Is he goinF: to shut up? 

AN HON. MEMBER: Inaudible. 

MR. SIMMONS: Mr. Speak.er, I will explain it one more time. I ask 

the indulgence of the more intelligent members of the House. I am 

going to explain it in rather elementary fashion for the Member for 

Bonavista South. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Inaudible. 

MR. SIMMONS: Mr. Speaker, I will give the Member for Bonavista 

South an example, lf you have a counnunity in which you haver and I 

pick those figures off the top of my head,so they may not be accurate 

but they will illustrate the point. I could get him an actual example 

but I will just make uo one as I go along to make the point. 

If you have a high school in a connnunity with twelve teachers, 

on their present formula,and an elementary school with sixteen teachers, 

the new formula that the minister has announced has the effect of 

reducing the twelve high school teachers to ten and increasing the 
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fourteen elementary teachers to sixteen. 

AN RON. MEMBER: Inaudible. 

MR. SUIMONS: No, of course it is not. Of course it is not true 

and I did not say that, Mr. Speaker. Well stay with me. Does he 

promise to stay with me just for a minute1 

time. 

I will try one more 

Inaudible. HON. !fF.MBERS: 

~. SI/>1MONS: If you have a high school with twelve teachers, the 

formula reduces it to ten. You have an elementary school with fourteen 

the formula increases it to sixteen - from fourteen to sixteen 1 Okay'! 

Two increase in the case of the elementary, two decrease in the case 

of the high school/ Because the minister's announcement came a couple 

of days hefore the deadline,February'l5, the neadline by which hoards 

must notifv ttcachers if they are surnlus, what the hoards have done 

in effect is left the two teachers in the high school,and thev pot them 

from the improved formula in the elementary. So in effect that 

elementary school is not getting the two teachers. The staff is 

disgruntled because they are not gettinp: the two teachers. The 

high school staff is disgruntled because thev know tn a year or so 

that they wtll have to lose those teachers. of course nending the 

coming into force of the formula. There are a lot of disgruntled 

teachers around this province and there was no need for it. There 

was no need for it, Mr, Speaker, at all. 

Hr. Speaker, I would like to leave the subject of education 

after making one more brief noint, the one about bus transportation. 

The minister must be the classic example of a man mio likes to recite 

history. But I should not ston there, Mr. Speaker, he loves to 

recite history when he thinks it is to his party's advanta?,e to recite 

the history. Re did not bother to tell us, even though he goes ·painstakingly 

down through every step when this happened in 1952, in 1953, and in 1954, 

in the morning and afternoon,all the way down, He does that as a matter 

of course when he makes ministerial statements. Somewhere do'l-m near 

the bottom of the statement there is a little paragraph, there is a 
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statement which he was to make at the beginning but he gives you 

a lesson in history first. 

MR. SPEAKER: If I could just interrupt the honourable member, to 

advise him that he has five minutes left. 

MR. SIMMONS: But in the case of bus transportation, Mr. Speaker, 

the minister did not quite do that. He did not bother to tell us 

one essential fact,that the ninety-five per cent is not a new formula 

at all. it is the same formula that 1110st of the boards have being 

operating under this year, the formula that he announced last October. 

So there is no improvement. There1s no real improvement, Mr. Speaker, 

over the present. The only encouragement in it, is that there is an 

indication from the announcement that the government are returning 

to sanity on the subject and going back to the foymula which the 

Liberal Government introduced three or four years ago. 

Mr. Speaker, before sitting down .1ust let me come to the subject 

of the Silver Anniversay of Confederation. A lot has been said about 

this. I have not spoken on this subject at all, Mr. Speaker. I have 

not said one word except by way of question to the minj_ster on the 

subject of the Silver Anniversary. 

Let it be clear, Mr. Speaker, first of all that after twenty

five years of Confederation I believe we have an awful lot to 

celebrate. I intend to do a lot of celebrating. I have already done 

some of it and I intend to so some more. There has been a lot of 

confusion on this point, Mr. Speaker, the government members have tried 

to construe that people on the opposition side are not for a celebration. 

Let me put it clear, Mr. Speaker: We are for a celebration. We are 

not for a multi-million dollar brawl. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Hear! Hear! 

MR. SIMMONS: Now, Mr. Speaker, if you go through the estimates, you 

will find - Mr. Speaker, just a point of clarification,the little 

exchange we had here about whether the Member for Bell Island were 

allowed to proceed with his point, is that coming out of my time? 

Or has that been taken into account? 
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MR. SPEAKER: The point which was raised earlier by a gentleman. 

rather than I in this Chair.that 
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points of order in such matters would not be deducted only 9tl quorum 

calls. 

_!1R. SI~NS: Mr. Speaker, I have gone through the estimates and I 

have counted up seventeen departments which have hidden in there 

somewhere, $14,000, $15,000, $16,000 or something. I believe, Mr, 

Speaker, there was a deliberate attempt to hid it. Is it not 

significant that ten or twelve of the departments have $14,000? 

I can see the }linister of Finance saying, "Look, we cannot have 

all this show up in one department. So, here you sneak $14,000 into 

yours. You put $14,()fJO into yours. " Ten departments have identical 

amounts, $14,000. Another four departments have from $10,000 to $17,'100. 

It is obvious, Mr. Speaker. I do not mean hidden in the sense of 

hid. One can find it sure,but it does not look as much, 'Mr. Speaker, 

if it is scattered throuehout seventeen departments. All together, 

Nr. Speaker, in the seventeen departments of the eighteen departments, they 

all together have expenditures of (Who has $10,000?) $12,000 to 

$17,000. By the iway, is there one $10,000? Well that is another one. 

Yes, I am sorry. Fisheries,under general administration, $10,000 up 

to $17,000. 

t lR. SPEAKER: I would like to advise the honourable member that - -

forty-five minutes have expired. 

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: By leave. 

MR. SPEAKER: Leave is not granted. 

!:!R_. WIL~ON: I would like to rise. It is very seldom one gets the 

privilege in this honourable House in such things as in the Throne 

Speech and thisdebate. I am one who while I have that privilege is 

going to use it. It may not suit probably the opposition in lots of 

things that may be said. Nevertheless, Mr. Speaker, we are all here 

in this House for a reason. 

In debate on the estimates going through this House, they 

have pointed out pretty clearly to me the reason is not very obvious 

with the opposition. We get them standing on the floor,in the case 

of the honourable member for Hermitage, and speaking about these estimates 

not going through and some not brought out into the light. If the 
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honourable member for Hermitage had not wasted so much time in trying 

to cut down the honourable members on the government side of this 

honourable House,and put some sense and realitv into it which he 

should have been able to do as one who was educated for same. There 

are probably letters before his name,as far as 1 know, before and 

after. It is not on my part, }'r. Speaker. There was no government 

had to contribute anything as far as I am concerned, for my education, 

because I am not round-shouldered from carrying it around. That is 

one thing. 

MR. SIM}!ONS; 

HR. WILSON: -------

No government contributed anything towards mine either. 

Well, as far as if they did or they did not, if they never 

contributed to it, the honourable member should be able to contribute 

something to this honourable House ahd to the people of this province. 

MR. SHlMONS: I am doing my best, boy! 

MR. WILSON: ------- Doing his best. 

?ffi. SIMMONS; Doing my best,and I do not have to worry about selling th• 

Rouse • . 

MR. WILSON: -----

MR. EVANS: 

MR. SPEAKER: 

The honourable member is doing a poor job. 

Inaudible. 

Order, please: 

}1R. WILSON: I was referring to the honourable member for Hermitage. -- -- -- ---
It takes a man to do these thingstwhen they have to get out without 

education to do it. I challenge the honourable member with what he 

has done,as far as that is concerned, with his education. Did he 

use it there? 

I saw enough here this evening and I have seen enough since 

I have been in this honourable House as a member for the Port de Grave 

District of trying to be cut off my legs. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

Sorry to interrupt the honourable member but the Chair feels 

that he is not being relevant to the Budget Speech and it is becoming 

a debate about . the personalities of the honourable members. 

MR. WILSON: I thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am trying to be as relevant 

as the honourable member opposite has been. Therefore, I -

MR. MORGAN: That is a good point. It is a good point. 

6367 



May 16, 1974 Tape 1659 

MR. SIMMONS: Is the honourable member questioning the Speaker's 

ruling? 

IB-3 

A!l HONOURABLE MEMBER: lle is trying, he said. He is trying. 

!·~__,__!:VANS: He told the honourable member he was not relevant. He 

is not questioninr. 

M:R. WILSON : As relevant as the honourable members on the opposite 

side. That is all I am asking for. As far as the Budget Speech 

is concerned, we are hearing in this honourable House that there is nr-thing 

in the Budget Speech. 

I can assure the honourable gentlemen that if there is 

not enough money there for education and we have to arrive minute 

from minute and go by strikes and teachers being in~ited out to 

come out to cause a riot for to look for more money, it is not 

in today;s estimates and could not be there because it has not 

happened lately. 

Neither can it be in this budget for money for public works 

or for anything else,when wages jump from $3.50 an hour to $7.00. 

They will have to wait until next year to receive that into a 

budget and the cost of living and all the rest. As far as I am 

concerned,as a member sitting on the government side, I am not 

ashamed to be one to recognize , on the government side of this 

House, what we are after doing for the province and the district 

which I represent. I only wish that some of the honourable members 

who are trying to cut the legs off of some of these who are trying 

to do something would only get together and work together for 

the benefit of our province and the people who are in it. 

We may be in a better position to arrive at more money for 

education , more money for public works and more money for roads and 

all divisions of government so that the coming generation and probably 

myself and some honourable members in this House who are getting un 

to the age, are getting on a downward grade so that we will have a province 

fit, just and honourable for these people to live in. 

I want to inform this honourable House that this was my 

intention when I came into government. I have no bones about any 

honourable members.as far as any grudge against theII) whatsoever. 
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As far as that is concerned, in this honourable House, always buddies. 

It is not the word that changes or is turned around to cut the man 

down. It is the man who has the gumption, who is able to take his 

enemy by the hand,if he has one.and if they start off at the bottom 

step of the ladder, the trials may be hard but probably they will 

climb and attain the highest step. That is what happened with me. 

I am glad of education and not against any man who has it. 

I have to go out and try to find someone who is educated to run 

my business, bookkeeper or whatnot, therefore I cannot do without 

them. 

There are lots of them in this honourable House• As far 

as we heard about income tax gone up, who do not know income tax 

papers? Like some of the fishermen ~aid to me,from my district, 

they never knew what income tax paper was in 1956 and 1957 and 

the sixties. But we talk to these people today and I am going to 

tell you they know what income tax papers are today. Sure, why not? 

How can we run a country or run a province without taxes? 

Everybody is looking: for services. I have heard in this 

honourable House since I have been sitting here the government being 

criticized for money for this and money for that. Well, my mind 

and contention is that if they do not put anything in, how can they 

expect to take anything out? I, as an honourable member in this House, 

am prepared to put something into this government. I will put something 

in for all humanity's sake, not only for my district. If I can 

be a benefit to the province, I will say anywhere. 

I have a job to find out myself, to look at the honourable 

gentlemen on the opposite side,and when I come to the point and 

figure out for myself, I wonder are they serious. no doubt.probably 

in some sense of the word,can be serious. The serious part about 

it is that they are getting to the public that they are serious. 

This is getting across to the public, that they are serious. I think 

the opposition is getting across to the public they have shown that 

they are dead opposed to everything that the government has stood for, 

dead opposed to everything that the government side has stood for. 
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If the oppositionare dead opposed to it, if they are dead 

opposed to everything good was done by this govenunent -

A..~ HONOURABLE MEMBER: Name one thing? 

}'A .. !I.!:_~ON: Name one thing? Go out in the districts, go out int~ 

mine and have a lock around. Come out by and by, in the middle of 

August sometime,and have a look around and see what is happening. 

AN HONOURABLE l EMBER: When the blueberries are ripe. 

t_lR._:!i_I~SON_:_ Never mind the blueberries. Leave that to the honourable 

!'lember for Bonavista North, Mr. Thoms. He is going to look after 

the blueberries. We have somebody in this honourable House to look 

after everything. There is a man for everything. We have an 

undertaker. We have a builder. We have a blueberry man. h'e 

have a whole lot of lawyers. 

klfl-_li_._]lOW~:- J.J. Hussey is getting all the credit for that. 

HR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

1~. WILSON: I have no regret to make if Mr. Hussey is getting the 

credit for it or who is getting the credit for it as long as it is 

clone. No regret whatsoever. I 311'. not out and not in this honourable 

' 1ouse for publicity. l'!y publicity is when I go and drive over a 

road,if that road is done and the pothole is filled. That is 

publicity enough for me because I figure thcit he who does the most, 

gets the most criticism. Surely that has been proven in this honourable 

House and throughout the ~mrld. 

The main concern that I have,as far as that is concerned in 

government, is that we all try to do the best we can. In this 

honourable liouse,when I look at members here on the government 

side and members of the opposition,educated to the hilt and one 

educated person cutting the legs off the other, trying to get 

to the nitty gritty, I think myself that is fair spent. That is 

fair spent. 

I look across the way and I see the honourable member for 

Twillinga te. 

MR. WILSON: A good man., he said it. I have shown it. I look over 
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and I see another member and I cannot help but congratulate him, 

Mr. Earle llinsor, !Ion. Earle Winsor. I have travelled the Labrador 

shore with him from one end to the other. We are told in this 

honourable House that nobody on the government side knows anything 

about the Labrador. They were never down there. This is what we 

are told. It was mentioned to the government side that nobody 

knows anything about anything. 

If the honourable members would just take it for granted 

and sit down and get down to the nitty .. gritty of this, there can 

be more done in three mcnths to get down to do the main issues, 

as has been done here for the la9t twenty-three years because everything 

as I see , has been hearsay, money thrown out here, money thrown out somewhere 

else. Who has to pay,to fist for it? It is back in the lap of the 

Progressive Conservative government to pay off the debts who, Sir, 

while they are paying them off, are crucified and criticized trying 

to do it. 

We as honourable members should sit down in this House and 

realize half the mista~es that have been made in the past and do what 

we can to try to straighten them out. I assure them if the opposition 

use the tactics that they are using at the present time, I am very 

much afraid the leadership will have to be ahout three leaderships. 

The honourable Leader of the Opposition now as far as I am concerned, 

is after falling out of the cradle. He is finished. He is out. 

The honourable member for Bell Island has him flooded already. 

He is a washout. 

Now, I am sure the honourable member for Hermitage in 

his past few speeches has made it very plain to this House that 

he is going to be in no contention at all for leader. 

Mr. Speaker, with those few remarks I have a district to 

represent. Myself, I am more than overjoyed this last three weeks 

with my government as far as my district is concerned. I have great 

praise. If I live to get back here when the House opens next fall, 

I will be able to tell them the story of them all. Thank you. 

MR. !_•_.JWWE: I move to adjourn the debate, Mr, Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKJ-:R: The honourable member for St. Barbe North has adjourned 
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the debate. 

It now being six o'clock, I do now leave the Chair until 

eight o'clock this evening. 
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The House resumed at 8:00 P.M. 

Mr. Speaker in the Chair. 

Page l - MW 

MR. SPEAKER: The Hon. Member for St. Barbe North, I think, 

adjourned the debate. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Well, Mr. Speaker, in view of the reception that 

I just received from the other side, I would like to give notice 

of a motion that I am prepared to make at the end of my speech. It 

is with the agreement of the Hon. House Leader and that is probably 

to adjourn the House at nine o'clock so that all honourable members 

who do still have some youth in their blood can go home and possibly 

see the last game of the National.Hockey League. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: (Inaudible). 

MR. F. B. ROWE: So I will give notice to the Hon. House Leader. 

I will second the motion, Mr. Speaker, if the House Leader were prepared 

to or the Hon. Minister of Recreation can probably make that motinn. 

MR. MURPHY: It is a pleasure to second that motion. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Okay, thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: (Inaudible). 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please! 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Now, Mr. Speaker, the budget speech, in my opinion, 

was a devastating blow or shock to the people of Newfoundland and 

Labrador·. After two years of what we could only consider to be 

Scrooge budgetary or Scrooge budg_eting, we get a budget this year, 

Sir, that contains an increase in personal income tax and an increase 

in the sales tax and very little of an increase in anything else. 

Now, Sir, I will admit that there was an increase 

in many of the votes contained in the estimates, an increase in 

absolute terms, an increase in concrete terms, but there was not 

an increase in the various votes contained in the estimates in 

relative terms. What I mean by relative terms, Mr. Speaker, is 

relative to the expectations that the honourable members on the 

other side of the House of Assembly manage to raise in the minds of 
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the people of Newfoundland during two election campaigns. Now 

unlike the Hon. Minister of Justice, I do not rely on telegrams 

Page 

to substantiate my statements. I rely, Mr. Speaker, on the travelling 

that I have done during the last few weeks throughout the province. 

Whenever the Hon. Minister of Justice has a profound statement to 

make or a criticism to make of the members on this honourable side 

of the House, he always qualifies his remarks with a great number of 

telegrams or telephone calls that he has received. In my own 

travelling throughout the province, Sir, the people of Newfoundland 

honestly believed that after two years of Tory planning and priorities 

and study and restructuring and this kind of thing that they would 

come up with a budget that contains substantial increases with 

respect to putting money into the province to increase the standard 

and the amount of the public services. We have not seen this. 

MR. MARSHALL: To a point of order, Mr. Speaker. There is a rule 

of unnecessary repetition that has been brought in. I think the 

Hon. Member for St. Barbe North is really repeating substantially 

exactly the self-same things that were said by the sub-education 

critic, the Hon. Member for Hennitage, this afternoon. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: That is not a point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, if I may reply to that point of order. 

The Hon. Member for Hermitage this afternoon 

did not mention one thing relative to public services, income tax 

increases or sales tax increases. I would expect that as far as the 

rule of relevancy is concerned or repetition is concerned, it would 

concern the speaker in question and not anything else that another 

member in the House of Assembly would have to say, Sir. It was a 

stupid point of order. 

MR. SPEAKER: The Chair seems to have a bad memory with regard to 

what the Hon. Member for Hermitage said this afternoon. The Hon. 

Member for St. Barbe North may continue. 

_MR. F. B. ROWE: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, the sadest aspect about this budget 

speech is that the -
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AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible). 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Now, Mr. Speaker, I am going to ask to be 

heard in silence. I am going to ask for a ruling right now, 

Mr• Speaker, that every time I am interrupted on a point of 

order or from noise from the other side that the time be 

deducted from the forty-five minutes of my speech. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please! 

The Chair, I think, has made a ruling that the 

time with regard to points of order and so on will not be deducted 

when an honourable member is speaking. 

I remind, however, the Hon. Member for Bonavista 

South that he is not in his own place and he does not have the right 

to speak out. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Now, Mr, Speaker, the saddest aspect about the 

budget speech is that the people of Newfoundland and Labrador 

sincerely wanted a change and they got their change but I am 

afraid that the change is a disappointing one to the people of 

Newfoundland. It was a complete antithesis, Sir, the complete 

opposite of what they expected. Yet, Sir, in spite of the fact that 

this administration has seen fit to do the exact opposite of other 

provincial administrations across Canada at a time when we have 

an increased cost of living and inflation, a lot of provincial 

administrations have seen fit to decrease taxes; this administration 

has seen fit to increase taxes. 

MR. MORGAN: 

MR. SPEAKER: 

(Inaudible). 

Order please! 

The Hon. Member for Bonavista South, although 

he is now in his right place, still does not have the right to speak. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: In spite of this, Mr. Speaker, the Premier of 

this Province has the gall to come out and criticize the federal 

budget for not doing enough toward counteracting tne cost of livin~ 

in the nation after this administration itself has seen fit to 

increase the taxes in this province. 
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Now I would submit, Mr. Speaker, that neither the 

Tory Administration nor if we had a Liberal Administration nor 

if we had any administration on the mainland or in Ottawa could 

do enough to satisfy the people of Canada. It is not a matter of 

black and white, it is a matter of doing the best thing possible. 

Mr. Speaker, this administration has not seen fit to do the best 

thing possible in that respect. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, some honourable members on the other 

side of the House tonight saw fit to comD1ent on the decorum or the 

activities during the consideration of the estimates over the 

last seventy-four hours. I would remind honourable members that 

it was this administration that brought in the gag rule. It was 

not the previous administration. it was this administration that 

after taking a beating for two years in the consideration of the 

estimates have seen fit to bring in the gag rule. 

AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible). 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please! 

MR. F. B. ROWE: We were forced to use up the seventy-five hours, 

Mr. Speaker, simply because of two factors. One is that we could 

not get answers from ~inisters who had questions put to them. We 

simply could not get answers from the ministers. Ministers insisted 

on long-winded answers to questions that were asked but at the 

same time they waltzed around the answer to the particular question 

that was put to them. This was further compounded, Mr. Speaker, 

by the fact that a number of backbenchers and even ministers saw 

fit to get up and give long-winded speeches during the consideration 

of the estimates,thereby using up much of that seventy-five hours 

themselves. 

Sir, the House Leader had the gall to say that we 

should have made better use of our time. I would submit, Sir, that 

upon an analysis of the Hansard of this House or the verbatim reports 

of this House that we will find that just as much time was consumed 

during the consideration of the estimates by honourable members on the 

other side of the House as 

House. 
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AN HON. MEMBER: Now never mind personalities. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Now there are no personalities. That is another 

thing, Mr. Speaker: When honourable members on this side of the 

House question the policy of a minister or his department, they 

start crying in their beer and start accusing members on this 

side of personality assassination and character assassination and 

this type of thing. I suppose, Mr, Speaker, they are firm believers 

in the rule that if one should say something hard enough and 

long enough, some people will probably begin to start believing it. 

That is not the case. 

Now, Sir, I do not know how to describe this. 

Talking about personalities, Mr. Speaker, of all people in this 

honourable House to talk about personalities, when the honourable HousP 

Leader of the government stood up in the House this afternoon and 

exploited and took advantage of a gentleman's agreement between 

myself and the Hon. Minister of Education.to try to get some 

political advantage, talk about honour, talk about personalities. 

Now, Mr, Speaker, with regard to this budget speech, 

I have been looking for a term to describe it. 

_AN HON. MEMBER: Magnificent! 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, I do not know how to describe the 

budget speech. I do not know. I tried to say that it was retroactive 

distraction. I will try to describe what I mean by that for 

the Hon. Member for Burgeo-LaPoile in a few minutes. 

MR. EVANS: (Inaudible). 

MR. F. B. ROWE: It is certainly retroactive, fiscal tomfoolery 

if anything else. What I mean by that is this: I suspect, 

Mr. Speaker, that this government are embarked upon a stupid, 

fiscal plot they have started already. They have increased taxes. 

They wi.11 be hanging on by their fingernails next year. I would 

submit that they will increase taxes again. I would submit, Mr. Speaker, 
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that in the last year of their administration, their last budget 

speech, that the Minister of Finance will take great pride 

in reducing taxes in this province. What would he be doing at 

that stage? He would be simply reducing the taxes to what they 

were when this administration took over and trying to take 

credit for it, This is what I mean, Mr, Speaker, by retroactive, 

fiscal tomfoolery. 

We have already had one example of this, Mr. Speaker. 

6 

I will relate to the student allowance programme of the university. 

This administration gained power and one of the big factors 

for their gaining power was the fact that they convinced the 

students of this province and the parents of these students that 

the student-aid policy of the previous administration was a bad 

one and it was not enough. Immediately upon the assumption 

of power, this administration in two budgets decreased the amount 

of student-aid to our students in this province, to the Memorial 

University students. We had no-student aid programme? The Minister 

of Finance has the hypocrisy to stand up on budget day and take 

great pride in announcing a ninety-two per cent increase in the 

amount of money made available for the student-aid programme at 

the university. Sir, they have not even returned to the policy that 

was in effect when they took power. It was a policy, Sir, that they 

criticized extensively and I would submit, Sir, won a great number 

of votes on. The minister and this administration take this 

hypocritical pride in announcing that they are going back almost to 

the point of the previous Liberal policy with respect to student aid. 

MR. MORGAN: The member for Memorial University, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is another typical, scummy kind 

of a comment, I can remind -

AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible), 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please: 
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MR. MARSHALL : To a point of order. I am just trying to prevent the House 

from degenerating into nastiness, Mr. Speaker. I would invite tl,e 

honourable member { I know he did not mean it) to withdraw 

the word, "scummy." 

MR. F. B. ROWE: To that point of order, Mr. Speaker. I 

do not know about the degeneration of the House, but I can see 

a great number of degenerates in front of me. I would like to 

say, Mr. Speaker, to the point of order that I did not refer to 

the Hon. Member for Bonavista South as scum. I referred to his 

remark as being a scummy remark and his remark, Sir; that I 

was the member for Memorial University, thereby he tried to leave the 

impression with this House and the people of Newfoundland that 

my only interest lies in Memorial University, which it certainly 

does not. 

AN HON. MEMBER: The honourable gentleman has no interest. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Sit down! 

Mr. Speaker, I suggest that that point of order 

is not a point of order. I still insist that kind of a remark 

is a scummy, low, vicious kind of a remark. 

MR. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, to that point of order. 

MR. SPEAK.ER: The Hon. Member for Green Bay. 

MR. PECKFORD: Mr. Speaker, to that point of order. We started 

off, Mr. Speaker, this session tonight with a very cordial frame 

of mind with all the members on the other side. Now the Hon. Member 

for St. Barbe North,who is a well-educated, well-respected man -

MR. F. B. ROWE: What is the point of order, Mr. Speaker? 

MR. PECKFORD: I think in all fairness to the House and to the 

dignity of the House that he should withdraw that unparliamentary 

word, that nasty word. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: That is not a point of order. 

MR. PECKFORD: It is not necessary, Mr. Speaker. It is terrible. 

6379 



May 16, 1974 Tape no. 1660 Page 8 

MR. EVANS: Mr. Speaker, may I submit that I was twice ruled out 

of order for using the word, "scum." 

person in this House,so I am sure -

I am the most inoffensive 

MR. NEARY: To a point of order, Sir. It is my understanding 

in this House, Sir, that any unparliamentary remarks are aimed at 

an individual. In this case, Sir, my colleague used the word to 

describe words that were used by the· member, not the member himself. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear! Hear! 

MR. NEARY: So, therefore, Sir, in my opinion the point 

of order should not stand. 

MR. BARRY: To that point of order. I would like to make 

reference to the comments made by the Hon. Member for Bell Island. 

I would like to point out that one is not permitted to do by the 

backdoor what he is not allowed to do by the frontdoor. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please! 

I hope nobody else now would like to speak to that 

point of order, 

The comments made by the Hon. Member for St. Barbe 

North were indeed referring to a phrase and not to a member, although 

I think the wording itself could have been more carefully chosen. 

It is rather discourteous. 

MR. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker, to a point of order. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: No, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. MORGAN: Yes, Mr. Speaker, a second point of order. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Is the honourable gentleman appealing the Speaker's 

ruling? 

MR. MORGAN: No, it is on another point of order, 

MR. SPEAKER: Order please! 

MR.F. B. BOWE: (Inaudible) • 

MR. MORGAN: Will the honourable gentleman sit down? 

MR. F. B. ROWE: (Inaudible). 
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MR. MORGAN: 

find out. 

Sit down and the honourable gentleman will 

Mr. Speaker, the honourable gentleman, prior to 

sitting down referred to members on this side of the House 

as degenerates. That is in the text of his statement. Now 

that statement to me is derogatory against all members of this 

side of the House of Assembly. He should be asked to retract 

that statement. There are no members over here who are 

degenerates. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, I was not referring to 

honourable members in the psychological sense but I was 

referring to them in the political sense. They are 

politcally degenerated. 

SOME HON, MEMBERS : Hear! Hear! 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Now, Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted 

to continue? 

MR. W. N. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, to a point of order. The 

fact of the matter is that my colleague used the word, "degenerate" not 

to refer to the physical or mental state of the honourable members 

opposite, although, Sir, we will not debate that, he was talking 

about the fact that their political position in the country 

is degenerating and has degenerated and their status as politicians 

has gone far below what might: be called normal or even subnormal 

for a 111ajor political party. Now, Sir, that is point number one. 

Mr. Speaker, point number two, 
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the Member for Bonavista fouth, Sir, has being harassing my colleague 

all night long and rising on specious points of order. I am speaking 

to the point of order, Sir. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

MR. ROWE , W.N. Now, Sir, I have been looking at the honourable 

gentleman and trying to figure out how Your Honour can cope with 

his constant harassment. I have decided he should attack him where 

:It hurts most, his vanity, Hr. Speaker. I would suggest that the 

next time the honourable !•!ember for Bonavista South rises on a 

specious point of order.threaten to mess up his hair, Mr. Speaker, 

mess uo his hair and I am sure that will keep him quiet for the rest 

of the night. 

AN HO~. MEJIIBER: Inaudihle. 

~'R. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

HR. MARSHALL: Look, Mr. Sneal<er, I think we should end this. I 

originally raised it. The problem with all of this Quite franklv 

is that the honourable the )'{ember for St. Barbe North is repeating 

pretty well verbatim the speech given by the honourable Member for 

Hermitage this afternoon. That is the reason for the annoyance on 

the other side. I suggest that he withdraw h:l.s allep,at:lon and get 

an original idea instead of repeating slavishly what the honourable 

1\.\'ember for Hermitage had to say. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Oh, is Your Honour going to make a ruling? 

:fr. Sneaker, on a point of order, if I may. 

1 !R. SPEAKER : Is the honourable member going to speak to that same 

point of order? 

J'.R. F. ll. ROWE: I submit seriouslv, I submit, Sir, that with the 

harassment from the other side and the number of points of order that 

are heing raised it is .1ust a simple attempt by members on the other 

side of the House of Assembly to curtail my speech. That is the only 

noint that I want to make. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Inaudible. 
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NR. SPFAKKP.. : Order, nlease! 

TM s Matter haR heen a debate not really points of order. 

The remark made by the honourable Member for St. Rarbe South, the 

Chair feelR that it was made i.n a pnlitical sense and not in the 

sense of describing honourable members. 

Ml HON. Mf:Nl\ER : 

'fP. F. fl. ROPE: 

}IR. SPEAKF.P.: - - - - - - -

Inaud:l.hle. 

Hush! No! 

nrder, nlease: 

'!R. F. ll. :POWF.: Now, nr. ST1eal<er, in view of the fact that I have 

been referred to as the Member for Memorial University, I would like to 

!T'alce a flOint that I was ahout to make when that comment waR made and 

that iR this: that one of the big~.est disanfloj ntments in this budpet 

and in the est1mates is the fact that we djd not see a dramatic increase 

in canital monev being made availahle for the exnansion of the vocational 

schools and narticularlv the College of Trades and TechnoloFV-

~:ow, Sir, tl,ere is one thinr, that the minister has not answered 

at anv ,,oint durinr. th1.s session of the House of Assemblv anrl that is 

thiR• We have a situation at the Universitv where a,e have a decrease in 

enrollment which was caused substantially bv the oresent povernment's 

student-aid nol i cv, 1•:hi le at the same time, Sir, ,-,e had one out of five 

in some cases and one out of six and one out of ten stuclentR being 

admitted to the Coller,e of Trades and TechnoloP,y. In some cases only 

one out of five is being accented. There is a very serious space 

problem at the Coller.e of '.'.'rades anrl Technology. Sir, the rntnister 

himself in various ministerial statements and in answer to oral ouestions 

nut to him by mvself during the earlier nart of the session in admisRion 

that DRFE monev was not 11;oinp: to be spent on schools in this province. 

the emphasis waR p:oing to be on vocational and the College of Trades 

and 'l'echnolopy and the rolle.ge of Fisheries, we do not se.e in the 

budget sneech any policy or anv indication that monev 1s being indeed 

taken from DREE and channeled towards the rollege of Trades and 

Technoloiry and vocational schools where it is so badly needed. 

6383 



May 16, 1974 Tape 1661 (Night) PK - 3 

I would like an answer from the Minister of EducR.tion on 

that one because, Sir, we have a serious situation arising in this 

province. 

~!R. EVAN~: •••• DRF.E down in Burgeo. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

1ffi. F. B. ROWE: tfr. Speaker, we have a situation in this province 

where the wages for skilled labourers or skilled Personnel are jumping 

dramatically. 

AN HON. MEMBER: Skilled tradesmen. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: Skilled tradesmen. The wages are jumpinp. dramatically. 

The latest example I think we saw of that was in the carpentery 

husiness. where carpenters in this province, Mr. Sneaker, are makinp. 

much, much more, I would submit, than many teachers in this orovince, 

and highly qualified teachers. 

A.111 PON. MENBER : 

1"R. F. B. POWE : 

More than members of the House of Assembly. 

More than memhers of the House of Assembly. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would suggest that this is going to further 

complicate the oroblem that we have at the vocational schools and at 

the College of Trades and Technology. So I would like -

AN HON. MEMBER: Inaudible. 

MJI. F. B. ROWE: 

AN HON. MEMBER: 

MR. F. B. ROWE: 

AN HON. r<EMRER : 

1'-'R. SPEAKER: 

MR. F. B. ROWF.: 

~tr. Sneaker, I R.m - would you name the Yahoo. 

Inaudible. 

I am suggest inf!, ''r. Speaker -

Inaudible. 

Order, please! 

I am sugp.estinp;, ~Ir. Speaker, that the Hinister of 

Education has to come to grips wi.th the serious situation that we do 

have at the present time in the College of Trades and Technology and 

the vocational schools and the more serious problem that we are going 

to have as a result of these dramatic increases in wages,because more 

and more of our young Newfoundlanders are going to go to these schools 

for training as electricians, in'caroentery and in the various trades 

and skills, the sort of thing that you get from the College of Trades 
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and Technologv and the vocational schools. 

f;o I cannot understand, Yr. Sneaker, why we have exoansi.on of 

the universitv with reduction in enrollment and we do not have any 

simi.lar dramatic expansion of the College of TradE>.s and Technolor,y 

and vocatjonal schools with the situation as I just descrihed. So 

I would like to hear something about that. 

Now another point, '~r. Sneaker. that I wcmld lH:e to bring 

un is this whole huf'iness of DREE money. How much has been made 

availahle? i\na what is the f:!;OVernme.nt ' s policy 11ith respect to 

uhat they are going to rlo with this? The understanding that I had, 

:- rr. Snea~:er, was the government were goi.nJ?: to channel money awav frol'l 

DRF.E school construction. Now the nroposals that we n,ade on this 

honourable sidf' of the House is that; if the nrovincial government feel 

stronp,ly that TJREE. schools are too rich for our hlood.whv cannot thev 

sit do,m with the federal government and renegotiate the snecifications 

for the DRFE schools? That is one nositive suggestion. 

1'nother positive sur,gest or ,emother con,ment, Hr. Speal·.er, 

is that I do not surmit to that agrument entirely. These DREF schools 

are standard schools throughout Canada. Are ne in Newfoundland to he 

second classed citizens? TJo we not deserve the same kinds of schools, 

the same standard of schools that they have in Ontario, 'British Columbia 

and Alherta? 

AN H()N. l"E'.JIII\ER: 

i¼Jl • F. B. ROHE : 

Hear! Hear! 

That is question nul'lber one. And if we cannot afford 

it, if we are to be second classed c·ttizens in that resoect,hecause 

the provincial government clai1'1 that they cannot ma:1.ntain such schools• 

the obvious only solution is to renegotiate the specifications for 

such schools. 

Point mnnber, whatever :l.t is, i.chool bus transnortation: The 

new school ~us transportation announced by the Hon. ~inister of 

Education, while an imnrovement over the disaster plan announced bv 

the ex-minister, is still a olan that has been totally rejected by 

the Federation of School Boards. 
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He is a very patient man. I would not put un with 

Mr. Speaker, the only effect that this new school 

bus transportation formula has in this province is that the school 

boards of this province will be saddled with approximately $450,000 

to $500,000 additional expenses this year. The minister indicated 

something like $8 million for school bus transportation. The school 

boards have to come un with eight per ~ent of it, so the school boards 

they are on the verge of bankruptcy at the present time and yet they 

are going to have to come uo with an additional $500,000,approximately, 

this year. This is something·that is not acceptable to the school 

boards and I am only mirroring their feelings on this and I would like 

the minister to really and seriously consider this oriP.inal school 

bus transportation policy of paying for one hundred ner cent based on 

the calling of public tenders. 

Now the minister during his comments and during the ouestion 

period.following his ministerial statement regarding school bus 

transportation and the ninety-five per cent formula,left a very strong 

indication that the school boards of this orovince are not to be trusted 

to conduct their own business affairs. 

AN HON. NEMBF.R : 

l!R. F. B. POWE: 

Inaudible. 

Well he could have said it. I find that to be quite 

a seriot'.S charge, Mr. Speaker. I think the minister almost needs to 

apologize to the school hoards because these school boards, the members 

on these school boards are dedicated members and if there is any way 

that - if there is any hanky-panky ~oing on, it is incumbent upon the 

government to set up regulations whereby this kind of h,mky-panky cannot 

be carried on. 

So I would submit that the minister should trust the school 

boards just a little bit more, allow them to call nublic tenders and 

open these tenders publicly and the government pay one hundred per cent 

of the shot for school bus transnortation. 
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Hear! Hear! A,"1 HON. ~'~ IBER : 

~'.R • F • B • llOHE : Oneratinr r;rants; Mr. Speaker, everything that can 

be said about operating p:rants has been said over the na!':t two years. 

The school boards are still saddled with the !Same nroblem. Capital 

grants to the school hoards, everything that has heen said has heen 

said over the past two years. I cannot add to it. The government 

have not come up Pith any narticular solution to that problem. 

The grant this year is $10 million. The stated need bv the 

denominational educational authorities is a minimum of $18 million 

for tMs year, yet this i'Overnrnent have come up ,.rith $10 million . 

AN HON. 'MfillBF.P: Inaudible. 

""R. F. J?.·...:ll.OWE-2..._ Hr. Soeaker, I would like for the m:lnister to 

comment on the fact that $23 million' is beinp: passed over to Memorial 

University this year without analysis in the Committee. 

AN RON. MFHBF.R: None whatsoever. 

HR. F. n. '!_m,ffi: None whatsoever. 

I would like to hear the minister's reaction to somethinP, 

that ,,,as de hated very heavi 1 v when the Ron. '1-'inister of Education was 

Oppos:I tion Leader and the Liberals were in po,~er, the whole business of 

ope11inp: the books of Memorial llniversity to the nuhlic when the 

neoole of NePfoundland are Payinp. a suh5tantial sum of $23 million to 

the universitv. ~ly m-m nersonal feeling ,and th11.t should give you 

some indication of ~,hat kinrl of a member I am for the universitv, is 

that the books of the university should be onen 

this ,:,rovince. 

RON. MF.HBERS: Hear! Hear! 

to the public of 

:·ffi. F. ll. ROWF: Or certainly onen to this honourable House and to 

the Committee. 

I cannot see how any institution whether it be a church or· 

a university, a Lion's Club or the City Club,when they are dealing 1·'1.th 

millions of dollars of the people's money liow they are not answerable 

publicly. I would like to get the minister's -

}'R • W. N. ROWE : It has nothing to do with academic freedom. 
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MR. F. B. ROWE: It has nothing to do ~:rith academic freedom whatsoever. 

It would take more than forty-five minutes to deal with that subject 

alone. But I would like to hear the minister's connnent on that particular 

proposal. 

I would like for the minister to indicate when they are prenared 

to reouen the contract with the teachers for their salaries.I w~uld like 

to hear, and we have been asking for two and a-half years for this, 

what is the government's policy on regional caller-es. We do not know 

what the government's policy is with respect to rep;ional colleges. 

All we know is that there is some structure being ~tuck up out in 

Corner Rrook, as a result of an imnulsive announcement made by the 

Premier himself at a dinner being held out there a year or so ap,o. 

I would like for the minister to comment on revenue for 

educat:lonal purnoses. My colleagues and I are strongly of the opinion 

that a multiplicity of school tax authorities throughout this urovince 

is the most cumbersome, inefficient, ineffective, inequj_table svstem 

of collecting money for school puruoses. 

School taxes - If we are to pet money from the people for 

purposes of education, we have to do it on an individual's capacity 

to pay. I cannot see any other alternative,equitable, fair, reasonable, 

efficient alternative than to have at the minimum a centralized school 

tax authority or let the government itself take the full resnonsibility 

for the collection of revenue for educational nurposes,and it should 

be based upon the princiole of a person's ability to pav. 

AN HON. 1'1EHBER : Inaudible. 

J!R. F. B. ROWE: The honourable r-fember for Bonavista South had an 

onoortunity to make all of the connnents he wanted to this afternoon, 

Hr. Speaker. 

MR. W. N. ROWE: 

order. 

AN HON. HEt'BER : 

l'fR.. F. B. ROWE: 
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of education for just a moment in my closing remarks and say somethin2 with 

resr,ect to this whole business of ownershin of our natural resources 

and the BRINCn business. 

Now, Mr. Sneaker, I have a very great fear and I am not an 

exoert in. the area of natural resources nor industrial development nor 

the business ,,,orld hut I do have a fear that an awful lot of NewfouncH:mderfl 

who are not exnerts have the fear and that is, Sir, the government's 

hanrllinp. of the BRINCO deal may turn out to be an awful disaster for 

this nrov1.nce. 

Sir, I suhmit that this administration attempted to confuse 

the take-over of BJ>.HlCO with the control of our natural resources ancl 

that they deliberatelv tried to nolarize us in such a Pay that we would 

look U.J.:e i.e were going to he defend1np. BJIINCO and we an' ap,ainst 

ownership of our natural resources. That was not the case, Sir. That 

is whv we had terrible moments during these negotiations when we were 

doing a 1>reat deal of thinl:inp, anrl very little say:tng. 

AN !!ON. ''EHBE~ : Who? ~lim? 

"R. F. n. ROWE: Honourable members on thii,; sjde of the Pause. 

MR. F. B. R01,1E: Sir, I would like to point out to th:1.s House that 

there is a hi~ difference between the control of unrleveloned natural 

resources and the control of develoned natural resources. S:tr, this 

is a case where this government have taken control of undeveloped 

natural resources. Nm,•, Sir, what does that mean? 

'lR. W. N. Rm.m: Mr. Sneaker, on a point of order. I am trying to 

follow my colleague's learned and reasoned arp.uments and the Civil 

Rights Reject keeps interrunting. Sir, would you role the Human 

]'tights Reject out of order and tell him that he is not permitted to 

speak while another person is speaking and has the floor? The Human 

Rights Reject, Sir, should be taught a lesson. 

!ffi.. SPEAKER: Order, please! 
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MR. EVANS: On that point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: The honourable '1ember for Burgeo-Lapolile. 

MR. EVANS: To that point of order. Sir, I think sbmeone should 

rem:l.nd the Member for St. Barbe North that the BRINCO bill is going 

to come up before the House before too much longer and then he will 

have a better chance to debate it without being irrelevant. 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

I assume the ~!ember for White Bay South j s referring to the 

honourahle }·Tember for Bonavista South. I am also sure that the honourable 

Member for Bonavista South is well aware that 1,,hen a member is speaking 

be does have a right to be heard in silence. 

MR. F. B. ROWE: On the next occasion he gets out of order, Mr. 

Sneaker, he he named. 

Inaudible. Aij H0~·~ 11BER :_ 

IIR. F. B. ROWE: I do not want to be confused on this one because this 

is a very difficult and complex situation,this BRINCO deal, I realize 

as do honourable members on the other side, I am trying to explain the 

feeling of an awful lot of Nenfoundlanders and basicallv it is this: 

That there is a difference hetween gaining control of develoned natural 

resources and gaininp, control of undeveloped natural resources. The 

Lower Churchill is still an undeveloped natural resource. Sjr, by the 

p,overnment taking over this kind of a situation it means that they have 

to find a number of things, one of which is .1ust plain dollars and 

cents. 

F.vervhody knous that we are talking in the realm of $1.1 billion, 

which is likely to escalate as the months go bv. Sir, the concern 

of all Newfoundlanders is this; Will the government's move on the 

development of the Lower Churchill mean that they will have to raise 

money and spend money for the development of the Lower Churchill that 

would otherwise be spent for public services in this province? Sir, 

I submit that that is a legitimate concern on the part of the oeople 

of Ne,,,foundland. Will money be tied up that could be used for these 

public services? Because, Mr. Speaker, there is an expression circulating 
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;ir ouncl this nr ov.i,nc e that cer tain part s of the anatomv of rnemher >' of 

tl,e ~overnment h,we been caught in the nroverbi al wringer . 

!\'' HON . !®ffiF.R :. ThE>v <:-oof ed! Thev boo-booed! 

Sir . I would s upgest that it mir-ht h! 111~n" othP.r 

oar t!: of the anatomy that ha ve been caught i n the pr.overbia l wringer on 

this narti cular one . It is R concern of the neonle of ~1f'~:found.land, 

a verv hi!! concern . 

Sir . I have a funny feelini; ancl a suspici.on t hilt this 

admj nj str ation ,,ere most arodou!: co p.et an issue durf.n11 that nP.ri od 

'"'hen t he neroti;itions tJf'rc poinP on,and thev Mnulrl hnve loved nochinP. 

het t e r than for us to have come out and get t l1e cirr.e of an anpearanc<' 

that ,,e WP.re the 1--iJ? defender s of BRU!Cfl 
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and that would have been made an issue to distract and camouflage 

all the other issues that are imnortant to the people of Newfoundland. 

So, Sir, I will just close by saying that this is a legitimate concern. 

I sincerely hope that as a result of the government's move we will 

not see people in this province suffering from lack of water and 

sewerate, proper school facilities, proper roads, electricity and 

what have you,as a result of money that it has been necessary to 

take away from expenditure in these areas for expenditure on the 

development of the Lower Churchill. 

Sir, if the government do not find the money itself, it 

means that they are going to have to find some other outfit to 

do it for them. I ask this ouestion. Why was it nccessarv to take 

it away from B:RINCO if they have to turn around and find some 

other corporation,firrn, institution or what have you that may not 

have the experience that TIRI~!CO had 7 

AN HONOURABLE lJE:t-'BER. That was the whole reason. · · ·------·--
MR. F. P..01/E: I submit, Sir, that these are ouestions that we should ·- ~---··---
know answers to before this Budget Speech closes. Thank you, l-lr. 

Speaker. 

Oh, !!r. Speaker, before I sit down,with the leave of the 

House,! was going to make a motion, I understand, seconded by the 

:'.inistcr of Recreation and Rehabilitation,that the House do ad;ourn 

at nine thirty o'clock to give those of us who are still young at heart 

an opportunity to see what might be the last Stanley Cup Play-Off 

Game of the season. 

!1]?,_. __ S_!'_EA1__9'_?~:...- I am afraid that the Chair is not in a position to 

accept such a motion as that. The Chair will not accept the motion. 

l-~'. _ _E'._~Ap_S_: Hr. Speak.er, I am going to be very brief, as usual. 

Since our great colleague, the financial wizard, the benefactor of 

this province has brought down a docwnent commonly known as the 

Budget,which contained many dollars and much sense and has been 

criticized by the members across the floor with much foolishness and 

little sense, I think that there are a few more words to be said. 

~ HONOURABLE MEMBER: Inaudible. 

MR. EVANS: Just a minute. Take it easy. I notice that the junior 
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member from White Bay North is not here. I think he ran away so 

that he would not have to speak in the budget debate. It was over 

the ten dollar mark. He could not understand it,especially if it 

had been broken down into one dollar bills, he would have been lost 

completely. We appreciate the fact that he is not here to confound 

the situation. 

I have heard a lot of foolish and futile arguments in my 

day but some of these that have been advanced from the opposite side 

in connection with the estimates this year, I think take the cake. 

We have heard guys over there -· we even had a dispute today as to 

~,ho is the education critic . We have two of them over there now. 

Lo and·· behold! 

It is not only enough to Jearn how to read and write, we 

have to know a little bit about arithmetic. In this case, I think 

if the members opposite had known a little bit about long division, 

about twenty departments of government, they could have timed the 

amount of debate on each one of these departments and would have 

had them all included in this debate.1:hereas they used them up 

in three or four. 

We have seen deliberate attempts to downgrade ministers 

of this government and also -

NR ••. EVA1'1S: They do not want to be named do they ? Because we might 

get the speaker's name here in addition. So that will be worse, will 

it not? 

AN HONOURABLE ME!-lBER: Inaudible. 

l~. __ E:_V_Al~S; I would say he would. 

can take it, his cannot. 

Never mind his chin. My chin 

~.,_ J~ARY: The honourable member has nothing in his mouth to knock 

out anyway • 

. l:.1!1:-_J:..Y_~~:. Well, that is all right. The honourable member has. All 

he has to do is come close enough. 

HR. SU!MONS: That is low. ~hat is pretty low. 

1'ifl_,_l'.!_ORGAN: That is typical of the member for Bell Island, typical of him. 
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l'P... EVA.~S: He has been underground all his life. I forgive him. 

}~. _ _g_E_g~:_ Order, please! 

l·!_R__._ ~_V_Nl§_:._ I forgive the member for Bell Island. He has been 

underground all his life. One cannot go any lower than that. 

~~-' - Dt;~!_P_!{J__;_ A point of order , please. 

}1!t._ _SPEAKER:_ Order, please : 

}~_._ D],NPHY: I am sure the honourable member for Burgeo, La Poile 

has much to say. I am terribly interested in what he has to say but 

there is so much rumpus comin, from the other side there that I cannot 

hear the man. I cannot hear the member. I would appreciate it if 

Your Honour would rule that we get silence on the other sice so we 

can hear the honourable member from Burgeo , La Poile. 

HR •. SI!·1HONS· To that point of order. I can understand that the 

member for St. Georges cannot see around too far to his left and 

he probably did not notice that the member for Bonavista South 

is r eally inciting us to riot over here. If you should ask him 

to keep quiet, we shall keep quiet as well. 

I arn sure that all honourable members are aware that when 

a person is speaking he does have the right to be heard in silence . 

I would ask all honourable members to please adhere to that rule. 

11!._._IYJ,.J,~'._ Hr. Speaker,as I said in the beginninr., I am going to 

be very brief. I think that I have covered the main point that I 

wished to make. 

AJ'I HONOURABLE }'EMBER: Inaudible. 

l·'R. SPEAKER : Order, please! 

MR. EVAf,S : The main point'l Oh, I know that the density that I have 

to encounter there is a bit too great to be encountered by any 

ordinary man because it would need a cold chisel, hammer to loosen 

up the concrete a bit,and then one might get it through there. 

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: Do we have an interpreter in the House? 

;.g,~· . ..S!_~R: Order, please! 

MR. EVANS: Interpreter? I was wondering what country the honourable 

member came from. 

!~-~EARY: Slow downt Slow down I 
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What country did the honourable member come from 

Hr. Speaker, as I said, the main point that I considered 

had to be made here is the fact that the opposition through a 

willful waste of time and not using the opportunity that they have 

had to debate the estimates that were presented in the budget -

no doubt their intention was,seeing they did not know enough 

about the estimates to be able to debate them properly, they 

just concentrated on a couple or three deoartments and they figured 

that they would get the public of this province to blame the 

government for the lack of debate. The public of this province 

are not green enough to buy that. They know that they had lots 

of time and will not be green enough in my estimation -

AN HONOURABLE }ffi~IBER: "Green enough,• he says. 

}fR~ E_V_MJ§_:_ ?lo nor naive enough if one wish to term it that way. 

~ut they certainly will not be green enough to elect that party 

over there to office in tre next election whenever it comes. Even 

with the new, brilliant leader they have, I will see him probably sitting 

alone after the next election. Thank you, Yr. Speaker. 

HR. OTTENHEH~R: Hr. Speaker, I do not intend to be loni! but 

just to reveiw some of the points raised durin!! the afternoon 

and evening by the two e<lucation critics of the opposition. I must 

say that I am somewhat flattered in that whereas last year there 

was one education critic, this year there 11re two . Perhaps next 

year - I do not know - there might.be three. 

~ -_IIONOURA)lL_E.llE?IBER: One and a-half. 

}!R _,_ .OJ'.l'Y,_1'11EUIER: _ Well, that is unkind. The ~'inister of Industrial 

Development is unkind. Which one was the half? However, I must 

say I was somewhat flattered in that they have doubled their ranks 

and that there are now two education critics, the honourable member 

for Hermitage and the honourable member for St. Barbe North. 

To briefly reveiw some of the points made there: 

HR. F. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, if I may be permitted, as a point of 

clarification arising from his various remarks. We had a very serious 
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caucus, ~1r. Speaker, to decide that I am so versatile that I have 

been assigned to various departments from now on. So, that might 

clear up the point for the honourable ~!inister of Education. 

MR ,.__OTTENHEHIBR : Right! Well, Yr. Speaker, I am certainly glad 

to hear that because obviously versatility is a great attribute 

in all walks of life and certainly is for honourable gentlel:len 

opposite. It was certainly surprising but flattering that there 

were two versatile education critics. 

On some of the matters, as I say, I do not intend to 

be long but to review some of the matters. One, with respect 

to grants to school boards. The amount voted in that area has 

gone up from $11. 7 million last year to $ llf. 7 million this year, 

an increase of twenty-six per cent. 

Now. I would be, as Minister of Ec1ucation1 extremely disappointed, 

very nervous about the future of education in this province if after 

this budget or any budget in education the federation of school 

boards were ever to say, "That is enough. 11 If they ever said, · That 

is enough·, we would say to ourselves and I would certainly say to 

myself, What is wrong with the federation of school boards? They 

are complacent. They are not fighting for more. They are not after 

every dollar they can get for education,because that is their mandate, 

that is their total responsibility.,; I do not expect to see the day 

and indeed I hope I will never see the day when any budget will ever 

come in for education and the federation of school boards will say. 

'That is enough.· I would be very upset and very worried, as we all 

should be, if ever a president of a federation of school boards said, 

That is enough:" Because that is not h:ls job, that is not his 

responsibility. 

His responsibility is to say, '"That is not enough. If 

instead of $14.7 million that were $15.7 million, I expect he would still 

say it was not enough. If it were $16.7 million it would not be enough, 

nor from his point of view or from the federation's point of view should 

it be enough,because that is their job, that is their responsibility. 

From the education critics, the opposition, I suppose one would 

be surprised as well if they did not say, "That is not enough:" One would 
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~e sur?rised as well because obviously it is a great temptation to the 

opposition,in ~ny field of eJqJenditure, grants to school beards, water 

and sewerage, roads, fisheries loans, agricultural development, forestry 

development, whatever it is to say, ·we need much more," So that is 

an inevitable fact of political life. That is the way most oppositions 

work. That is part of the political facts of life. 

There are also the economic and governmental fact of life 

and the responsibility of government to govern with a sense of 

financial responsibility. Twenty-six per cent of an increase in 

grants to school boards is a significant and worth-while and indeed 

rather dramatic increase and the government is very pleased that it 

i•as able to give that amount of increase. 

In capital construction,boJ:h honourable critics also mentioned 

the capital construction grant. Let us look and see exactly what 

is voted. ~In million under the regular capital construction grants ; 

$2 million as a step to eoualize proportionately the funds available 

for school construction to the various denominational school hoards. 

That is S 12, 00'.). And thirteen point something r.1illion for VP.EL. 

~, ow that $13 million for DREE is half federal and half provincial. 

A.I HONOURABLE }1:MBER: A quorum call. 

!ill.. SPEAKER (l1R. DUNPHY): Would the clerl: count the House. plea£e: 

We do have a ouorurn. 

'MR. OTTENEEil'ER: Mr. Speaker, I thought we did. They werE' ah,ays 

superfluous - I was going to say there wer~ some sunerfluous members 

but I had better 1·ephrase that. 

On grants fer capital construction: The tota] e.!"ount voted 

is $25 riHlion. That is broken <'!own as follows: $10 million, the 

regular capital grants; $2 million, equalization on a pronortional 

basis because of DRF.E expenditures. 'rhat is $12 million. Then $13 

million for DREE. That is a total of $25 million. Of that $13 million, 

half is provincial. So, the total education construction vote is 

twentv-five point something l!lillion of which $1£ million is provincial 

money. Half the money voted under, the DP.EE heading is provincial 

money. That is the W1ount the honourable gentleman said that the 
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education authority said was required this year. The amount that 

is actually there.and what they said was $18 million was necessary 

for school construction $18 million in tote they meant. They 

were not breaking it down. They did not particularly care if it were 

federal or provincial or what it was. The $18 million was necessary 

for school construction this year. 

In fact there is $25 million for school construction this 

year of which $18 million is provincial funds. Mr. Speaker, I think 

the government in its budgeting both in grants to school boards ard 

in capital construction has made very significant gains. 

~ow, both honourable critics also referred to the bus transportation 

programme of the government wherebv there will be a cost-split of ninety

five per cent - five per cent. !:inety-five per cent of the cost for 

schocl transportation paid by the provincial government and five per cent 

by the school boards. I think the honourable member for St. Barbe South 

had said that it was an improvement over last year. 

Actually under the programme last year roughly half the 

school boarrls lost money. Roughly half the school boards, in fact, 

made money on this particular programme. They did not make money 

in their overall hudget. There is no school board in the province 

they have all deficit financing. I do not think there is any municipality 

in the province not deficit financing. I do not think there is any 

province in Canada not deficit financing. On the particular aspect 

of school bus transportation. roughly half were losing and roughly 

half uere gaining. 

IJhile one can well understand the people will say that we 

should pay 100 per cent - that is understandable - there is no doubt 

that ninety-five is a vast improvement over the previous system. Indeed 

even the executive secretary of the Newfoundland Federation of School 

Boards himself stated that it was fair and equitable but he said 

obviously that the whole amount of the pie was not enough. As I say 

that is to be expected. I do not expect ever to live to see the day 

when the federation or anybody - I am not being facetious there but 

I do not expect ever to see the day when such a person wc,uld say that 
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school boat"ds have enour..h. I think it 1~uld l:e noise unfortunate prchably 

if they did . So, chat is on school hus trn:1sportation . 

~lot: , the gr:'mt-ic-nid co !·'ernorial l'niversicy, t!lis year , $23 . 7 

million . That is based , o.s honoui;ahle rnerabers 1-.-n= . on en am.cunt per 

student under ;1 full tine student equiv:ilenc:,, formula. "cally uhat 

it is is that on(• nro.iects tll'! 11urrbcr of ntudcmts that .>re E>xnectec 

to !.e there and come6 u1> ,-tel an :imoun~ ner student anrl makes the 

Multiplication . It is hasE,d upon an allocation or a c~st of $~.r..-3 

oer student. Thnt is the ,1r:.v this ::overnmcnc :m,l indeet' the previous 

adrninistt:atlon has ~~ade the. l>udge·tary allocation for the current cceount 

vote for t!ic university. 

~ I'\Otter has cor>1e en :is co 1·:\ether t!le l,u<l~et of the nniversicv 

should )'e tal, lc<' i.n thir- House . O:'course co a c1?rt11in extent it i1, 

a.caclC'nic rieht now.hec.,use C'hviC1ui.lv (,,e <lid not do the estimates 

of that clC'partMent. There are two points of vicq there. That is 

son~t!1 int• ,1hic' \ rC':irs ver:y seriou!'l thourht. 

1'!1e thnc>rv ;-)dc!1 lt.:is hccn j;!OnP. on ui, co nm· hv t ~ e orcvious 

administn1tion .'.l:lC! !w t!tis .,dninii;trati on is tltnt the " ri:ici.ple of 

accountability is ot:;crvc.J in that ti1e rovcrnr·en.t is ~ccount.ihle to 

the ncople. 'J'!tc l!Cl\"l'rnr<"nt put<; fon,ard the mnounc co be vctcc on 

current e.:,pcnses for th(· university. The rovernment. justif:i cs tit.it 

ir. its conficJence. :1s I r.:i:,. ir ti>P acl.mil'listration an~ its confidence 

in t he Board of Rcr-ents, apoointcd rind narti.ally elcctecl hy convocatic>n~ 

who nrc there 1.-ith a 1r.ant!.itc to protect and ensure t he ..,ublic lnterc-st. 

~!l.it is the theory, n just1 fication ,if they uish. of the way in which this matter 

has 1,cen handled both !w the nrevious aclmin'ist.atlon anci by this 

:idnin'istr ~cjon to na t e . 
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That is a matter of which I am the first to admit is something 

that must be kept under review. 

Page 1 - MW 

On the matter of DREE schools: Until there is a renegotiation 

or an opportunity for an amendment, there is not an opporttmity for 

an amendment to the general agreement until a year after it is 

signed - I think it was in January. It was either December or January. 

The general agreement as it is now signed makes no provision for 

DREE schools. It makes no provision. In a sense that is academic 

at least until the opportunity comes for any amendments thereto. 

On the teacher allocation programme; Certainly there has been 

a lot said on that; I do not intend to say a great deal more . One 

can say that it is not enough,that it should be more, that the ratio 

should be lower, that there should be more teachers, etc. There is 

no doubt that one can say that. The fact is however that in the 

first year of its implementation there will be 300 additional teachers. 

Next September, there will be 300 additional teachers because of this 

new programme, costing $1.4 million. The September after there will 

200 more and the following Septembet the~e will be 364 additional. 

The additional expenditures for 1974-1975, because of that teacher 

allocation programme, are $1.4 million. In 1975-1976 they will be 

$3.3 million. In 1976-197i they will be $5.6 million. There is 

an extremely large amount of money involved. One can say that 

there should be more teachers, the ratio should be lower, the 

allocation should be greater, etc, One can well say that but obviously 

this government or any government can only do or can only spend 

what money is available. 

Finally, I would just like to point out that in the 

consideration of the budget in general- (All honourable members 

have to bear this in mind) if we were to accept even half of the 

suggestions of the opposition, there would be at least $50 million 

more necessary to be spent. Maybe in Education there would be at 

least an extra $15 million or $20 million. In Highways maybe there 
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would be an extra $10 million. For water and sewe~age maybe there 

would be an extra $10 million. Fisheries, Agriculture, all of these, 

perhaps there would be at least $15 million more spent. What do 

we find? We find that the opposition suggest that we have 

$23 million less in the pie. Spend $50 million more and have 

$23 million less. They say that we should not increase the 

S.S.A. tax by one per cent. That brings in $10 million. We 

should not have that. We should not increase the income tax. 

That will bring in $4 million. That is $14 million. We should 

not apply the $9 million made available under equalization through 

the export tax for petroleum. We should not make that available 

to general revenue but only to subsidized pertroleum products. That 

is $23 million less we would have in revenue but yet we would spend 

$50 million more. There is an additional deficit of $73 million. 

I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that that is not financially sound nor 

responsible and that one cannot spend $50 million more and have $23 million 

less. There is no way that that can be done. 

Mr.Speaker, I believe, in education and in government's 

programme in general,that money has been allocated in a reasonable 

manner in order to assure the continuation and development of the 

essential services of this province. No government ever will or 

will expect to fulfill all of the expectations. What is important 

is that we identify the real important needs and make sure that 

public resources are used in those areas. That I think we have 

done reasonably well. 

On motion that the House go into Committee of the Whole 

on Ways and Means, Mr. Speaker left the Chair. 

On motion that the Committee of the Whole on Ways and Means 

rise, report progress and ask leave to sit again, Mr. Speaker returned 

to the Chair. 

MR. CHAIRMAN (Mr. Drm:r:,hy): The Committee of Ways and Means have directed 

me to report that they have considered the matters to them referred 

and re.port having made some progress.and ask leave to sit again. 

On motion report received and adopted. 
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MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, I have a message from His Honour, 

the Lieutenant Governor. 

MR SPEAKER: This is addressed to the Hon. Minister of Finance. 

"I, the Lieutenant Governor of the Province of NewfolDldland, 

transmit estimates of sums required for the public services of the 

province for the year ending 31st day of March, 1975 by way of 

further supply and in accordance with the provisions of the 

British North America Act of 1867, as amended, I recommend these 

estimates to the House of Assembly." This is signed by His Honour, 

the Lieutenant Governor. 

MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, I move that the message received from 

His Honour the Lieutenant Governor, together with the amended estimates, 

be referred to the Committee of Supply and that Your Honour do now 

leave the Chair for the House to resolve itself into Committee of 

Supply. 

On motion that the House go into Committee of Supply, 

Mr. Speaker left the Chair. 

On motion that the committee rise, report progress 

and ask that the resolution be reported to Committee of Ways and 

Means, Mr. Speaker returned to the Chair. 

MR. CHAIRMAN (Mr. Dunphy): Mr. Speaker, the Committee of Supply 

have considered the matters to them referred and report having 

passed estimates of Supply totalling $542,576,400 in addition 

to the initial sum of $103,450,000, authorized for like purposes 

by the previous Supply Act, and ask leave to sit afain. 

On motion report received and adopted. 

On motion that the House go into Committee of the Whole 

on Ways and Means, Mr. Speaker left the Chair. 

Resolution: That it is expedient to introduce a measure 

to provide for the granting to Her Majesty for defraying certain 

expenses of the public service for the financial year ending 31st. day 

of March, 1975, the sum of $542,576,400 in addition to the initial 
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sum of $103,450,000 authorized for like purposes by the Supply 

Act, No. 1, 1974. 

I. 
II. 

III. 
IV. 
v. 

VI. 
VII. 

VIII. 
IX. 
x. 

- XI. 
XU. 

XIII. 
XIV. 
xv. 

XVI. 
XVII. 

XVIII, 
XIX. 
xx. 

On motion resolution carried. 

SCHEDULE: 

On motion following heads of expenditure, carried. 

Consolidated Fund Services 
Legislative . 
Executive Council 
Finance 
Manpower and Industrial 

Relations 
Education 
Justice 
Social Services 
Rehabilitation and Recreation 
Health 
Mines and Energy 
Forestry and Agd.culture 
Tourism 
Fisheries 
Industrial Development 
Rural Development 
Transportation and 

Communications 
Public Works and Services 
Municipal Affairs and Housing 
Provincial Affairs and 

Environment 

200,000 
1,189,100 
1,705,100 
6,520,300 

1,492,300 
149,568.400 
12,021,900 
43,796,700 
18,261,900 
98,826,400 
20.253,800 
22,378,300 
8,888,300 

13,329,500 
2,249,800 
3,191,800 

65,991,300 

37,230,300 
34,387,600 

1,093,600 

On motion that the conmittee rise, report having 

passed a resolution for the granting of Supply to Her Majesty and 

that a bill be introduced to give effect to the same. 

Mr. Speaker returned to the Chair. 
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'IR DUN?liY: ---- '! r. Speaker, the Committee of Hays and means have considered 

the matters to them referred and direct me to report having passed i:he 

re!'lolut1on for the prantinp of sunply co Per ~fajesty and reco1'lll'end that 

a bill be introduced to pive effect co the same. 

f\n !'lotion report received and adopted. 

nn "10tion Pesolution read a first and second tine. 

On motion, a bill, "An Act for Grancinp. to Her '·1ajestv Certain 

~urns of Money ~or Defrayinp Certain F.xnenses of the Public Services 

For the Financial Year Ending the Thricy-firsc Day of 'larch, One 

Thousand Nine Hundred and Seveney-Five And For Ocher Purposes ~elacinp 

To The 'Pnblic Services,·· read a first time, ordered read a second 

time now, by leave. 

nn motion hill read a second time, ordered read a chir<l time 

now. hv .leave. 

On motion bill read a third time, ordered nassed and tirle he 

as on the Order Paper. 

nn motion, a hill, 'An Ace Further To Awend The Income Tax 

/let.'' read a second time, ordered referred to a Conmitcee of the 

Whole Jlouse presently by leave. 

'lR. NEA!!Y: I would like to no int out to the House, ~-ir, that in the interest 

of seeing that the business of the province is conducted as quickly as 

possible that we are P-oing to ap.ree with it and we are p;rantinp leave 

but I want to point out, Sir, that we have been denied this privilep;e 

on this side of the House every time we have asked for it, Sir. But we 

are not p.oinp to be nasty, Sir, we are not ~oing to try to delay the 

proceedings of the House, we are goinr to agree by leave to have this matter 

dealt with immediately. 

On motion, a bill, "An Act Further To Amend The Retail Sales 

Tax Act, 1972, ,. read a second time, ordered referred to a Committee of 

the Whole House presently hy leave. 

On motion, a bill, "An Act Further To Amend The Local Authority 

r.uarantee Act, 1957,"' read a second time, ordered referred to a Committee 

of the Whole House presencly by leave. 
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On motion, a bill, "An Act Further To Amend The Loan And 

Guarantee Act, 1957," read a second time, ordered referred to a 

Committee of the Whole House presently hy leave. 

On motion, a bill, "An Act To Authorize The R.aising Of Money 

!ly Way Of Loan Jly The Province, " read a second time, ordered referred 

to a Committee of the Whole House presently by leave. 

0n motion that the House go into Committee of the Whole to 

consider nrder numbers 41, 42, 43, 45 and 46, ~r. Speaker left the 

Chair. 

"An Act Further To Amend The Income Tax Act.· , On motion 

clauses 1 to 5, carried. Motion that the committee report having passed 

the hill without amendment,carried. , 

' 'An Act Further To Amend The Retail Sales Tax Act, 1972. " On 

motion clauses 1 to 10, carried. ~otion that the committee reoort having 

passed the bill without amendment, carried. 

"An Act Further To Amend The Local Authority r.uarantee Act, 1957.'' 

On motion clauses l to 2, carried. Notion c:hat the committee report 

havinl! passed the hill without amendment, carried. 

"An Act Further To Amenrl The Loan And r.uarantee Act, 

195 7 .' ' nn motion clauses 1 to 2 carried. Motion that the committee 

reoort havinf ~assed the hill without amendment,, carried. 

'"An Act To Authorize The Raising Of Money By Way Of Loan By The 

Province." On motion clause 1, carried. 

MR. IIICK."1AN: Clause 2, '!r. Chairman, subclause (1), the second last 

line, it reads •·renewal or refund, ,. that should be ·•renewal or refunding, · 

I move it be amended by adding the letters "ing·; 

On motion clause 2 as amended, carried. 

Motion that the co1111!1ittee report having passed the bill with some 

amendment, carried. 

On motion that the committee rise and report having passed Bills 

Nos. 51, 52, 53 and 73 without amendment and Bill No. 75 with sollle 

amendment, }Ir. Speaker returned to the Chair. 

MR. DUNPHY: Mr. Speaker, the Conunittee of the Whole have considered the 
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matters to them referred and have directed me to report havinp, 

passed Bills No. 51, 52, 53 and 73 without amendment. 

On motion report received and adopted. 

NM - 3 

On motion bills ordered read a third time presently.by leave. 

On motion, a bill, "An Act Further To Amend The Income Tax 

Act," read a third time, ordered passed and title be as on the Order 

Paper. 

l)n motion, a hill, "An Act Further To Amend The Retail Sales Tax 

Act, 1972,·· read a third time, ordered passed and title be as on the 

nrder Paper. 

'ln mot:lon, a bill, 'An Ace Further To !\mend '!:he LocaJ .A.uthoricy 

r.uarantee Act, 1957," read a third time, ordered passed and title be 

as on the 'lrder Paper. 

nn wotion, a bill, "An Act Further To Amend The Loan And C:uarantee 

Act, 1°57," read a third time, ordered passed and title he as on 

the Orcler Paper. 

On motion, a bill, "An Act To Authorize The Raising Of '1oney 

By Way l)f Loan By The Province,· read a third time, ordered passed and title 

he as on the Order Paper. 

MR. DUNPHY: Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole have considered the 

matters to them referred and have directed me to report having passed 

Bill No. 75 with some amenaent. 

On motion report received and adopted. 

On motion amendment read a first and second time. 

On motion Rill No. 75 ordered read a third time presently,by leave. 

On motion, 2 bill, "A.n Act To Authorize The Raising Of 'loney By 

Way nf Loan By The Province,'' read a third time, ordered passed and title 

he as on the Order Paper. 

Motion second reading of a bill, "An Act Further To Amend The Schools 

Act. ·• 

MR. SPEAKER: The honourable Minister of Education. 

RON. _G. OTTENllEJMER, Minfater of Education: ~r. Speaker, this bill 

No. 29~while dealing with fairly complex issues.is not I think a 
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concrovers1al bill in itself. Actually, as honourable members know, 

just about all le12;islation brought in by the Deoartment of Education 

is done so after consultation with and usually on the advice and with the 

consent of the general advisory committee which is a statutory body 

composed of the denominational authorities, the federation of 

school hoards, the 11/ewfoundland Teachers' Association, the Universicy 

and the Department of Education. This bill is essentially required 

for two reasons; number one, because of the Collective Bargaining 

Act. Certain amendments are necessary so thac The Schools Act is in 

conformity with a collective bargaining agreement And the act authorizing 

it. Other reasons are for legislative tidying up. I can assure honourable 

members that all of the matters covered in this bill are broup,ht forward 

with theagreement and concurrence of che General Advisory Cotranittee and 

those hodies chat it represents,which are all the bodies immediately 

involved in education that I outlined before. 

So as I say,I will repeat it, it is basically necessary for two 

reasons; because of the collective bargaining agreement, a nwnber of 

matters which were covered by statute need no longer ard therefore 

should no longer be so covered and also certain maccers of adminiscracive 

efficiency,and all of it brought forward with the agreement of the 

General Advisory Council. 

What it does essentially is this; it broadens the definitfon of 

a private school co include nursery and other pre-kindergarten groups. 

It also covers a situation with respect to membership nn school boards. 

They now hold office for four year periods and ic is a lep,al technicality 

that if a person should die or should resign and for a replacement, the period 

of time for which che replacement would serve. It would noc be for four 

vears from his aopointment but for the balance of the four year period. 

It also makes provision for contingencies, for example neetings 

of school boards, if there should be no quorum or in the unlikely but always 

oossible event that a board should be dissolved.or that a board would have 

jurisdiction of a geographical area outside of the delineation of the 

board and provides that an executive committee, through its executive secretary, 
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would exercise the powers of the board until chat situation is 

rectified and if there were no such committee, that the Minister of 

Education would so do. 

Jr stinulates that school boards are now oblif'ecl to carry 

insurance, both fire and liability. f;r,fore chey were not n1,1i ;' <'ci, 

it was optional. It also takes out a number ,,f restrictive "'f'asures 

t'1at were fon,,erlv in the net: which are no longer necessary because 

they are no lonr-er ?,Overned h:1 stature hut governed bv collective 

airret!!'lent: which <>overns ,,,orkinf! condi cions. 

f n01:her "la ttP.r, when,by nreviously boards whic:h used cext l"ateri:, ls. 

rliff,:,re,,r fro"' t',n•;e auc!1nri?.ed by the ckpartr1ent, could use these di ffcrl!nC 

texts upon the permission of the l!'inister. it w:;,; necessary to apnly a 

year r.efore. This I tliink was an unnecessarily lonr til'le and chi.s 

~ets rid of that necessitv for anplyinr for nena1ssinn ;i year before. 

T. should say that this r,cr,nissirm is almost invariably rr:mted 

becaust> indPed we wish to encourane ,1ivPrsificat5.on. J could roinr 

nut: ,1<a well that such text: or materials henefit fror c:ie same subid,lies, 

chat js fror, kinderp:arten up to rrade six they woulcl i,p frpe, 

~rather chanf'P ~'l ,,heri,r v r,rC"viru<sly it ,.,a~ statP.d tl1Rt sc'1nol 

l•narr1~"'rray•()ffr.r Priucatjonal services co c'bildren who t-:cr<e six years 

old on or hpfore nece~bf'r Jl of the s~hool year, now the wordin~ is 

1-hey sh:dl .. 

These J. thirl· are esisentially t!1e matters. Until chis amendment 

goes throuph; certain conditions regardinP, the e111ploy1l'ent of teachers 

,•ere> covered hy statute and now these are covered hy the collective 

n7ree.nPnc so c1'rtt hpcomeR nnn~cessarv. Those are the hais:lc T'l'ltters 

coverf'CI, As T sav '!lost of it or much nf' it is broupht in in order 

co nut the statute in conforr'lity with the collective agreement and the 

rest, cidvinr up or clarification or administrative efficiency; the 

1-1hole thinp hroupht in with the concurrence of the deno!l'inatinnal 

rrouns, the school boards, the NTA and the other bodies who have 

me.T'lbership on the General Advisory Council. 
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HR. SPEAKER: The honourable Member for St. Barbe North. 

'lR. F. B. ROWE: Well, Hr. Speaker, I do not think there is too 

nruch in this particular bill that we on this side of the Rouse can 

criticize particularly in view of the fact that the advisorv 

committee to the minister made these recounnendations strongly. 

There are a number of Questions that I had jotted down some months 

ago that I was going to ask hi.m but I cannot nick out mv writing on 

it now. Probably I coulrl ask the minister these auestions now and 

he could answer them and we could go through them, item by item,the 

clause hy clause aspect of it fairly quickly. 

Pith respect to Clause (3) Respecting that every school hoard 

shall hold off:lce for a period of four years, you know, from the date 

of their appointment, could the minister .1ust i.ndicate what percentap.e 

of these members are elected now? 

Clause (7)(h): This was a kind of controversial clause in 

the original bill, 

still take it that 

this business of having to wait for a vear. I 

we have to p.o through the formalitv of getting the 

approval of tl1e minister of course on this type of thing ,which I think 

should be left in for certain obvious reasons. 

Clause (10) (a); 11 ~ubj ect to Section (83) a school hoard shall 

not refuse to any child l'!dm:l.ssion to any school under its control unless 

the child can be accommodated in (a) a school appropriate to his o~m 

religious faith, if any, reasonably available to him,or another school 

more reasonably available to him than the school under its control. ,. 

I think that may just be still a little bit retropressive in terms of 

making our schools a little bit more nondenominational. I do not know 

whether that goes quite far enough,but that is the only comment I have 

on that. 

Clause(lS) (3) is certainly reasonable and .should ensure eaual 

standards throughout. 

So that is really about all, Mr. Sneaker, that I can think 

about on this particular bill. If the minister can remember a couple 

of questions that I did ask him ,I should appreciate an answer to them 

but in viet~ of the fact that the advisory committee, the minister has 

6409 



!'lay 16, 1974 Tape 1665 (Night) PK - 2 

agreed with it totally, I cannot see too many more ob.1ections to it 

myself. 

'IR. SPEAKER: If the honourable minister should speak now, he shall close the 

debate. 

MR. OTI'ENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, the first question, the ~ercentage 

elected on school boards is mandatory now,that twenty-five per cent 

be elected. Am I right or do I have the percentage wrong? 

AN HON. MEMBER: A third. 

MR. OTI'ENHEI'MER: A third, right. A third is it? Yes, my mistake. 

Right! Thirty-three per cent, right! Be elected! This of course is 

operative.1,,P.ll as of fairly recently,when the elections were held. 

Now in some areas there were no contestants or there was one candidate 

but nobody opnosed him. So in a sense he is still elected hecause he 

was elected by acclamation just as if a member be nominated for a 

political party and nobody else runs, he would be elected but elected 

by acclamation without opposition, without anybody onposing him. 

So thirtv-three ner cent hy 1 a•,1 have to be elected. And the nercentage 

of course of oeople voting in various areas varied and we do not have 

yet an overall picture because we do not have the reports from the 

various school boards. I do not know what it would he across the 

province; in some areas twenty and twenty-five per cent and in some 

areas considerably ' less. 

With respect to Clause (7)(b) I think the honourable gentleman 

was in agreement there. Certainly the vear is a long period and I think 

most neonle now will agree that it should be required to seek approval. 

There may be something very, very wrong if that approval were very 

frequently denied. Indeed, to the best of my knowledge it is, if ever, very 

rarely denied, I am not aware, the year and a-half I have been there, 

of it ever having been denied. 

The matter of the building standards.of course that brings into 

legislation specific kind of huild1ng standard obligation. 

Now Clause (lO)(a), I had better read it out. That is fairly 

involved. "A school board shall not refuse to any child admission to 

any school under its control unless the child can be accommodated in a 
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like school anproprj ate to his own religious faith, if any, 

reasonably available to him or another school more reasonably 

available to him than the school under its control. If there is 

any dispute, the minister shall determine and his decision shall 

be final. 

Actually this is a legal reference or incornoration of the 

denominational system that we have. I nersonally have never, again 

I can only speak for the vear and a-half that I have been ¥inister of 

Education yes, only in one case, I was wrong, only in one instance 

has it ever been brought to my attention where a person was refused 

admission to a school because he was of a faith different from that 

school. In that instance, it was a case of misunderstanding. It was 

a case of a family stayinP, in their summer home a month lon?,er and 

applying for a school in the area where thev have their summer home and 

the principal said no; that he should go where they are going to live. 

It was onlv al">out twenty miles difference, just outside of St • .John's -

but the child should p.o to school where they are going to live all year 

long. The uarent thoup.ht at the time that the child vas being refused 

admission because of denominational grounds,and that was not the case 

at all. The case was that the principal felt it was not in the child's 

interest to he goinp, for a month in one school and then for the rest of 

the year back in St. John's. This is a sumMer home just ten or fifteen 

miles outside of St. John's. So that was a case of misunderstanding on 

the parents nart and a misunderstanding of the principal's reason for 

not admittinP, the child, and perhaps a fault on the princioal's nart 

of not clarifying the reason that he would not accept the child. It 

was not on a denominational matter. So J say this is a legal reference 

to the denominational system • In actual fact ,in reality it has never 

come to my attention nor has there ever been a reference to me to 

intervene on this matter because here it says; 'Where there is a dispute 

with respect to this,then the minister shall after an investigation 

determine the matter." I have never been reouired to determine the 
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matter. The only time when any reference was made to me was the one 

I referred to and that was essentially on a matter of misunderstandinp. 

HR. F. B. llOWE: }fr. Sneaker, before the minister sits down and closes 

debate on it, would he nermit a nuestion? 

~'.R. OTTE:NHEIMER: Yes, Sir. 

MR. F. R. RO\TF.: ------·----· There was certainly a tremendous lack of interest in 

the recent school board elections. Has the minister made any attemnt 

to ascertain the cause for this? Or if there is some mechanism wherehy 

there can he a little more interest created? Was it lack of 

interest or iust lack of knowledge of the fact that these school hoard 

elections were going on and the procedures that were to be used or 

what? I mean I 1,Tas ouite astounded myself when I heard how many of 

these school hoards _;ust did not have any peon le seeldnR election ,for 

a small amount of twenty-five per cent of the total board. Eas the 

minister's personnel attemuted to fi.nd out the reason for this, and if 

anything can Be done to rectify the situation? 

Yes, }Ir. Speaker. we in the denartment have discussed 

it with a number of school board chairmen and superintendents, ueople 

involved with it :In general. I suppose the consensus is or vhat it would 

appear to 1,e that it is most unfortunate that more people did not partake 

because there are a large number of people, you know, whom make known their 

views and quite rightly so on education and, you know, criticize various 

things,which obviously is their nd.vilege,and make various suggestions -

and here is an opnortunity to get in a position to make decisions, not 

.iust to talk about it hut to out your money where your mouth is so to 

speak, and a very small uercentage did. 

I ~uppose a certain apathy is really the only answer. Well it is 

certainly an important factor in many areas,Of course, you know, neoole 

are reluctant and of course there is no pay involved, absolutelv no 

pay. It is a responsibility that one assmnes. I suppose there is a certain 

amount of apathy, I think,as well, I think before the next elections 

come that the regulations, you know there were regulations drawn up 

for this school board election,resembling almost a provincial election, 
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of voting cards and if people were not on a voting list being sworn 

in and of going to polls, you know, a very legalistic approach as 

it were and the same kind of procedure to block people from voting 

twice and all of that stuff. 

I think, myself, in future, and I am open to correction on 

this, from school board members and from officials in the department 

as they make a sufficient study of it, but I am inclined to think it 

is hardly necessary to go through all of this election machinery. ·r am 

inclinced to think that if only twenty-five per cent are going to 

vote once, you do not have to worry very much about people voting 

twice. That a person on his honour, you know, would just be announced. 

Citizens for whose children, or for whose children if they had any, 

educational services would be provided by such and such a board, will 

vote in such and such a place and people will go and, on their honour, 

give their name and vote and, on their honour, attest that they have 

not voted previously. I do not think actually that all of that 

legal machinery is necessary, and that it could be, on that, if that 

were not necessary it could be that the people would be more 

spontaneous. These are the only reasons that I can put forward, 

I really do not think that all of that time and expense checking off 

who is voting and mailing out voting cards, I do not think that is 

necessary. I think that people when the time comes, you know at 

such and such a time, at such and such a place, as to where you vote all 

you do is come and on your honour give your name and say that this 

is the school board membership for which you are entitled to vote. 

I certainly do not see that there is any benefit at all in people, 

you know, checking or voting more than once, 

MR. SIMMONS: Mr. Speaker, before the minister sits down could he 

just indicate what was the change in Section (8), what change is involved 

there, the age of children coming into school? 

MR OTTENHEIEMR: Section (8). Yes. Allow me to look up the previous 

bill, Section (61) of the previous bill. Oh, yes, right! This is 
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someth1n,- of a technicality as well. The former Section (61) had the 

same substance as this one but a sub-paragraph which said, "This 

section shall come into force on a day to be proclaimed by the 

Lieutenant Governor-in-Council. ' It is just a deletion of that 

section,,rhich is the substance of this. 

On motion bill, read a second time, ordered referred 

to a Collllllittee of the Whole House on tomorrow. 

Motion, second reading of a bill, ' An Act Further To Amend 

The Education (Teaching Training) Act': 

HR. SPEAKER: The Hon. Minister of Education. 

NR. OTTENHED!ER : ~r. Speaker, for some weeks I prenared notes on 

this, I want to make sure that I can make them out. Actually these 

amendments are necessary or follow logicallv from the amendments 

that we just voted. 

Section (77) of the Schools Act was repealed. It deals with 

the emnloyment and duties of teachers. It is reolaced hy the collective 

a?reement, so similar provisions here should no longer be onerative. 

There is a paragraph which dealt with the suspension of teachjng 

certificates or licences for reasons of breach of contract,and these 

procedures are now covered in the Teacher Training Act. Actually these 

amendments, as I think the exnlanatory notes say.follows upon both 

the collective agreement and the changes formerly made in the Schools 

Act. It is pretty much of a technical and inevitable change. 

On motion bill read a second time, ordered referred to 

a Connnittee of the Whole House on tomorrow. 

Motion, second readinp: of a bill, ,.An Act R@specting The 

Appointment and Powers Of the Newfoundland Geographical Names Board'': 

~IR. SPEAKER: The Hon. Minister Without Portfolio. 

MR. W. W. MARSHALL (MINISTER WITHOUT PORTFOLIO): ·Mr. Speaker, this is 

a very simple bill, lengthy but simple just the same. The Hon. 

~inister for Provincial Affairs,who is not here tonight,normally would 

be introducing it. But this is a bill to replace or repeal the 

Nomenclature Board Act and to substitute herewith the Geographical Names 

Board Act in place of the Nomenclature Board Act. The proposed legislation 
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is designed to meet the requirements of the Canadian Permanent Committee 

on geographical names. The provisions are here. They are verv much 

similar to that set forth in the Nomenclature Board Act. Also really 

it is to stage a uniform legislation, adopts it towards the general 

principles throughout Canada,of boards of thjs nature.and I have 

much pleasure in moving second reading. 

~m.. ~PEAKER: The honourah.le Member for White Bay South. 

MR. W. N. ROWE: We are in comnlete ap,reement with it, Sir. I have 

a no int that I t,•ould like to raise which is vaguelv related to the 

whole idea of nomenclature and names of communities throughout the 

nrovince. I notice that the Department of Transportation's mans 

J.:eep dropning names off that map from around the province. If, for 

example, a community has resettled,~ Community like Push.through, 

for examnle, or Huddy llole or some similar co1'111Tlun:!ty on the South 

Coast, I notice that the Department of Highways from its maps drops 

those name!<. They do it because I suppose some civil servant or sol'!e 

public servant savs that no oeople live do~m there anv more or there :Is 

no road there any more that is ma1ntatned and this sort of thing, therefore 

we will dro!" it. But, Sir, I think from a '!)Oint of view of history, 

since these road mans are so widesnread and used for tourism nurooses 

and this sort of thing, I think it would be a shame if these names which 

have ~reat historic validity in worth and merit, if these names were 

allowed to r.o out of the public memory, and that nerhcm~(The ''inister 

of Transnortation is not here now.)althouQ:h the names will always be 

preserved in some documents or other, in charts and this sort of thinp:, 

I think that on a map that is used generally by the people of Newfoundland 

and tourists coming into the province that there is no reason why that 

these names should be deleted. Perhaps the Minister of Justice might 

make a note of it and recommend to his colleague, the minister, that on 

the next issue of road mans in Newfoundland that all these names be nut 

back in again. 

longer inhabited 

AN HON. !-ff.1-IBER: 

There could he some sort of a symbol to sav they are rio 

A different colour. 
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MR. W. N. ROWE: Or a different colour or somethinl! like that. "No 

longer inhabited,," but it would be a shame if these went out of the 

general public memory.because they have great 

.. 
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his tor Ir: Hort h . I ,10 hope that thE rnin. i.<:ter - p,:r'.aps the minister 

might ;dve :m assur;mc,! now that he will take i.t up with his 

collc:H;11e and ;nake sun• U,at in the next issue of the road rr-ap 

of ·rewfouncll,mcl that all these namrs will be re:lnstatP d on the map. 

MP.. f, Pr:AKEP. · If the r.iini. ster speaks now , he closes t':te debate. 

l•!P. l1AllSHALL: I roncur wholehearted ly with the honourabl e r.iember, 

i-<r. Sr,r• :11' er. It ls certainly a very val id SU!!'.;testion which will be 

passe rl on to the minister concerned. 1'. lso it i s a matt e r of some 

regr<' t to thr gove rnme nt that throur.h, as he says, the civil servants 

in t.lw r:entralization of Canada ;md through the Canada post office, 

T hPlievP a lot of th e olcJ names have, heen lost or changed purelv 

ann slrnnly to coTTtT'lY with the computers up in Ottawa or what have 

you. 

C£,rtainly :It is a sugp;est1 on, a meritorious suggestion, wh1 ch 

wil.1 he brour,ht to the attention of the l 'inister of Transportation 

and r::ommunication and indee d of any minister in the government charged 

,rttli that responsibility. 

On motion a hill, · An Act Respecting The Appointment And 

Powers Of The Newfound] and Geographical Names Board,'· read a second 

time . ortlererl referred to a Committee of the Whole House on tomorrow. 

Notion second rending of a hill, An Act Further To Amend 

Tl,e Social Assistance /let, 1971: ' ' 

J1!. _Q;r_TEN!!_E1MllR: Mr. Speaker, this bill will essentially accomplish 

two matters. It will amend the act and specifically confer right 

of appeal to the supreme court. After the decision of the appeal 

board. welfare clients further, if it be agreed, h.ave the rigttt· 

of appeal to the supreme court. It will also delete from the 

act the word "Persistently". This is with respect to improper 

practices. The object of this is that if any action is taken 

that it not necessarily need to be taken under the criminal code 

which is not the intention but under the Social Assistance Act. 

Those are the two essential provisions of this amendment, the right 

of appeal specifically affirmed to the supreme court and also to facilitate 

any action if indeed it is to be taken, that it ~ay be taken under terms 
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of the Social Assistance Act. 

MR. F. ROWE: 

MR. SPEAKER: 

MR. F. ROWE: 

Is this bill number 15, Mr: Speaker? 

Yes. 

This amendment, }f.r. Speaker, is good from the point 

of view of the protection of the school board. I think it is -

A."l HONOUR.ABLE MEMBER: --- No, no. 

!~!_._R~~--:_ It is not the right bill? Oh! Bill number 15. 

AN ,!iONOUPJl..llLE MEMBER: That is all right. Well, speak on that 

one. 

~-=-~· ROWE: No, I will speak on that one later, Mr. Speaker. 

As a matter of fact, Mr. Speak.er, I do not have bill number 15 here 

so I cannot speak on it. 

IB-2 

On motion a bill, "An Act Further To Amend The Social Assistance 

Act , 1971, read a second tillle , ordered referred to a Collllllittee of the 

Whole House tomorrow. 

Motion second reading of a bill, "An Act Respecting Fraudulent 

Conveyances:" 

MR. HICKMAN : Mr. Speaker, this is a very simple, straightforward 

bill. We found that we are one of the few provinces in Canada where 

there is no legislation dealing with fraudulent conveyances other than 

that provided under the Bankruptc~ Act. There is no recourse ar,ainst 

any individual who would transfer title to property after an action 

has been commenced and no protection against anyone defrauding as a 

result thereof. This bill simply provides under clause (3) that 

any conveyance of real property or personal property or bond, suit or 

jud~ement made for the purpose of defrauding creditors, shall be 

void. 

There is a saving clause properly in the bill which says 

that this does not apply to a person buying for valuable consideration, 

bona fide, a purchaser for value who has no knowledge of the fraudulent 

transaction. 

MR. W. ROWE: It certainly seems to be a very salutary addition 

to our civil law , Mr. Speaker. Maybe the minister can let us know -

was this causing a great deal of trouble? Some of the other lawyers 
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might have some comment on it as well. 

How did so many years go by without this amendment having 

been made? Everybody proceeded under the Bankruptcy Act, did they? 

And dicl not bother with this? When the minister gets up he might 

tell us what addition this makes to the body of law as far as 

fraudulent conveyances generally are concerned. \!hat additions? 

What added protections were not available under various other 

acts or various other pieces of legislation we might have in the 

law today? 

MR. UELLS : }fr. Speaker, I would like to have a very brief word 

on this. I think this is a good piece of legislation. I think 

it is necessar~,. Under some of the other acts that the member for 

White Bay South spoke off, there may be redress but it would be a 

round-about, cumbersome thing. The other problem would be the 

third party. the nerson who purchased. Well, this bill goes right 

to the root of it, that a conveyance made to avoid creditors be set 

aside. 

The usual thing that occurs to mr when a man gets in financial 

trouble or business trouble and he knows that there are going to 

be juclgements against him, very often he tries to convey off his 

property to his wife or his friends or whoever and can escape in 

that way. The bankruptcy procedure, as far as I can see, is very 

cumbersome anyway. 

One other point on the general principle of this that I 

would like to mention is something that I feel ought to be done. 

I raise this for the minister's consideration, Something ought to 

be done with section (5) of the Conveyancing Act also because under 

the Conveyancing Act a mortgagee can sell without notice, without 

anything. I think there have been cases of abuse in this country, 

sometimes where solicitors have used it too freely on behalf of 

clients and sometimes where other persons have used.this conveyance 

under section (5) of the Conveyance Act. 

Now, I think to go hand in glove with this and to fix a 

considerable loophole in the law, especially as things are getting 
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more complex in this province, I would suggest to the minister that 

he consider an amendment to section (5) of the Conveyance Act T!'.akinr; 

it more difficult for a mortgagee to sell and requiring a certain 

period of notice an~ requiring one or two of the things which appear 

in the foreclosure procedure to give the morgagor a chance to raise 

the money , a chance to know what is going on and a chance to do 

something about it before sale takes place. So, I raise that for 

the consideration of the minister. 

!~~--.!'ll:'.Y--:\:l{__EJ_:_ If the honourable minister speaks now he closes the 

debate. 

1~. HICKMAE._: Well, }!r. Speaker, referring to the col!Ullents by the 

honourable the member for St. John's South, I agree that that is 

a body of law that needs reform. The Conveyance Act itself, I 

hope pill be the subject matter of some fairly close study, not 

just on the power of sale given to a mortgagee but I believe there 

should be some protection, say for second mortgagees under the act, 

so thnt the first mortgagee has to give notice, give the second 

mortgagee the right to redeeD1; that there has to be an obligation 

imposed on a mortgagee that if he sells under the power of sale 

that he is accountable to the mortgagor, not only for the surplus 

of any raise but accountable to the mortgagor to show that he 

took proper steps and prudently sold the property,because there 

have been cases where I suspect the mortgagee was not too concerned 

over the rights of anyone other than his own. 

Some solicitors will argue that the foreclosure proceedings 

are too cun:bersome, that the six month period between the order and 

the time when I sign the order ,actually, it is too long. But a11;ai!). 

one does need a fair amount of time to enable the adequate and 

necessary accounting to be taken by the registrar and also to give 

a second mortgagee the ri~ht to come in and protect his interests or 

the mortgagor the right to redeem. I have never been very happy as 

a practicing lawyer with that provision. I think it is peculiar to 

Newfoundland. So, I thank the honourable gentleman for drawing this 

to my attention. 
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The reason for this act: I had sane representation from 

the Legislation Committee of the Law Society,going back to 1972,and 

also from the Canadian Bankers Association. In a sense it compliments 

the Bankruptcy Act because as honourable gentlemen are aware if the 

two acts are in conflict then the Bankruptcy Act prevails under the 

provisions of the British North American Act. 

On motion a bill, ' 'An Act Respecting Fraudulent Conveyances," 

read a second time, ordered referred to a Committee of the Whole House 

on tomorrow. 

?lotion second reading of a bill, "An Act Further To Amend The 

Conditional Sales Act: 

MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, this is a bill transferring the jurisdiction 

with respect to conditional sales from the jursidiction of the Minister 

of Justice , Departl'lent of Justice,to the Department of Provincial 

Affairs and Environment,in whose name this bill stands. It will 

require a lump sum payi12nt or can require a lump sum paYJ"ent from 

a professional searcher. It also provides that the fees payable 

under the bill be prescribed by regulation. This has been recommended 

in order to be able, so that the act be able to be administered more 

efficiently. It is really,just merely I think in the nature of 

housekeeping legislation. 

On motion a bill , "An Act Further To Amend The Conditional 

Sales Act.' read a second time, ordered referred to a Committee of 

the Whole House on tomorrow. 

}lotion second reading of a bill, "An Act Further To Amend 

The Bills Of Sale Act:" 

MR. MARSHALL: The remarks pertaining to the Conditional Sales Act 

pertain exactly to this Bills of Sale Act and is exactly the same. 

We are transferring jurisdiction to the Department of Justice and 

making the other provisions similar to the one that was just 

passed. 

On motion a bill, "An Act Further To Amend Tl,e Bills of 

Sale Act, " read a second time, ordered referred to a Committee of 

the Whole House on tomorrow. 

Motion second reading of a bill, 'An Act To Amend The Com11nmity 
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Councils Act, 1972 :' 

MR. EARLE: Mr. Speaker, this bill has just _some relatively minor 

amendments to the Community Council Act. The explanatory note I think 

is quite clear. It is to enable the imposition of a tax of two cents 

a gallon on propane gas. The emphasis there is on a gallon because 

the previous act stated only by the pound. Propane is now sold quite 

frequently by the gallon. This is just to allow it to be sold by 

either the gallon or the pound and the tax collected in that way. 

Also a section deals with animals other than dogs in the 

community, allows the community council to deal with these. Dogs 

of course are covered under a separate dog act but this pertains 

to all other animals.to prevent them from running loose and so on 

without control in coTTU11unities. 

The third provision is that fines be forwarded direct 

to the cormnunity council. Previous to this the fines were sent 

to the Department of Justice. It was just a simple matter of 

delay where they had to go to the Department of Justice and then were 

eventually transferred to the co!'.ll1lunity council concerned. To 

speed things up, it is suggested in this bill that they go direct 

to the council concerned. These are the amendments to the act. 

I have pleasure in moving their adoption. 

MR. F. R)WE: I assume that the imposition of the two cents a gallon 

on propane gas is equivalent to the amount that it would be on gas or 

oil or anything like that. 

AN HONOURABLE MEMBER: Inaudible. 

MR. F. ROWE: I am just saying the amount of the tax on propane gas 

would be equivalent to the tax on any other type of fuel or anything 

else. 

On motion a bill, ' ·An Act To Amend The Community Councils Act, 

1972,' read a second time, ordered referred to a Committee of the Whole 

House on tomorrow. 

Motion second reading of a bill, "An Act Respecting The 

Newfoundland Teachers' Association~• · 

MR. OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, this bill is brought in at the request 
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of and after consultation with the Newfoundland Teachers' Association. 

It essentially updates that legislation. Some of the changes are 

reauired after the passing of the Teachers' Collective Bargaining 

Act because certain provisions formerly covered in the Newfoundland 

Teachers' Association Act are now covered in the collective bargaining. 

As a matter of fact,one article in the collective agreement 

requires government to introduce amendments to existing lei,:islation 

to accommodate those changes brought about by collective agreement. 

This is actually brought in consequent to the collective agreement. 

One section, (4) (b) (3), is 2 redefinition of the objectives 

of the association and enables it to participate in collective 

bargaining. Another chanp;e is that up to now there was a provision 

in the act for a teacher to write o'ut of the association and to 

be exempted from paying fees by giving notice to the minister. Under 

the collective agreement all teachers in the barf.aining unit are 

requirec to pay an amount equal to the association's fee. In other 

words, if they write out, they still have to pay. It would certainly 

appear no longer necessary that writing out, that that be cornnunicated 

to the minister. There is no particular reason for that. So that 

requirement is dropped and anybody who writes out, all they would 

need to do would be to notify the association. 

I do not know if any do write out. I do not imagine that 

there are any. If so, the number must be pretty infinitesiMal. 

There is also an amendment which ,enables ar'ministrative 

officers of the NTA, people on their staff, to participate in the 

teachers' pension plan,if they were teachers any time prior to their 

entering the employ of the association. Previously or until these 

changes are made, that employee had to be a teacher immediately 

before becoming an employee of the NTA. 

The other matters I think are purely internal administrative, 

introduced at the request of the NTA. A provision; for example, for 

the inclusion of all members of the executive as voting members.at 

annual, general meetings and also a new designation of the officers of 

the association which was previously covered in the association's bylaws 
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and now their request will be covered by this bill. Those essentially 

are the provisions in the bill. 

~gt~. ROWE~_ I am not going to go into the details of the bill, Sir, 
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we are missing out on a very valuable procedure in this House. 

This bill is essentially a private bill. There may be some 

matters in this which are public in nature and therefore should be 

supported by the government and this sort of thing. 

There is a provision in our Standing Orders whereby 

private bills (This may not be one of them) where things like 

various professional association bills and hairdressers' bills and 

this sort of thing can be brought into the House and referred to a 

committee and then public hearings held on private bills and some 

public discussion can take place on them. I think, Sir, I would

commend this to the House Leader (I notice that the note says, 

very explanatory note.) that on bills such as this, this bill would 

repeal the Newfoundland Teachers' Association Act and replace it 

with an up-to-date act in keeping with the present wishes of the 

members of the association concerned. It is very explanatory. 

Here we are, Sir, rubber stamping here, the Legislature, 

something which is essentially private, private in that it is an 

association whose members want certain things done and have the 

force of legislation, an act passed. Why does not the House 

Leader every now and then in keeping with his much heralded intention 

earlier of sending things to committees in this House,whenever bills 

of this nature come in, which are essentially private, have them brought 

in by somebody as a private bill, not a private members' bill but a 

private bill? This one may not be. This may not be but I notice 

that the minister referred to certain internal arrangements and 

operations of the Newfoundland Teachers' Association, which is essentially 

a professional association as are the lawyers, the doctors, the dentists 

and this sort of thing. What they are doing is that they are calling upon 

us to give the force of law to their club rules. This is what it 

amounts to. It is a private association. 
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Now what I am saying is that for private bills of this nature, 

a body of procedure grew up over the years 'lihich required that they 

be introduced as a private bill, that they be referred to the private 

bills committee and that that committee hold hearings and that people 

who are interested in that, whether pro or con, members of an 

association. ·How do we know how many people are agreed in this 

particular association. Perhaps the executive has conferred with the 

minister. I do not know the answers to these questions. 

In any event, I think we should follow that procedure 

whenever we can. Have a committee which can receive private bills, 

have a hearing on it, have people make representation to that committee, 

pro and con and then the committee report back to the House and have 

the thing passed on the recommendation of that committee. It seems to 

me to be a superb procedure rather than we merely being used or a government, 

not the House so much because we are entitled to read the bill, but 

a government merely being used as a tool. I think this is a great bill, 

and the amendments are good and this kind of a thing I would imagine; 

Rather than the minister just bringing in something as a government measure, 

which is essentially private and this one may be a little more public 

than some of the bills we have had, why do we not go through that very 

good procedure which has grown up over the years ? It would also give 

backbenchers of the House something to do, Mr. Speaker, and to get 

involved in some of these things. 

MR. WELLS: I have had some familiarity with this over the 

years and I have to make a comment on the comments of the Hon. Member 

for White Bay South. He is quite right, of course, insofar as people 

like the hairdressers are concerned. In fact, I think, if I recall, 

the Hairdressers' Act was passed in the ~arly 1960's. I remember acting 

for them at the time and appearing before the collllllittee of the House. 

I do not suppose there was ever a bill that got the same painstaking 

consideration as that one did in the conmdttee. It took several days. 

They were locked up in a little room down there. 
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I think that the reason the Newfoundland Teachers' 

Association Act is a public act is essentially a historical one 

in that, of course, the whole business of teachers and the governing 

of the Newfoundland Teachers' Association was a matter of considerable 

importance, It ste1D111ed, I think, out of the close relationship 

of the churches and govel"lllllent to teaching over the years. When the 

Newfoundland Teachers' Association Acts were introduced, to my 

knowledge and recollection they were never introduced as private acts. 

Although in the strict sense of the word, they did govern the private 

workings of an organization. At the same time, it was an organization 

that had such public implications that I believe it was historically 

felt that the Newfoundland Teachers' Association offhand ought to be 

introduced as a government measure by the government of the day, whatever 

government it was. This was followed on. 

Of course, that sort of thinking has also been enshrined 

in the Collective Bargaining Act, the Teachers' Collective Bargaining 

Act, when it refers to the Newfoundland Teachers' Association Act 

and, as I recall it, refers to the Newfoundland Teachers' Assocation 

Act in a way that requires amendments to be introduced into the 

Newfoundland Teachers' Association Act so that collective bargaining 

can go on. I think that that is the reason for it. It is a historical 

one which has grown up over the years. 

With regard to this bill itself, I may say that I 

think we should be all pleased that this bill is being passed by this House . 

It recognizes that the Newfoundland Teachers' Association, from very 

humble and small beginnings, has now become a very important organization, 

not just to its members but in the proper and effective governing of its 

members for the province as a whole, 

Mr, Speaker, I am pleased myself to see this, having 

had in past years an association with this. It seems to me also 

that th~billdesls with something that is very germane now that the 

school system has become more complicated and complex and that is 
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it deals in an exhaustive and very thorough way, I believe, with the 

question of disciplinary measures for members of the teaching 

profession. Because, of course, of their importance, their day to 

day contact with members of the public and children, I think perhaps 

even there there is something even worthy of the passage of a public 

bill. Certainly, I think I expressed the hope for all of us that this 

bill will work well for the Newfoundland Teachers' Association and 

that that organization and the people that it serves, which are all of 

us really, will benefit from the passage of it. 

MR. SIMMONS: Mr. Speaker, I have just a few words before 

a vote is called on this bill. I simply want to say how pleased 

I am to see it come before the House. As I listened to the Member 

for St. John's South relrlnisce concenaing his involvement, I was 

reminded, of course, that the bill we have before us tonight is 

one that has been ready for the House for some time. It was during 

my period of active involvement with the association that we 

haDD11ered out the two or three new principles that appear in the 

bill, particularly Section 16 which was referred to by the Member 

for St. John's South, the matters 

members of the association. 

affecting the disciplining of 

Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to say before the 

question is called that I am delighted to see that this important 

piece of legislation, important certainly in the education context, 

important to the 6,000 or more members of the Newfoundland Teachers' 

Association, is now before the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I would just like to comment on 

the points made by my colleague from White Bay South. Certainly 

in endorsing it he said insofar as private or quasi-private bills 

are concerned, certainly a comment would apply in some measure to 

this particular bill. Perhaps I m:Lght add that in a case of this 

particular bill, there is another procedure which is operative and 
.,~ 

that is that I gather until such time
1

there is a pretty complete 
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agreement within the Newfoundland Teachers' Association that the 

bill does not get before this House,and that is a kind of an unwritten 

rule. It is perhaps not one that can be relied on. I would 

gather that its very presence here would indicate that it has the 

endorsement of the Newfoundland Teachers' Association. That is 

not to subtract at all from the point that my colleague from Whit~ 

Bay South has made. I would certainly see the need for the kind of 

mechansim that he proposed. It would have the effect even in the 

case of this particular type of bill of affording the members of the 

House who for some particular reason were not following this kind 

of legislation or who were not particularly involved in the affairs of 

the Newfoundland Teachers' Association or who were not particularly 

interested in its affairs. of hearing the viewpoints of the 

Newfoundland Teachers' Association, the people or whatever people 

were involved, whatever organization or private group were involved. 

Mr. Speaker, I would just like to say again that 

I am certainly pleased to see this before the House and to see that it 

is about to become legislation. A new Newfoundland Teachers' Association 

Act was needed for Jome time. This tends to not only tidy np a nlll1lber 

of matters but also to give the force of legislation to a number of other 

important matters affecting the membership of the Newfoundland Teachers' 

Association. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear! Hear! 

On motion, a bill, "An Act Respecting The Newfoundland 

Teachers' Asspciation," read a second time, ordered referred to a l:ommittee of 

the Whole House on tomorrow. 

Motion second reading of a bill, "An Act Further To 

Amend The Child Welfare Act, 1972:" 

MR. OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, this is a very minor bill. We have 

something in its wording which may obviously have much more importance 

in its effect. Until this amendment is enacted in the Child Welfare Act, 
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the term "relative" does not include an adopted child, it means 

only those related by blood or marriage or at least specifically 

there is no specific reference to adopted relationship. That is 

what this bill is designed to do. It is to include adopted children 

in the same category of relations as by blood or marriage. 

MR. W. N. ROWE: It is good to see that type of progress made, 

Mr. Speaker. I have only one question. Perhaps the (Acting) Minister 

or the Minister of Justice can answer it for me. Does this now obliterate 

as far as the government knows all legal distinction between children 

related by blood to their parents and/or the children adopted by 

parents? ls this the last remaining discriminatory vestige in our law 

that we are now getting rid of? If there are any other points of 

discrimination, either under wills.acts or descendants, descending of 

property to children or any other discrimination, is it the government's 

intention to get rid of them once and for all? 

MR. SPEAKER: If the honourable minister speaks now, he closes 

the debate. 

MR. OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, to the best of my -

MR. SIMMONS: Perhaps the minister in closing the debate could 

also educate me a bit on the point, the matter of the adop~ion of 

children as it comes under the Child Welfare Act. Is there any stated 

age of prospective parents, foster or adopting parents? Is there 

a point at which it is laid down in law a person is too old to adopt 

a child? I am thinking of a particular case. I do not want to go into 

it here. I just wanted to get some indication from the minister on 

this point. Is there some point at which the act says.or is it discretion 

on the part of the welfare officials that a person is not advisable 

for the family to adopt because of the age of the prospective parents 

there? 

MR. OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, in answer to the question that the 

Hon. Member for White Bay South asked, I have conferred with the 
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Minister of Justice and to the best of our knowledge, after this 

bill becomes law, there are not any other statutory discriminations 

or distinctions, at least to the best of my knowledge. If there are, 

certainly they should be changed. We are not aware of any. 

Mr. Speaker, with respect to the question that the Hon. 

Member for Hermitage asked, neither by law nor by specific regulations 

is there any age set with respect to parents who wish to adopt. Of 

course before any adoption there is quite a thorough procedure of 

interviews, references with respect to obviously the suitability of 

the prospective parents. This is weighed and assessed and obviously 

many matters are considered. There is no specific legal nor 

regulatory age limit. 

Mr. Speaker, I could point out as well that certainly for 

children five and under, there are now more requests from parents than 

in fact there are children for adoption. This is especially the case, 

of course, for newly horns or infants. 

MR. SIMMONS: In the case of a couple who had been the foster 

parents to a child for about three or three and one-half years and 

sought then to adopt the child and who were turned down, the stated 

reason was a matter of age. The parents were too old. The lady, 

I think, was in her early fifties, fifty-two or fifty-three at the time. 

Without getting into the merits of the case itself, I wonder would 

the minister indicate whether there is any kind of an appeal process 

in a situation like this? 

MR. OTTENHEIMER: To the best of my knowledge, Mr. Speaker, there is 

no appeal process that is within the department. Of course, there could 

be an appeal presumably on the point of law. There could be an appeal, 

I presume, to the Supreme Court. If a public official were not performing 

his duty properly, there might be a remedy through prerogative writ. 

I would presume that that is operative for every public official performing 

his duty or not performing his duty properly. 

appeal structure. 

There is no departmental 

6431 



May 16, 1974 Tape no. 1667 Page 8 

On the other matter, I am not familiar with the particular 

case the honourable gentleman has referred to. I suppose many factors 

are taken into ~ccount by those who make the assessments and make 

the recommendations. I cannot speak with any knowledge on this specific 

one because I am not aware of it. 

MR. SIMMONS: I was not at all wanting to get caught up in the 

merits of this particular case. When I heard of it I was a bit 

distressed that a situation like this should have transpired. There 

may be all kinds of good reasons. As I say, I am not at all wanting to 

get into the merits of this particular case. I did wonder as a matter 

of principle whether there were some field process. I am not at all 

saying that the official concerned did not do his job or he was 

negligent in doing his job. It was just a question. Everybody knows 

the reason for the appeal process anyway. It is often the case that 

officials make the wrong judgement on the matter. My question really 

is : Is there some mechanism,short of indicting the official, to offer 

to the parents the possibility of having the decision reversed? That 

was my real question. 

MR. OTTENHEIMER: I am not aware that there is. No doubt as in every 

function of government, any citizen would obviously have the right of 

appeal, writing to the minister and ask the minister to review. 

Re , of course, has a kind of responsibility for the performance of 

all public duties under his jurisdiction. That is a right and an access 

that all citizens have. There is no organized struc.tured appeal board 

like there is, i.e., in the case of welfare recipients and people who 

may not agree with the zoning regulations and various other activities. 

There is not to my knowledge any actual structured appeal board. 

On motion, a bill, "An Act Further To Amend The 

Child Welfare Act, 1972," read a second time, ordered referred to a 

Committee of the Whole House on tomorrow. 

Motion second reading of a bill, "An Act Further 

To Amend The Welfare Of Children Act:" 
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MR. OTTENHE~: This bill actually does uo more than what the 

explanatory note does in fact· s .tate and that is the change of 

the compos1tion of the youth guidance authority,and the COIIIPO'Dents 

of the board are listed there in 2(1) of the bill. I think the 

reason that this is required is because of that great governmental 

initiative of a year ago commonly referred to as restructur:1.ng 1whereby 

this youth guidance authority is responsible to or comea under the 

Department of Social Services. ~rtain members of the authority 

are officials in -the D.epartment of Rehabiliation. 
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<'n motion bill, read a second time, order referred to 

a Co'llmittee of the Whole House on tomorrow. 

Motion, second reading of a bill, ''An Act Further To Amend 

The ~aritime Hospital Services Association Re-Incorporation Act , 194~·· . 

Hm • T. A. RICKMAN (!HNI STER OF JUSTICE) : This bill soeaks frr 

itself, ~r. Speaker. I move second reading. 

0n motion hill, read a second time, ordered refer~ed to 

a r.oMmittee of the Whole Rouse on tomorrow. 

Motion, second reading of a bill, "An Act Further To Amend 

The r.rown J,ands (Mines And 0uarries) Act.' 

HON. L. R. BJ',RRY (Y-INISTER OF MINES AND ENErGY) :_ ~r. SDeaker, this 

i.s a bill which oronoses to amend the Crown Lands (Mines And Quarries) 

Act to develop a little more efftc:lency in the method whereby 

mininR claims may be set out in Newfoundland. The bill would chanpe 

the method of deciding which if more than one annl:lcation is received 

for the re~isterinp of a ~in:lnr, claim for the same piece of land, 

for determining which of the conflicting claims should be accepted. 

At present the anolication that is first received and filed :l.n the 

department w;a.s acce!'lterl,as set out in the exnlanatory note. The 

nronosP.d amendment would pive nrefP.rence to the claim which was 

f:lrst staked out rather than to the first anplication for repistration. 

This is based upon the advice of officials in the Department of rlines 

and Fnergy based U])On consultations which they have had with members in the 

mininr, industry and who all ap,ree or most in any event ;ip,ree that this 

is the most expeditious way of settling such a disnute. 

The same nrincinle would apply in respect of boundary permits. 

Under the amendment the time of staking out would be the date and hour 

apnearinp, on number one boundarv post in each case. The bill would 

also require that the boundary lines he laid out astronomically instead 

of magnetically and would permit geochemical surveys. These are again, Mr.' 

S~eaker, technical change~ which follow from consultations, the officials 

in the Department of Mines and Energy have had with the participants in 

the mining industry in Newfoundland. 

6434 



!¾iv 16, 1974 Tape 1~68 (Night) PK - 2 

Some minor alterat:lons are nronosed to the principal act 

dealing with the time of re-opening of abandon claims for restaking. 

The bill would also authorize in treeless territory the burial in 

an aluminum container of paner or fabr:lc on which is written the 

information that would normally appear on the boundary post of 

a minin p. claim. 

All of which, J<r. Speaker, should make it easier for 

individuals to implement the nolicy which our government have adopted 

of encoura~ing the staking of mineral claims rather than the concession 

approach to the ohtaining of mineral rights. I would ask that this 

Mll hP given second readinp. or I woulc\ move that 'th:fis hill be !!iven 

second readinp. . 

"Jl. F . N. ROWE : It seems to he straightforward and sensihle, '·lr. 

Sneaker. T do not have the parent act in front of me. .A.s a reference 

to sec ti.on (5) At the expiration of the time limited hv suhsection 

(1) of Sect:! on l.9. the '1ini,aiter shall review the anplications filed under 

suhsect:fon (1) of Section 21, and if there is more than one anolication 

in respect to the same mining claim etc.' Then the dispute is 

resolved some way. 

Is it nossihle. the minister miizht be able to tell us from 

his own knowledp.e of the ma:! n act, is it poi,si hle, for ex,nnnl e, say 

Advocate Hines has something registered, you know, :In the denartment, 

for a claim that thev are working uo around Baie 17erte, if somehody 

:iad staked a nortion of that out nr:lor to 1%0 or whenever it Nas 

that Advocate or Bovlen or whoever it was registered that particular 

claim, is it nossible for them now to come in? If !'lome1'odv had staked 

somethinr, out in 1943, for example, is it possible for somebody to come 

in now and start disputing whether to file or to register and tlien dispute 

as to whether Advocate has the valid right to the claim that they are 

working now or they are exploring on? 

l'R, BARRY: If they did.they would be liable for an ,offense under the act. 
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'MR. W. N. ROWE: I see. Well this is thP kind of information I am 

after because I asked a question. Although it sounds like a foolish 

question, the fact of the matter is: somebody called me up the other 

day, a fellow who had left Newfoundland in 1930,he is now about seventy 

years of age, retired back in Newfoundland and called me un and said, 

' Listen back in 1930 my fr5end and I staked out some claim un there 

around Fleur de Lys somewhere and we are now wondering if we can work 

:It .,. I said, "Well my understanding is that some of the land, not 

necessarily the one that you are talking about,but some of the land 

has been taken over and has been worked and explored upon by various 

companies, Advocate being one of them. ' ' I asked him to check with 

one of the mineR• This is just a matter of interest. I wonder if 

the minister could give us this information. 

Fhat I am asking basically is; does this now raise the possibility 

of more disputes because it opens it up somewhat in an attempt to be 

fair and eouitable to all concerned, does it raise the possibility of 

more disputes rather than if the old law prevailed1 It was the sort of 

race to the registry whoever got there first won. Under this it is 

not necessarily the guy who gets to the registry first but is the person 

who is staked out first. So it does seem by broadening it, it seems to 

open up the possibility of more disputes. Of course there are other 

saving provisions or precautionary orovisions that I do not know anvtldng 

about. The minister might have some information on it. 

MR. BARRY: I have to confess, Mr. Speaker, that I do not have all the 

details of this act at my fingertins. It is a while since I have gone 

through it. Again it is a fairly complicated little act. There is a 

lot in it. But basically the act has a Section (16) which says; "That 

no person shall for anv nurnose having properly staked out or caused or 

procured to be staked out a mining claim neglect or fail to record 

the mining claim in accordance with this act' • " In other words, there 

:Is an ohligatjon to record after you staked out. I would assume this 

is here to prevent somebody else from coming along and wanting to 

stake the claim but seeing trees blazed or posts up or rocks up, saying that 
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well somebodv else has got that.and goin1; on somet>here else, 

having land lie unexplored. 
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thereby 

So they have to have records. Then there :Is another section 

which savs that; Section (19) "A nermanent holder who has staked out 

a minin? claim shall ,,itMn thirty days after the stal::lnp. out, as far 

as the island is concerned or within sixty days after the st;il,in!' out 

in Lahrador, shall come in and record the claim. 

Now as I understand it, this ar1endir.ent hroadens the nrinciule 

in settin1; up a more equitable situation where, and it can only hannen 

,-,here there were honest mistakes, ~tis not the normal case. Well, J 

supnose even the race to the registry has got to he usually a bona fide 

purchaser. Rut the only time where this would occur would he if sav 

there "''as an overl;inninf. tPo neople' were out staking and staked overlannin? 

claims hy error,not knowin1; that,the second person not knowing that the 

land he staJ.·E'd had al readv been staked. 

l'nder the present system ,:If the second nerson w.-nt in and staked 

say across an area which had alreadv been staked and he got his anplication 

to record in fi.rst,he would have the claim. It appears more fair that 

the nerson who has complied with the act and has actuallv staked at a 

certain time wh1.ch is recorded and which would have to be proven, it seems 

more equitahle that the person who did this work first should have the 

right to record. This is what this amendment would do, this bill. There 

are still possibilities of fraud if anybody is foolish enough to attemnt 

it hut . of course, whatever the system that could apnly. 

MR. W. N. ROWE: Before the minister sits d01,TI1, Sir, I wonder would 

he yield for a nuestion. Since the new staking, the new legislation 

brought in by the minister, I believe in the first year that he was 

minister, for prospectors, making it easier for prospectors to nrospect 

and to have their rights recognized and such things, have there been 

any possible mines discovered hy sort of private,small-time prospectors 

in the last couple of years or a possibility of mini-ng operations? 

11R. BARRY: Why does he not ask me that question when the press is 

here, Mr. Speaker? Or why did he not ask this during the estimates? 

6437 



May 16, 1974 Tape 1668 (Night) PK - 5 

I have to say, Mr. Speaker, that this new policy appears to have been 

verv successful not in the number of mines established. Obviously 

it is too early to tell, Hr. Speaker. The averap:e time in the mining 

industry between exploration and the development of a mine is ten 

years but, 1'!r. Speaker, the statistics which we have, they show the 

amount of money spent on exoloration in Newfoundland for 1973, for the 

past year,is higher by some twenty per cent. I think. it is at least 

twenty r,er cent, in excess of twenty per cent. I have the figures and 

I might be able to Provide this to the honourable members at a later 

date. llut it was hipher by ;m amount in exess of twenty per cent than 

the amount spent in any previous years since 1949, except for the 

two years when they were drillinP, and spending money to delineate the 

i ran ore reserves :!.n Labr.arlor. 

Now this is the i<ort of statistic that we have to look at to 

determine whether our policy is working. As far as "e can determine, 

haserl on these statistics,on the react:!.on from the peooJe who enp;age 

in the mininp, industry here :1.n Newfoundland,the nolicy seems to be 

workinp; very well. 

AN HClN. J.IEMJlER: Very goon. (Inaudible) 

llR. BARRY: I ~ave to confes!'l, he is one of two persons who have objected 

or who have marle some objection.'! or reservations about the policy. 

On motion bill, read a second time, ordered referrer to a 

C:ommittee of the I/hole House on tomorrow. 

:totion, second reading of a bill, "An Act 'l'o Confirm The Setting 

Up And Closing Out Of The Chilren 's Trust Account And )'atters Jlelatinp; 

To The Clperation Of The Account:' ' 

HR. W.W. l-'Al'SHALL: The recitali, to this hill, Hr. Snealcer, soeak for ---- --·- -- - --- -

themselves, The $1 million provided on the sale of the Newfoundland Savings 

Jlanl: building ~-rhich was put in a children's trust account, subsequently 

a children•~ hosnital at Fort Pepperrell was built, the money dedicated 

to it was provided by the government at the time. The $1 million 

stayed there as transferred,as happens to these accounts from time to 

time,from deoartment to deoartment,found its way back. The $1 million 
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is now intact. The hosnital is there and the purpose. of this bill 

is to provide that the trust ac·count can be closecl out ancl the 

monies reverted to the ~rovince where it helongs,since the thing 

has already b.een provicled for the pucyoses I have stated. 

On motion bill, read a second time, ordered referred to 

a Conmtl.ttee of the T•lhole. Rouse on tomorrow. 

·~'R. MARSlTALL: It is five minutes to 11:00 P.'M., I think for inemJ?ers of 

the ~ouse,bec~uRe we have consUlll11led and have had so much progress and 

members now are waiting to get to their districts, I know! certainly 

••rant to get to my district tomorrow, I move the P.ouse at its rising 

do adioum until tomorrow, Monday at 3:00 o'clock in the afterno011 and 

that this House do now adjourn. 

:"R. SP'f.AKER: It now being 11:00 P.M., I do now leave the Chair until 

3:00 P.~ . tomorrow 'Mondav, May 20, 1974. 
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