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The House met at 3:00 P.M.

Mr. Speaker in the Chair.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): Order, please!

I would like to, on behalf of all hon.
membars, welcome today to the galleries forty-two students from Beothuk

Collegiate in Baile Verte, from the district of Baie Verte - White Bay.

.

accompanied by their teachers, Mr. Lloyd Greenham and Mrs.Glenmnis Neally.

We trust that they are enjoying their wvisit.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Heayr, hear.

ORAL QQESTIONS
MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the member for Grand Bank.
MR, L. THOMS: Mr. Speaker, I have a question I would

like to .direct to the Minister of Justice (Mr. G. Ottenheimer) and
it relates to the stateunf: which the Minister of Justice made in the
House of Assembly yesterday afternoon. I have stated on several
occasions in this House that I felt that the Royal Newfoundland Constabulary
was second to none of any constabulary that I know.

My question to the minister is, I was
v-ondering if the minister would, and this is something that actually
I dld not think about as I was going through the statement yesterday
afternocn, but I was wondering if the minister would indicate to this
House why the minister, why the government felt that it was necessary
to go outaide the Royal Newfoundland Constabulary and appoint an ex~RCMP

officer as Deputy Chief of the Royal Newfoundland Constabul ary?

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the Ministar of Justice.
MR. G. OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, in answer ‘o tne hon. gentleman's

questions about the appointment of the gentleman, obvicusly, the hon.
mepber will recall that he ccngratulated us yesterday on the appointment.

I want to point out that the appointment

was made by -
MR. L. THOMS: By you. 3
MR. SPEARER: Order, please!
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MR. G. OTTENHEIMER: - the Lieutenant Governor in Council,

cbviously upon the recommendation of the Minister of Justice and my
recommendation based upon a recommendation of the Chief of Police:

Now, it was our collective view, not mkin§ any reference to the high
qualifications of other officers in the Royal Newfoundland Constabulary,
that this particular gentleman had the appropriate experience,
appropriate training for the work that needs to be done now in the
development of the Constabulary. His experience is in administration,
training programmes, personnel and it is in these areas that expertise
is necessary at this particular time.

I would point out that obviously it is the
general policy and the usual procedure te appoint from within the ranks
but in this particular post, at this particular time, it was felt that
this Newfoundlander,who has worked for the past year as Director of
Emergency Measures in the Province ,and who worked with the RCMP for
twenty-odd years, including t:'he last years in Newfoundland, that he

had the appropriate experience to fulfill



May 22, 1980 Tape No.1710 EL -1

MR. G. OTTENHEIMER: the task hecessary at this part-

icular time and we felt that having that experience and having those

qualifications, to debar him because he served with distinction in

r

the RCMP for a number of years would be most illogical and improper.

MR. L. THOMS: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : A supplementary, the hon. member for
Grand Bank.

MR. L. THOMS: Mr.Speaker, Mr. Minister, are you saying

then that there was no one within the ranks of the Royal Newfoundland
Constabulary as qualified or more gualified than the person that you
did appeint as Deputy Chief?

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the Minister of Justices

MR. OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, no I did not say that
there was nobody in the Royal Newfoundland Constabulary as qualified,
more qualified , less qualified as this particular gentleman. I said
that for the specific needs of the @Gonstabulary at this time,in a period
of a certain amount of reorganization and developmsnt and wear, their
need for new emphasis in forms of training recruitment procedures, personell
etc., that with the particular needs of the Constabulary at this time in
those specific areas,that this gentleman appeared to be eminently and

well qualified and it was for that reason that he was appointed.

MR. L. THOMS: A final supplemenatry, Mr.Speaker.
MR, SPEAKER: A final supplemenkary, the hon. member

for Grand Bank.

MR. L. THOMS: Mr. Speaker, it appears to me that the
minister is indeed saying that there was no one qualified within the
Royal Newfoundland Eonstabulary_to £i11 this position.m—

AN HON. MEMBER: o ) Hear, hear.

MR. THOMS: and that he is just trying to, well, I
guess, weasel,is not the word, around having

eutside the Constabulary to get the new Deputy Chief.
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MR. SPEAKER V(VSimms) H Order, please! The hon. member has

a supplementary?

MR. I,. THOMS: My. Speaker, my supplementary question
is this. I am sure the minister realizes that this has certainly brought
on a very strong feeling of depression and protest from our preseat force
bere in St. John's in conpection with this matter, and I was wondering

if the minister could tell us whether ox not he is aware that there is -
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MR. L. THOMS: I do not know of a strong
possibility but a liklihood of a police walkout in this

city to protest the appointment by -the minister? And if so,
whether or not the minister has any contingency plans for

the policing of this city in the event of such a happening?

MR. SPEARER (Simms): The hon. the Minister of
Justice.
MR. G. OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, I would like to

jusc comment briefly on the hon. gentleman's preamble or
interpretation of my answer. I certainly d4id not state,
insinuate or leave open to reasonable interpretation any
conclusion that there would be nobody in the force equally
as gqualified as this cgentleman or that gentleman. As a
matter of fact,a couple of months ago when we ;ppointed
the Chief of Police, the man in charge, then obviously
we appointed somebody from the ranks and we appointed in
a certain area, we appointed Assistant Chief Randell. So
all I did say'is that for this specific job at this specific
time this Newfoundlander, having-served in the National
IPolice Porce of Newfoundland and other places and with
his experience, is, in our opinion, qualified and the appro-
priate person to do the job.

And with respect to the operative
part of the hon. gentleman's question with respect to dld I
anticipate or something to that effect a police walkout!?
My immediate answer to that is that I find it almost
beyond logic or balief or consistency that an organization
whose duty it is to enforce the law would act coilectively
in an illegal manner. Because any such thing is out of
the question. Well, it is obviously hypothetical. I
would find that guite unacceptable to think that a group of

men, an organization whose duty it is to enforce the law
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MR. G. OTTEMNHEIMER: waould collectively break the law.

It would be guite unacceptable. And, obviously, the
citizens of St. John's have the right to expect the same
continuity and security and assuredness of law and order
and of law enforcement and of police protection as do

the citizens of Corner Brook, Labrador, Grand Falls, Burin,
all over the Province. They have the same right to expect
the séme level and continuity of law enforcement and
certainly it is our responsibility as a department and as
a government to de everything reasonable and everything
possible to assure the citizens of St. John's that they
will continue to receive the security and protection

to which they are entitled,as well as the people throughout

the Province are entitled.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. L. THOMS3: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.
S —— -

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. the

member for Bomavista North.
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MR. STIRLING: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I also have

a question for the Minister of Justice. As I understand from what he

just said that you were locking for somebody with particular skills in
certain areas, personnel, recruiting, training, in those areas. Was

that job description set up as a job descrirtion and were interviews
conducted amongst all the existing people? Or was it a situation in which
somebody knew that this particular individual was available and, therefore,

no further locking was done once they knew of this particular individual?

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Justice.

MR. OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, knowing what the position

was, and the kinds of qualifications and experience which were necessary,
the files, if you wish, the files of all of the officers and other people
were examined by the Chief and by others and upon the recommendation of

the Chief, the Lieutenant-Governor in Council decided to appoint this person.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. SPEARER: A fipal supplementary, the hon. member for

Bonavista North.
MR. STIRLING: That was oniy the first question, Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPERKER: A final supplementary, the hon. member for
Bonavista North. T indicated a final supplementary, in fact,to the member for
Grand Bank (Mr. Thoms) but,in fact,your question was another supplementary.
I will allow you one final supplemeptary. !
MR. STIRLING: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I did not introduce
it as a supplementary, I introduced it as a new guestion.
MR. Sm: A final supplementary, the hon. member
for Bonavista North.
MR. STIRLING: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, & dJuestion dealing again with

the same subject, are we now to understand - it seems as if we have now set
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MR. STIRLING: up another confrontation in a very sensitive

area, pag I recall it just a number of months ago the minister would -

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Ch, oh!
MR. OTTENHEIMER: (Inaudible) finish the question.
MR. STIRLING: The minister is asking his colleagues if

they will be quiet so he can hear the question. There was a very sensitive

issue that the minister handled very well az}d that the new Chief that

he appointed had the support of the Brotherhood, Did he take into comsideration,
when he decided to appoint from outside the force, did he take into consideration
the confusion and the disappointment that would be created with all ranks

below that of Chief if he were to take this particular action?

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. the Minister of Justice.

MR. OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, with respect to confrontation,

certainly it is not, I think most hon. members will agree to that, jg is not
my modus operandi to seek confrontation, nor is it my way of operation to

do anything to avoid it, to surrender where I feel important principles -

MR. STIRLING: (Inaudible) . ’
MR. OTTENHEIMER: If the hon. gentleman will now please — if

the hon. gentleman will keep quiet. This J:.S an important issue and a

serious issue and I intend to deal with it seriously. But I cannot deal with

it

Lu7h
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MR. OQOTTENHEIMER: seriously if the hon. gentleman is
going to interject. Now,I have not interrupted hon. members when
they have asked the questions. It is an important issue and it is
important that what be said be said clearly and clearly understood.
People may agree or disagree with it but at.least it is important
that it be clearly understocd.

And then the hon. gentleman asked,
did we take into consideration any number of things. My answer to
that is, we took into consideration all reasonable considerations. This
is not a matter,which hon. members I presume are aware of ,which
comes under the Collective Agreement and,indeed,if any party thought
it did then there would be a grievance procedure and if any party thinks
it is there obviously is a grievance procedure. But,in our opinion,
it is not a matter of the Collective Agreement. We are certainly not
seeking confrontation. We are seeking to be reascnable but we do not -
it is the responsibility and the obligation of government to make g
these senior appointments of chief and the two assistant chiefs. That
is the government's responsibility and the government's obligation

and we do not intend to surrender that responsibility or that obligation.

SOME HON MEMEERS: _ Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. member for Terra Nova.
SOME HON.MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER: A new question. The hon. member for

Terra Nova.

MR. LUSH: Mr: Speaker, I have a question for

the Minister of Labour and Manpower (Mr.Dinm). A couple of days ago I
directed to the minister some well worded and some well pointed questions
re; -the Canada Statistics Report, re. the labour force for the month of
Ap;il and in answering the question the minister blew his spleen and

venom at Canada Statistics and in one particular instancs,
described them as being the Liberal statistics. ©Now, Mr. Speaker, in
view of the many connotations that can be ascribed to that particular

description,and in view of the negative reflections and the negative
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MR.LUSH: attitudes that that can create with
respect to that agency and more importantly with respect to its workers,
the Pederal Public Service of Canada,I am wondering whether the
minister can state to the House just precisely in what context he used

‘hat word 'L 1z’ ’
ﬁhk.a' ?m&ffera He does not know.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. the Minister of Labour and
MR.DINN: Mr. Speaker, I answeredth.e quest:@‘on

the hom. member asked yesterday and indeed debated it opn the Lage Show of
last Thursday. The hon. member asked me for a breakdown of jobs in

the Province, he asked me for a breakdown of jobs in the Province by
area. The Statistics Canada statistics had come out the day prier,

they had indicated that for the month of April last year versus the

month of April this year over the Province there was a 6000 job

increase or there was 6000 more jobs and broken down over an area.
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MR. J. DINN: The hon. member apparently wanted me
to defend or do something with those statistics, and broken down cver
the areas, the Avalon Peninsula, the Central area, the Burin Peninsula,
the West Coast and Labrador, it added up to B8,000. So I said there
were cbvicus errors in the statistics and that I was not going to defend

errors in Statistics Canada statistics, and I still maintain that

situation.
MR, T, LUSH: Mr. Speaker, a supplemantary.
MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : A supplementary, the hon. ths mamber

for Terra Nova.

MR. T. LUSH: Mr. Speaker, the minister did not come
to grips with the question at all. specifically, I askad the minister
in what context he used tha word 'Liberal statistics' - what was his
specific meaning, Mr. Speaker? And I will ask the minister to give the
House again precisely what he meant by that particular descriptien,

‘Liberal statistics'?

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the Minister of Labour and
Manpowar..
MR. J. DINN: Mr. Speaker, 'liberal' is described in

any dictionary and the hon. member can interpret that whichever way he
wants to. The fact of the matter is that I am not hers in this House to

dafend Statigtica Canada. They are capable, I would hope, of defending

themgelves.
MR, T. LUSH: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPEAKER: A final supplementary, the hon. the member

for Terra Nova followed by the hon. the member for Windsor - Buchans.

MR. T. LUSH: A further questiocn, Mr. Speaker. In viaw
of what the minister said regarding the statistics, is the minister saying
that these statistics re the labour force for Newfoundland are completely
irrelevant, that they serve no purpose, that they are not accurate in any
way?

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the Minister of Labour and
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MR. J. DINN: No, Mx, Speaker, the minigter did

not say that and the hon. member is incapable of putting some words
into his own mouth. He certainly is not capable of putting words into
mine. The fact of the matter is, yes, there are scme uses that one

can make of Statistics Canada. You compare month to month, from year
to year and so on and do what you want with them. The fact of the
matter is that there ars obvious errors in these statistics. They
cannot be utilized as 100 per cent factual information. The hen.
mamber's attitude last week was that they apparently wers 100 par cent
accurata.

MR, T. LOSH: I simply asked questions.

MR. J. DINN: I was indicating to him that they were
not.

MR. T. LUSH: I simply asked gquestions.

MR. J. DINN: And I outlined to him where they were
not in one ingtance with respect to a br.eakdmm of the statistics over
the Province in different regions and indicated to him that whilst thay
were useful for comparison purposes, they ware not something that we would

use on a day to day basis to plan activitias.

MR. SPERAKER. (Sinms) : The hon. the Leadar of the Opposition.
MR. D. JAMIESON : To the Minister of Labour and Manpower

(Mr. J. Dinn) with regard to statistics and thes labour force generally,

my recollection is that in the House at scma stage last year, there was

a reference made - and I will not, to use his expression, put words in
the hon. minister's mouth - but scmabody said that there was a need to
re-dafina rafarences to what constituted unemployment. The former
Minister of Fisheries fadexally, Mr. Jim McGrath, and a number of othars,
have said from time to time that,in fact, the figures grasaly understate
the pumber of people who are actually unemployed, on the grounds that many
have given up registaring, and I am sure the minister knows exactly what
I am getting at. Does he subscribe to this idea that,in fact, far from

being a sort of under-estimation of actual jobs <eated, that indead

4478
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MR. D. JAMIESON: there may very well be a very much
higher level of unemployment in the Province than Statistics Canada

figures show.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. the Minister of Labour and
Manpower.
MR. J. DINN: Yes, Mr.Speaker, I would subscribe

to that sort of a theory, that there are more unemployed people than
Statistics Canada recognizes and that is why it is very difficult to

use them. I am not sure what the umemployment rate is in Newfoundland.
Statistics Canada say it is fifteen per cent. OuWr participation rate,
and I am not sure if we had a hundred thousand more jobs awailable in
Newfoundland tomorrow, whether we would have the same partiéipation rate
as they do in other provinces,like Ontario,because I do believe that here
in this Province families, and women in families, are more inclined to be
in the home atmosphere. I still believe that socially that is the way
the women in Newfoundland want to operate, many of them. So, I am not
sure what the actual unemployment rate is, nor do I have the capability
within my department for gathering accurate statistics. So, as I say,
Statistics Canada figures you have to use as just a comparison only of
from one year to another but there are inaccuracies in them and we can
use neither the unemployment rate of 15.7 as it was last month nor the
employment rate as being accurate. We just simply cannot - the month
before - I am sure there was not as much a difference in the month before
statistics as there was in the March statistics which indieaud that we had
created something like thirteen thousand jobs. That is March 1979 versus
March '80. When we got to April, April ‘79 to April ' éo, it indicated
6,000 jobs. I am quite sure there was not quite that difference but there
is no way of proving it and certainly I am not even thinking about, at
this point in time, requasting of Treasury Board to allow me more staff

for collecting such information.
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MR. D. JAMIESON: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : A supplementary, the hon. the Leader

of the Oppositicn.

MR. D-. JAMIESON: Just a follow-up to that, The difficulty
that Stats Canada has stated on many occasions is that both in co-operation
with the provinces and other agencies,that they themselves have suggested ‘
from time to time that they would like to revise the basis on which un-
employmen£ statistics are collected. Has the Minister given any thought

to what his response would be if, for instance, the Statistics Canada

were to come with a different kind of formula? Is he prepared or is the
Government prepared to see a new method introduced? Because the argqument
in the past has always been, of course, that if you start changing then

it, in a semse, tends to make governments of whatever stripe either look
better or worse so everybody has been more or less content to stay with

what*they have. How does the minister feel on that point?
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MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. the Minister of Labour and Manpower.

MR. J. DINN: Mr. Speaker, anything that wculd improve the
situation, anything that would give accurate information I would ‘certainly
agree with. What I believe the problem is now with respect to the
statistics that are being used is the sample, the small sample, that is
ugsed with respect to when they are d&ing their polling on, I believe, the
15th of each month, the week of the 15th, I think there is a two per cent
sample of the population, So6, these statistics simply can not be accurate
when you get down to the regions, you know, it is just impossible

doing statistics that way. If Statistics Canada or anyona else were

to show me a way whereby we can get accurate statistics, I certainly
would be 100 per cent in favour of any suggestions in that area.

MR. SPFAKER: The hon. member for Lewisporte.

MR. F. WHITE: Mr. Spesker, my question is for the Minister
of Lands and Forasts (Mr. C. Power). Yesterday at a meeting in Lewispozrte
a gtartling re‘_nlati.on came to light from someone who had been in contact
with an employee of Abitibi Price and the suggestion was made that large
amounts of wood iwere going to be imported into Stephenville to supply the
Stephenville Linerboard mill when tens of thousands of cords of our owm
wood in Newfoundland -are dying because of the spruce budworm. And I would
Iike to ask the minister if he has found out anything with respect to

this and exactly what the position 1s?

MR. SFEAKER: The hon. the Minister of Lands and Forests.
MR. C. POWER: Yes, Mr. Speaker, yesterday at that meeting

in Lewisporte,which was held to discuss certain problems in the area with
certain sawmillers and loggers, there vas- that startling revelation made

that one of the reasons that the wood would not be needed in the Lewisporte
area for the mill in Grand Falls or Corner Broock was because thers was

such a large amount of wood supposedly coming into our Province from

Nova Scotia. Now, it is a fact of life that in Nova Scotia and especially

in Cape Breton Island, Nova Scotia where they had a severe spruce

budworm infestation for the last seven or eight years, that they have harvested

a great amount of that damaged, and which is now rotting,wood and cartainly

it is becoming somewhat of an embarrassment, the fact that they have so
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MR. C. POWER: nuch wood and they are trying to sell it
pretty well anywhere in the world that they can.

I checked just this morning with Mr. Gillingham,
the yepresentatives of the union in Grand Falls and with the Price Abitibi
people, they tell me there is absolutely no tyuth at all to the rumour, that
they are not taking any Nova Seot.iu_n wood into the Pgovinea although they
have been approached by Nova Scotia interests to purchase some of this
wood. Again, there are other considerations which will not allow this
to happen in Newfoundland,that ocur Land Management Taxation Act which was
brought into being in 1974, would not pemmit Price Abitibi or Bowaters
to use damaged, dying wood from anothexr province without cutting the maximum
amount in Newfoundland to this stage in the game, But the mill in Grand
Falls and the mill in Commer Brook, Mr. Speaker, are using about 40 per
cent of budworm damaged timber intexmixed in the pulp mix in the mill
itsalf and certainly they would not be allowed to use any more than that
because of quality considerations in the world market. And our Land
Management Taxation Act certainly would require them to cut that amount
in Newfoundland.

MR. G. FLIGHT: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker.
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MR. SPEAXER (Simms): 2 supplementary, the hon.
member for Windsor - Buchans.

MR. G. FLIGHT: To me it is just a shocking
report, Mr. Speaker. The knowledge that the wood that

we are exporting from this Province-although most people
would believe that that export market and that effort

comes about as a result of a salvage programme, salvaging
budworm infested timber when in fact, the wood that we will
importing this year is indeed not budworm infested timber -

MR. D. JAMIESON: Exporting.

MR. G. FLIGHT: - exporting this year has not

been exposad to the budworm, that we are exporting perfectly
healthy wood and that that programme is not going to have

any effect at all on the salvaging of the budworm infested
timber. Would the minister care to comment on that?

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Forest
Resou£ces and Lands.

MR. C. POWER: Mr. Speaker, certainly the export

market demands DY its nature, because of the other expenses
involved;, 5 vary healthy type of wood, And one of

the very narrow lines that we have to walk as government
managing the forests and doing it very well,is the fact that
we do not allow too much of our healthy wood to leave this

Province to go to one of the Scandinavian or European

countries and thereby come into competition with

our paper products coming out of Corhe} Brook or Grand Falls
or Stephenville later on this year.

With that #r mind, there is a
problem in the Lewisporte area where the export af healthy o
wood is being curtailed somewhat. There is spruce budworm

damage which will be exported this year. t is up in the

Bay d' Espoir region of the Province. We have some persons
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MR. C. POWER: from Labrador wheo have already
been in Europe to see if they can develop a market for wood
in their area which again is healtay black spruce wood which
we do not particularly like to see leave the Province. We
are hoping to have some persons coming to HNewfoundland from
Europe at the last of May hoping to develop an export

market but only for the budworm damagedwhich is not needed

at this stage in Newfoundland and which will not therefores cause

unfair competition to the mills in Corner Brook or Grand

Falls.
MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. for Twillingate.
MR. W.N. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, I would like to

direct a gquestion to the hon. Minister of Justice (Mr.
Ottenheimer) in resvect of what has already been questioned
and answered here in the House today. There are few things
T think the minister would agree with. There are a few
things quite so unsettling as to see the elected Govern-
ment of the Province and the security forces of the capital
city in a head to hgad_copfrontation, unsettling to the
citizens of the capital and perhaps ‘ L

the?!wﬂmct as a whole. Has the government given any
serious consideration to appointing a commission, a govern-
nent appointed commission to run the police force in a
managerial capacity so as to take the management of the
police force-out of the hands of the government and allow
the govaernment to remain above the battle, so to speak,

and not to bring the spectre of partisan politics or
politics of any kind into the day to day and general
relations between the brotherhocod on the one hand and

the management of the police force on the other?

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Justice.

e e — e e e - e e e e e i e i A e ——
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MR. G. OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, yes we Have looked

into, some months ago,the possibility of a police commission
which has been suggested from time to time. But after

inquiries in various parts of Canada it became evident that

where there are police commissions there is a multiplicity, by that
I do not mean two but several law enforcement agencies.

There is municipal, provincial, county, several muricipalities.
For example, in Nova Scotia many municipalities have their

own and there is
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MR. OTTENHEIMER:

a multiplicity of forces and in order to bring,if one wishes, a uniformity
or an overall direction,then a police commission is established. Now, in
Newfoundland, of course,we do not have a mulitiplicity, ‘Essentially, we
have the Royal Newfoundland Constabulary policing St. John's and the area,
and the RCMP doing provincial policing in other areas.S¢ the reason for
a police commission does not exist and I feel to have a commission would be
an extra, and in this case,unnecessary level of bureaucracy. You know, with
a mulitiplicity of police forces I can well imagine that a ccrmission is
necessary for overall co-ordination and a certain amount of uniformity
because there are several police forces.and it is necessary.

In the Province I do not view it as necessary
and would view it as, therefore, an unnecessary level of bureaucracy and
expenditure and red tape, etc.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. member for St. Barbe.

MR. BENNETT: Mr. Speaker, my question is dii:ected to the
Minister of Consumer Affairs and Environment. Last Winter I asked questions

of the hon. minister relating to increases in prices for oil~~in various

parts of the district, more especially on the Northern Peninsula, inflated
prices for oil in bulk_storage,how this ca.l:z happen, sometimes as much as ten cents
a gallon and there having been no new deliveries to existing bulk smplieg. But
still the prices continue to go up and I am wondering what has happened?

The minister at that timm agreed to have a study done and I am wondering if that
study is complete and what are the results of her findings?

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Consumer Affairs and

the Enviromment.

MRS. NEWHOOK: i Yes, Mr. Speaker, that survey has been made.

It is completed and I think there were about fifty-two or fifty-five different
communities in towns and cities in the Province that were surveyed at that
particular time and right now the Committee is in the process of putting

it all together and making it ready for publication. It has not reached

my desk as yet and I enquired,I think it was a couple of weeks ago, and they

said it was not ready yet, at that time rather.
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MR. SPEAKER (Simms]) Order, please!
The time for Oral Questions has expired.

ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS FOK WHICH NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVEN:

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minisér of Health.
MR. BOUSE: Mr. Speaker, I want to table the answer

to question number sixteen on the Order Paper. It was placed there by

the hon. membexr for LaPoile.

MR. S. NEARY: Another answer.
MR. HOUSE: Another answer.
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MR.SPEAKER (Simms): Any further answers?

PRESENTING PETITIONS

MR.SPEAKER: The hon.member for Torngat Mountains.
MR.WARREN: Mr. Speake..r, I rise to present a
petition -

SOME HON.MEMBERS: oh, oh!

MR.SPEAKER: Order, please!

MR,WARREN: Mr. Speaker, I have here seven petitions

but they are all dealing with the same matter so if it is okay with the

Speaker and by leave of the House I will present the seven of them

together.
SOME HON.MEMBERS: By leave.
MR. SPERKER: By leave. Agreed. I will allow the

hon. member a little extra than the five minutes normally allowed.

The hon. member for Tormgat.
MR .WARREN: Mr. Speaker, the prayer of this
petition is,"we the prcvincial government employees residing and
working in Labrador do hereby request our Government of Newfoundland
and Labrador to consider the attached brief regarding Northern benefits.”
Now I might go on , Mr. Speaker, and say that these petitions were
5igned by 141 employees of this government working in Labrador. Mr.gpeaker,
I want to go down through the brief that is attached to this petition
just to show that this government of ours has very little respect for
employees of this government working in Labrador, to show the people
of this Province how the employees are treated in Labrador. gumbexr one,
at the present time the employees of the provincial government are
receiving, if they are married, $1620 Northern allowance. If they are
single they receive $810. Now,a federal government employee in Labrador
is receiving $3200 Northern allowance and a single man is receiving
$2000 so what this brief is asking is that the provincial government
employees 7_ o receive Northern allowance to the equivalent of that
paid by the federal govermment. In fact,they say it is based on actual

additional costs that were researched by the Public Service Alliance of

4488



May 22,1980 Tape No. 1719 AH-2

MR,.WARREN: Canada. The figure represents the
actual difference for living costs, fuel, utilities and the environmental
allowance. Now,this is a research done by the Federal Public Service
Alliance of Canada and they determined tha; in order to live in an
isolated portion of Canada, and Labrador is an isolated portion that a
married couple needs at least $3200. Now,the second reguest on this
brief, Mr. Speaker, is that at the present +ime the Northern allowance
of $1620 that a married couple working with the provincial government
in Labéador receives, out of that $1620 éhey are compelled to pay

at least twenty per cent personal income tax on this Northern allowance.
Now, Mr. Speaker, the federal employees again receive this Northern
allowance tax free so what they are asking is,Why cannot we at least
receive our Northern allowance tax free and not for twenty per cent
to be absorbed by the provincial government? Mr. Speaker, another
item that is of great concern to those emplcyees is that Labrador,

as you know,is isoclated and the only way to get in and out out of
Labrador is by.EPA or Labrador Airways or CN coastal boat in the
Surmer and because of the extreme, extraordinary costs it is very,

very difficult for a lot of those employees to go on vacation. They
have to spend their vacation in and around Labrador because it ;; too
expensive for them to come out to the Island or to go to other parts
ﬁf Canada. And what they are asking here, Mr. Speaker, is that they
would again be treated the same as federal employees, they would be
allowed at least two free trips per year to come out to the Island
portion of the Province to enjoy their annual vacation. And, Mr.
Speaker, again,if they have to take the most economical route during
the Summertime, which is by CN coastal boat,and it is much , much
cheaper, a lot of those employees would gladly come this way but
unfortunately it takes two to four days of their annual leave in order

to come out to the Island through Lewisporte and back to rabrador again.

So what they are saying is that if they have to come by means of
CHN marine at least the provincial government should consider those four
days in lieu of travel. And, Mr. speaker, the fifth one therei, I believe,

is pretty well attended to now but
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MR. G. WARREN: I want to read out the fifth
one. It is tied in with the emergency air ambulance programme.

The high cost of travel from Labrador to the Island of Newfoundland
has already been mentioned. In the evant of a referral by a doctor
or a specialist, the employee has to bear the cost on his own.

Any employee working for the provincial government in Labrador at
the preseat time, if he is referred by a specialist or by a doctor
to come to the Island he has to pay for the travelling on his own.
So they are asking that we request that in such circumstances the
cost of transportation ba borne by government or through government

efforts by our ingurance programme.

AN dON. MEMBER3 Hear, hear!
MR. G. WARREN: I understand that those requeasts -

maybe not all of them, but soma of those requests - have been presentad
to Treasury Board by the Newfoundland Association of Public Employees
on at least two occasions during the -past sevaral years and have bean
of no avail. Mr. Speaker, I further understand that thias brief, as
attached to this petition, will be presented to Cabinet when they- visit
Labrador in June. So, Mr. Speaker, I beliave that this government
should seriously look at those employees .:Ln Labrador. There are 141
of them and I understand thers have been telegrams received from those
along the Labrador Coast working with Rural Development, and they have
also attached their names to this patition - that this government should
seriously look at those employeas. They are employees of this government,
the government that is running this Province of anom@]}.md:nd I.abraf!o:.
s° it v.hm ‘q]ﬂ!‘ﬁl in Labrador, we definitely should treat them
fairly and equivalent to employsss of the federal service. Mr. Speaker,
{f we continue to treat those employess in Labrador as probably second-
class citizens, then \;e are going to lose them. They arxe going to be
absorbed into the federal service and we ars going to lose some really
good employess.

Mr. Speaker, I hereby wish to have
those seven petitions placad on the table of this hon. House and raeferred
to the deparxtment to which they rslate.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

4430



May 22, 1980 Tape 1720 EC - 2

MR. SPERAKER (Simma) : The hon. the Minister of Municipal

Affairs and Housing.

MR. N. WINDSOR: Mr. Speaker, I wish to respond very
briefly to this petition. I must say that I am most anxious to see them
and I simply want to say that I f£ind this highly unusual, that employees
of the Province would petition the House of Assembly on matters that
have been the subject of union negotiations for which their union

has signed -an Qzeemnt w:l.th this Province. If they intend to negotiate

in the House of Assembly, then I am afraid we are in for a rough trip.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear!
MR. SPEAKER: Further petitions.
MR. J. GOUDIE: Mr, Speaker, I wanted to address the

present petition, if I may.
MR. SPEAKER: I am sorry, there is only one parson

allowed to raspond from each sida other than the member presenting.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : By leave.
MR. SPEAKER: ’ By leave?

By leave, the hon. the Minister of
Rural, Agricultural and Northezn Development.
MR. J. GOUDIE: Mr. Speaker, I wish to thank hon.
menbers opposite., I just want to indicate in addressing this petition
that I have talked to a great number of employess, those in my own department
and other employees of the provincial government who work, particularly in
the Elizabsth Goudie Building in Happy Vallaey, and we have been discussing
this particular concerm.

I was of the understanding from thesa
amployees that the matter would be dealt with when Cabinet visited the
Happy Valley - Goose Bay area on the 9th and 10th of June to accept
briefs from individuals or groups in that particular area. I sympathize
with some of the concerns they have expressed. But I think, as the Presidant
of Treasury Board, my colleague, the Minister of Municipal Affairas and Housing
(Mz. N, Windsor) pointad out, these types of things are also subject to
union negotiations. So it will be dealt with, I think, in a very real way

vhen ths opportunity presents itself on the 9th and 10th of June in
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MR. J. GOUDIE: Happy Valley - Goose Bay.

MR. SPEAKER: Committee of the Whole cm a bill
entitled, "An Act To Protect The Environment Of The Province By Providing
For Environmental Assessment,® (Bill No. 13).

On motion, that the House résolve itself

into Committes of the Whole on said bill, Nr. Speaker left the Chair.
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MR. CHAIRMAN (Butt): Bill 13.

Shall clause one carry?

The hon. member for Terra Nova.
MR. LUSH: There was some misunderstanding on this
side of the House as to precisely what we were going to get into. It
was our understanding that it was going to be the flag and I think maybe
I have heard the House Leader chatting back and forth with the hon. Leader,
maybe he could explain just what we are going to do.
MR. CHAIRMAN: The hon. House Leader.
MR. MARSHALL: I regret if there is, Mr. Chairman, but I
thought I quite clearly said yesterday when we adjourned that we were going
to put the bills which were in Committee, through Committee and,of course,
on everybody's mind is the Flag Committee and you know that was mentioned.
We are certainly going to get to that. But we have already gotten these
four, five or six in Committee now and it is just as well to put them through.
It is not - I'would submit it is not a matter of any great substance because
there is only one amendment that I will be proposing presently and they have
all been - you know they have all been debated. I thought yesterday that
I had made it clear. If I did not I apologize to hon. members.

On motion clause one, carried.
Mﬁ. CHAIRMAN: Shall clause two carry?

- | The hon. the President of the Council.

MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Chairman, this is the one place where,
to my knowledge,there is an amendment and this is an amendment in clause
2(0) to the definition of water. And the amendment which I now propose
is that clause 2(o) be amended by inserting the words "jurisdiction of
the" immediately after the words "within the" in the second line. So if T
could explain to the Committee;the purpose of that amendment is to make
quite clear that the Province is only, in this particular casa-oﬁugpy?;onemntal
assessment where there is some question as to the jurisdiction on the water
with respect to the environment,that we are only claiming it with respect -

we are only taking responsibility in those areas where we have jurisdiction.
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MR. MARSHALL: And similarly another amendment in that
same clause is by deleting the words "coastal water within the Province”
in the fifth line and by subst.it;:;ting t'he words "water above the bed of
the sea that is within the jurisdiction of the’ Province.® 8o once again
to assure that the application only applies to those area where the Province
has jurisdiction. I move the amendment.

: on -motion amendmemi ca‘:."tied.
On motion clause two as amended, carried.
On motion clauses 3 through 35
carried.

MR. CHATRMAN (Butt): Shall clause 36 carry?

The hon. member for Windsor-Buchans.
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MR. G. FLIGHT: : Clause 36, Mr. Chairman, subgection -
AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible)

MR. FLIGIT: No, we are doing clause by clause. We
are not going into - subsection.

152) "an wndertaking that is in progress before this Act comes into force
is exewpt from this get) Now, Mr. Chairman, ‘the minister and I have had
conversations regarding this pmrticular clause priocr to today and I sub-
mit to thissHouse, Mr.Speaker, that if this bill is passed without amending
this clause, it was useless to have ever attempted to bring this Bill into
the House. The Bill will mean nothing.

an Act that is - any undertaking in
Newfoundland today, anything that is going on in this Province today, any
construction project, any ongoing undertaking by a construction comparny,
a miﬁlng company , the major paper companies, the sawmilling companies,
any undertaking by any company that is in progress before this Act comes
into force is exempt from this Act.

and, Mr. Chairman, if this House accepts
this Act with that clause as is then the minister will have succeeded
in introducing a useless bill because I have said before, Mr.Chairman, in
this House, that nothing will happen. It is almost inconceivable that
anything in this Province over the next five or six years will happen
that cannot be pleaded or cannot be justified as something that was
happening today.

The cbvious one,' is the paper companies,
Mr. Chairman, There are areas in this Province that the paper companies
hold now by right of lease or grant in which there is no undertaking,
there is no equipment, there is no cutting, there is no project going on,
there is no flooding and, Mr. Chairman, the people of this Province have
a right, if they believe in this Act, that from now on that if a paper
company or a sawmilling company wants to go into an area, that hereto-

fore they have not been into, that that should be subject to this

legislation, that they should then have to comply with all the legislation.
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MR. G. FLIGHT: But under this Act the paper companies
can say we have been here for fifty years and the fact we are going

into a new area in the Province and we are going to start cutting or
diverting rivers or bulldozing roads,that is. already ia progress,We started
ten years ago., That is part of dur plans. It is in progress. That is
the paper companies.

Any mining company that is already
opera.ting‘ in this Province can say that anything we do- the stripping
that we will do in the Tulk's area or the roads we bull through to get
to the mine sight-is: already part of what was happening before this
Bill was proclaimed.

The government itself - highroad cons
struction, quarrying and I want to hear the minister and I can, Mr.Speaker,
to the point that I can,' I intend to keep standing up~on this ammendment
until I hear the minister either satisfy me that my concerns are
not well-founded or that she is prepared to accept the ammendment to
this particular clause. o

There is no point in this wozld, it ig
bluffery at its worst to bring a Bill into this House that is
supposed to protect the environment of this Province foz all time and
to have- a clause that says, any undertaking that is in progress. The
old Churchill Falls development can be argued. There are lawyers in this
country Who can argue that any work we do on the Lower Churchill from
now on is part of an undertaking that was in progress.

» Lawyers for the American Smeltinq/and Re~-
fining Company can argue that any work we do on any of our concessions
is an undertaking that was in progress and escape all the costs that may

resukt as a result of this Bill. ve
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MR. G. FLIGHT: The major paper companies, Bowaters,
Abitibi Price can argque and their lawyers can argue that anything we do
on the lands we own in this Province is an extension of what we were
doing and therefore was an undertaking before this legislation came
into effect.

And, Mr. Speaker, that clause makes it
totally stupid - this particular Bill. It will serve no purpose. And
I want to hear the Minister, Mr. Speaker, now, would she comment on
those remarks ?

MR. CHAIRMAN (Butt): The hon. Minister of Consumer Affairs

and Environment.

MRS.H. NEWHQOK: Yes, Mr. Chairman, all the new extensions

of any industries now in existence would have to come under this Environ-
mental Assessment Act and it is only the existing industry, as it operates
from-day to-day at the time that this Act comes into force, that will not
be required to come under the Act. Now, all of these industries do come
under our Consumer and Environmental Act and all of these companies - and
I stand on my reputation when I say that Abitibi Price and Bowatezxs and

various companies around
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MRS. H. NEWHOOK: the Province are on compliance schedules
and under our Consumer and Environmental Act that is required of them.
It would be a great burden on existing industries now to go in at" this
point and say, 'Look, you have got to shut -d:wn, you have got to put in
new equipment, you have got to comply with this new Assessment Act.’
and that is why these industries are exempt from the Environmental
Assessment Act, the new Act, but they are reguired to comply under a
period of time. 2And with that kind of compliance in place we feel that
this Environmental Assessment Act is adequate. 2nd all of those things
that you mention, we would consider that as being extensions or new
projects or new types of undertakings that would be done in conjunction

with the existing business and that would have to come under an impact

study.

MR. D. JAMIESON: Mr. Chairman.

MR. CHATRMAN (Butt): The hon. the Leader of the Opposition.
MR. D. SAMIESON: I want to thank the hon. minister for her

explanation: I just want to be clear,because I am in full agreement
with my colleague from Windsor - Buchans (Mr. G. Flight), if what appears
is,in fact,the case. And‘wuld I, just for clarification purposes, pose
let us say a hypothetical questicn,that the Long Harbour plant at this
moment was in the planning stage and had not, in fact, proceeded - I
am just using it,as I sa:i.d, hypothetically - the exemption as referred to
in thig, if we understand it correctly, wouid mean that they could then,
say, have proceeded as they did a decade or whatever it was ago with all
of the unfortunate ramifications that came about as a result of that.
Now, is the minister saying that, for
instance, if there is a project on the drawing boards, as it were, now or
some kind of commitmant has been made or an announcement or something
of that nature has been made _that such a project will,in fact,be covered
by thés legislation and that they wi}lnot be able to git back and just
carry on with environmentally unacceptable practices on the grounds that
they got in, to use the vernacular, under the wire? B2m I understanding
the minister correctly when I ask that question?

MR. CHAIRMAN : The hon. Minister of Consumer Affairs and

Environment.
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MRS. H. NEWHOOK: Yes, Mr. Chairman, if the industry or the
development has been approved and it is in operation then it is exempted
from the Environmental Assessment Act but that does not say that they

are exempted from complying with this Act, ‘you know, that all industries
have to comply and what would happen,then,is that these industries that are
already in operation now are on a compliance schedule, ERCO is on a

compliance schedule.

MR. G. FLIGHT: Mr. Chairman.
MR. CHATRMAN (Butt): The hon. member for Windsor - Buchans.
MR, G, FLIGHT: I am not satisfied, Mr. Chairman, with the

minister's answer and I want to tell her that in "zisin‘g - when she rose
to address herself to it she would stake her reputation, I think she

used some words to that extent, I am not questioning the minister's
integrity, I am not questioning the minister's intentions in this but I
have to say that from the minister's explanation to me then she is either
not understanding what I am talking about or she is attempting.to cloud .
thé-issue. She raferred to, you know, soms company would have to shut
down. I am not talking about a company shutting down, I am saying that
if BAbitibi Price or Bowaters or ASARCD,tomorrow,wanted to go into another
piece of real estate in this Province, if they wanted to go into a

new arsa and decided they wanted to raise the water levels of a given
lake that they have not, up to this point in time, touched or seen,

why should not that particular undertaking - now,that would not have the
effect,if we stopped them until they complied with this Aqt‘ Iand hm

an environmental hearing, that would not shut t_nm the operatiqtj, that would

— >

have ]nothinq to do with shutting it down. So I am saying to the minister

it has got nothing to do with shutting down companies already operating,
I agree with her that would be a ridiculous situation, but I am saying
that if thare is a fish plant in this Province today that wants to talk
about expanding two years from now and if that fish plant is alr»eady

creating problems for the community that it exists in with stench and

smells, as the minister knows already exists in this Province, then these

requlations
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MR. FLIGHT:
should apply to that fish plant. And any undertaking that the major companies
of *his Province are considering, that has nothing to do with their.operation
now, that they are going in and disturbing the environment in another area,
quite apart from where they are operating, should - thexe is no logical
reason why if Price (Nfld.) or Abitibi Price or the Newfoundland Government,
or any of the companies operating in this Province, if they want to raise
the water level of a certain pond or lake in this Province now, or two
years from now to supplement their wood supply, then
there is no reason why they should be exempted from this bill. It has
nothing to do with closing it down.

And the other point the minister makes, and
it is not germane to this legislation but she brought it up so I will take
it a little furthé?, she talked about how the companies, Abitibi Price
or any other companies are already complying with the consumer and environmental
requlations in this Province, or legislation. The minister should check with
her people out in the field. I recall getting into a very great controversy
in this House about three years ago where I was painted as being ancti-Price,
or anti-Abitibi, or anti-development, because I complained about the wood
that was free floating in Red Indian Lake, an environmental.hazard. And I

will tell the minister now that Price (Nfld.) and these companies might
be complying w?th her ;;;;slat;on, Put if they are, her 1egislati$n is pretty
weak because there isimgre wood floating in Red Indian Lake today than
eve?ibefore. It locks to me like the companies concerned are actually
defying the minister, and defying this government and saying, "We will do

what we like. To heck with the controversy you raised, and tc heck with

the fact that members-stood up in this House of Assembly and questioned

their right to do t&at, and questioned their right to allow hundreds of
thousands of cords of wood to be lost to the econcmy of this Province, to

float around in Red Indian Lake, to cause beoating accidents, to cause drownings.
Because nothing has happened it is worse today. In case the minister does

not know, she should check with her people, with her branch office and find
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MR. FLIGHT: out what is going on out there. And it is
not a forestry problem. It is not a forestry problem at all. The

Minister of Lands and Forests (Mr. Power) has no responsibility in this
area. He has a responsibility to control the’ cutting and the transportation
and that kind of thing of Price (Nfld.). But the Minister of Environmental
Affairs (Mrs. Newhook) should be the one who is talking to Price (Nf1d.)
about the mess they are creating up there and about the way the wood that
they are allowing to float is pelluting the whole waterways down through
that area, and creating hazards to the public of this Province. Aand,of
course ,the biggest crime of all, the biggest crime of all is the economic

waste, the thousands and thousands of cords of wood that will never see —

MR, LUSH: Light of day.
MR. FLIGHT: We talked today about exvorting wood; the

minister got up in the Question Period and explained about how we would
export some of the budworm infested wood, or how we would probably have to
import wood from Nova Scotia. Well, the two ministers‘should geé their
heads together and have Price (Nfl4.) explain to us how it is that we are
still permitting that company to waste thousands and thousands of cords,
never see a mill in Grand Falls, new wood cut last year. The whole
production of a camp floating around on a forty-eight mile lake, depending
on the prevailzi.ng winds to get it down to the Exploits Dam, . The resevoir

is full now. The first time for four or five years the resevoir of

Red Indian Lake was full. The water is up to the trees. And as it starts

to drop back most of that wood is going to stay up there too.

MR. HOLLETT: Right on.
MR. FLIGHT: So, Mr. Speaker, if the minister wants

to talk about how the companies are complying,all we have to do is get
in our cars and drive across this Province and we will see how the
companies, that she is talking about, comply with the environmental

requlations in this Province.

AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible) satisfied.
MR. FLIGHT: ) So, I am not satisfied and I want a yes or

no answer from the minister. I want to know that if the companies that are
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MR. FLIGHT: already - the projects that are already
ongoing, is the paper industry in this Province today considered, for

the purpose of this legislation, as ongoing? Will one of the paper’
companies be able to go into an area of this 'Prov:i'.nce that to this point

in time they have not gone into, they have not cut or they have not
disturbed the enviromment, they have not dammed any brocks, raised any water
ilevels? Now, I want to know that if that company will be bound by this
legislation? Can that company ignore this legislation if they want to

go in and flood a new area, dam a new river, build a new road? Nothing

to do with what they are deing up to this point in time. If they want to cut
in the Red Indian Lake area, they want to cut in the Sandy area or wherever

they are cuttingr I accept that is exempt. But if they go into a

new area, if they go to build a new fourteen mile road through virgin

country, country they have not gone into before -

MR. TULK: On the Gander Bay Road.
MR. FLIGHT: ~ on the Gander Bay Rcad,perhaps, or if

they are going
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MR. G. FLIGHT: to flood a pond for any reason, to
either drive wood or to store water, yi1] they be able to proceed with
that kind of a project exempt from this legislation bacause of that
regulation? If a mining company, to be very specific, if American
Smelting and Rafining Company tomorrow,who the Premier and the
Minister of Mines and Energy Iknmls is locking at mining in the Tulk$
area, twenty-seven miles from Buchans, that they hawve never been in
befm/ othar than their prospectors, now, are they going to be exempt
from tﬁ;_legi.;i;tion by pleading u;at this is a.n ongoing ~ you know,
'We are in the mining business fifty ysars in Newfoundland, so that is

an ongoing project'?

DR. J., COLLINS: That is a liberal interpreatation.
MR. G. FLIGHT: It may be a liberal intaerpretation but I

certainly want to hear the answer. We will be here I will tell you.
What about the barite operation that
is going to take place for argument sake? We are going into a
barite operation in Buchans. Now,I am not insisting that that barite
operation not be exsmpt from this ~ I am simply asking the minister
will - that is a totally and completely new undertaking by the company
concerned. Now will that cperation be e@t from this legislation
because it.is being carried on by a company that has been mining in
this Province for twenty years?
Now, Mz, Speaker, if thae minister does
not understand my quastions, let me know and I will ask them again.
And as I say, I wvant a yes or no answer.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. the Minister of Consumer Affairs

and Environment.

MRS, H. NEWHOOK: Mr, Speaksr, all new undartakings,

whether they be by established companies or new companies or companies
about to be established, come under this new act. -

If an established company is going out
into a new area, if it is taking ‘on a new kind of project, regardless of

whether that company has been in Newfoundland for fifty years, if it enters
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MRS, H, NEWHOOK: into new areas, scmewhere whera it

has not been before, if it is going to do something different from what
it has done before, they have to do an environmental impact study..
Now, with regard to mining, if an
existing mine is going to mine a differeat kind of ore, is going into
a different type of mining, well then, that comes under this act and
they have to do an assessment or do an impact study befora approval is
given. And anything requiring .app:oval from our department, wall, then
2 preview assessment has to be done, and then if we decide that it
requires a fullwscale agsessment, then we will make that decision and

that will have to take place.

MR. G. FLIGHT: Mr. Chairman.

MR. CHAIRMAN (Butt): The hon. the member for Windsor -
Buchans,

MR. G. FLIGHT: Mr. Chairman, the minister came very

close to satisfying ma on that last answer. However, there was something
in her explanation that bothered me a bit and I would like to have her
assurance. She indicated that if a company that was already operating in
this Province goes into an area for another undeztaking, something which’
they have not done before, then they will be subject to this act.

Well, Mr. Speaker, the fact is that all those I can think of that

Price (Nfld.) - Rbitibi Price now, Bowaters, to name two,and Van Beek

in Lewisporte to name thres, and I could keep going, all they do is cut
woed. The only thing that the paper companiaes in this Province have done
to hurt the enviromment is to cut wood and transport it.

Inasfar as disturbing the environment of this Province, those companies

that I have named will probably do nothing to hurt the environment except

cut wood and transport it. So what I want to be clear or/ ~--the minister ==

says that if they go in to do something that thay have not done before,

a new undertaking, and if Price (Nfld.) tomorrow were to decide to go
into the entertainment business and build a theatre or an outdoor complex,
that would be quite different from what they are doing now, and therafore,

T suppose,they could not plead they are not required to abide by this act.

L50bL
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MR. G. FLIGHT: But if the companies concerned,

Price (Nfld.) - Abitibi Bowaters if they decide to go into a new

aresa that they have not been in before for the purpose of cutting -and
transporting wood, will they then be subject to the clauses to this

act - 1if they go into a new area that they have not been into before,

a new undertaking in the semse that it is a new area to cut more wood?
But obviously, they will be doing what they have done for fifty years,

it will be an extension of their programmes, but it is in a new area
altogether, and up to now the environment has not been disturbed -

going into that area for the purpose of cutting and transporting wood,
which is their business, or flooding lakes or flooding rivers or diverting
waters or building access roads, will they then be exempt from thig act,
in view of the fact, of course, that they are going in to cut wood, which
is all they do in this Province anyway?

MR. CHAIRMAN (Butt) : The hon. the Presideant of the Council.

MR. W. MARSHALL: Mr. Chairman, if I could just - just

for a momant, bacause I know the hon. member was concerned about this

and I think he brought it up at the time of second reading, so I know

it is a matter of great concern to him. As the minister has already
indicated in her reply, there are othar acts other than this Environmental
Asgessment Act which protect the enviromment, but specifically, I just

wondar if I
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MP. W. MARSHALL: could direct the hon. member's
attention to page 5, the definition of an undertaking.
“‘Undertaking’means any enterorise,activity,project, structure
work, policy, proposal, plan or proéramme that may,in the
opinion of the minister, have a significant environmental
impact and includes a modification,an extension,an abandon-
ment, a demolition and a rehakilitation therecf. Now, in

my interpretation of that particular definition this

would seem to meet the guestion that the hon. member rose.
Now,I Xnow it may not be completely to his satisfaction

but it certainly gives the minister a discretion in the
event of any prolongations or axtensions of work conducted
by a paper company or, for that matter,any corporation or

any business carrying on business in this Province which

has environmental aspects to it.

I would also say to the hon.
member that, T think, we also have to bear in mind that this
is the first time an Act of this nature has been brought
here before the Legislature and it is to the everlasting
credit of the minister that it is here before the Legis-
-lature and at the stage of being enacted. And,indeed,
for the first time an environmental assessment of similar
nature was carried on in Labrador recently. So the point
is this,when you try to establish a programme such as
this to innovate a programme, you have to bring it in and
you have to balance all sides. You have to balance the
sides of the necessity to protect the environment in this
case as well as other considerations. I am aware that the
concerns raised by the hon. member are legitimate. He
brought them up in second reading but I would submit that
the questlons he asked are met by that definition, maybe

not completely to his satisfactionp
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MR. W. MARSHALL: but there are other Acts,6as the
minister indicated, that can protect the environment in the
event that a concern or an undertaking is carried on in_

a manner that is adversely affecting the environment. 2And,

I would suggest to the hon. member that while I do not dero-
gate or denograte the concerns that he raised, that he should
give this Act an opportunity to be in full force in effect.

I believe that his concerns have been met by the Act itself.
And I certainly know that as far as this government is
concerned with his concerns about the environment, that
nothing adverse to the environment by a business, an industry
which is operating in this Province,will and can be tolerated
by this government in the future. And we have, I think,
enough legislative protection to protect the pubklic to this
end. If we have not we will bring it in in the future.

MR, CHAIRMAN (Butt): - Shall clause 36 carry?

The hon.‘member for Windsor -
Buchans.
MR. G. PLIGHT: Mr. Chairman, I accept the hon.
Government House Leader's (Mr. Mézshall) intervention in
the debate and I acéept his coming to the rescue of the
minister.

But, Mr. Chairman, it does not
matter what clause 2, subs‘ection (N) says. It does not .
matter what the explanation of an undertaking is. The fact
is that there is a clause here, Mr. Chairman, this is the
clause that the paper companies and the mining companies
and any other companies that want to interfere with the
environment of tgis Province, this is the clause that they
will hang their hats on. Thisiis the one that they will
come in and say to the minister, 'We are exempt because of
this clause heré. Look, this is an um;ertaking that was in

progress!. This was in progress.
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MR. W. YMARSHALL: If the hon. member will permit me?

The hon. member has already indicated there is other legisla-

tion dealing with that.

AR. G. FLIGHT: Well, ¥r. Chairman,that is what

concerns me because I have seen nothing to this point in
my life to indicate there is anything in this Province.
This is the first piece of legislation, Mr. Chairman, that
I am aware of that has been ever introduced to have the
effect of pvrotecting the environment of this Province.

The minister says-and he makes-
a bad case - because the minister says there is other
legislation. Well, there may be-other legislation but I
assure the minister it is not being conformed to. I
cannot think, Mr. Chairman, of a worse -~ I cannot think of
an environment that has been desecrated any worse than the
environment of this Province up to this point in time.
Companies have run wild, individuals have run wild, mining
companies have run wild, they have done what they like. The
Department of Traansportation and Commupications does what
it like; in quarrying it Aestroys the-countryside by
going in and quarrying.

There is no indication out there,
there is no indication for the average Newfoundlander that
there is anything in effect in this Province that has any
effect of controlling the people who are developing in this .

Province. So, Mr. Chairman, the minister says
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MR.FLIGHT: _ i ‘
that the legislation is already there. Well, if he is so suxe of that, why
bother, why bring this in? If the environment of this Province is

being protected now,or if there is any evidence that any of the

companies, particularly the companies that are responsible for the
disturbance of the environment, the mining companies, the paper

companies, the construction companies and the fishing companies, if

there is any legislation right now that in any way protects the
environment then I would like to see that legislation because the

minister could make a lot of charges tomorrow. At the back of every

piece of legislation there is a penalty, it says, "Anyone breaking thig
legislation or anybody in offence of this legislation® there are conditions
under which - the minister would spend the rest of her yeak, if there is such a
legislation in place, if there is indeed such legislatiocn in place,

the minister could spend the rest of;sgis year hauling the people i
who are ignoring the legislation into court and having them tried
under'the_legislation. Even the minister knows that. The minister is

from Gander. She has to drive into the city once in a while so

she sees what is happening all along the Trans-Canada without

going into the woods operation or the fishing operation, the coastal
communities where the fish plants are or the boats that are coming

in and dumping oil all over the bays. So , Mr. Speaker, let us

forget the legislation that is existing, if it is existing it has

been ignored and I would tell the minister this, that this legislation-

and she better he prepared to gpfotc. this legislation more than any
existing legislation that up to this point has been enforced,pecause

if not we know now that this is an utter waste of time because the
legislétiopighat exists in this Province‘today to protect the environment has
been ignored,it has been ignored by the individuals of this Province,it

has been ignored by the development companies, that it was written to,

- protect this Province from, it has been ignoréd by the government, it
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MR.FLIGHT: has been ignored by the minister
and it has been ignored by the minister's administrators. And the
proof, Mr. Speaker, is in the pudding. Just go outside of the c;ty,
drive across this Province, go into the mining towns, go into the
commnities where there are plants of any kind, go anywhere and

the minister will see. So, Mr. Speaker, I could go on like this for
a month,I suppose,and it would not make any difference. I want one
last shqt. I want to hear the minister indicate that She is prepared
to acknowledge in this House that that clause will not exempt
companies already operating in this Province,in the event of another
undertaking in an area that they are not now working, whether it be
mining, whether it be logging or any other activity that would have
the effect of interfering with the environment, that if it is a new
undertaking,apart from what what has already happened, that they will not
be exempt from this legislation?

MR. CHAIRMAN: (Butt) The hon. the Minister of Consumer

Affairs and Environment.

MRS NEWHOOK: Yes, Mr. Chairman, this act does cover
new undértakings by existing companies. It covers extensions of
present undertakings and our Consumer anﬁ Environmental Act , we do
h;ve prosecutions under that act but I am sure the hon. membex
recognizes that you have to have vroof to prosecute and therein,of
course, lies our trouble because I am sure that we have many people

in Newfoundland who see others pollutingthe countryside but they are
never very quick to come forward and give us information so that we
can prosecute. Of course, this act here is to prevent ppllution before
it occurs or to prevent damage against the environment before it
occurs. Our other act takes care of it after it occcurs .. And then, of
course,under this new act we have a monitoring process so that we

can keep checks on companies that might pollute or have the ability to

pollute,

On motion, Clause 36, carried.
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On motion, clauses 39 through 40
carried.
ing passed Bill 13 with amendment, carried.

an, 50 I would like, while we are here, to do

MR. MARSHALL: We are in Committes of the Whole now,
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MR. W. MARSHALL: two more Bills, Order 6, Bill No. 16.

MR. NEARY: Bill number what?

MR. MARSHALL: Sixteen.

MR. NEARY: Is that the flag Bill?

MR. MARSHALL: No. That is the Newfoundland Arts Council.
MR. NEARY: {Inaudible) get on with the flag bill?

MR. MARSHALL: The flag - well, we will pass the

others in block and we will get to the flag bill, if you like.

MR. CHATRMAN (BUTT): Order, please! Bill No. 16, "an Act

Respecting The Establishment Of A Newfoundland And Labrador Arts Council.”
On motion,Clause (1) through (16) carried.
Motion, that the Committee report having
passed the bill without amendment, carried. (Bill No. 1l6)
MR. CHATRMAN: Order, please!l Bill No. 12, "An
Act To Provide For Natural Areas In The Province To Be Set Aside For
The Benefit, Education And Enjoyment Of Present And Future Generations
In The Province."
on motion, Clause (1) through (28),
carried.
Motion, that the Committee report having
passed the bill without amendment, carried. (Bill No. 12)
'MR. CHATRMAN: Order, please! Bill No. 46, "An Act
To Amend The Workers' Compensation Act."
On motion, Clause 1, carried.
Motion, that the Committee report

having passed the bill without amendment, carried. (Bill No. 46)
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MR. CHAIRMAN (Butt): Bill No. 44. An Act To Adopt A Flag

For The Province.

MR, STIRLING: ' What?

MR. CHAIRMAN (Butt): shall clause one carry?

MR. NEARY: No, Mr. Chairman, not quite.

MR. CHAIRMAN: The hon. member for LaPoile.

MR. NEARY: . Mr. Chairman, I do not know if we have

to adopt the whereases in this bill or not but there are cne, two, three,
four whereases there and I believe they have to be dealt with. I do not
know whether Your Honour is coming back to the whereases but first of all
let me say straight away that the Govermment House Leader today, the
strategy of the govermment today in calling the other bills and stalling
this bill and jumping over and going from twenty-two to forty-six and
leaving out forty-four, I would say that was deliberate because the
Government House Leader saw that there was a fair representation from

the Canadian Legion in the gallery and was hoping to stall the Cbmniétaa
of the Whole on this particular bill, the flag, hoping that they would
just up and leave. Well, they are not going to leave, Mr. Chairman. The
representatives of the Canadian Legion and other people in the gallery

who are interested in this squect are notlgoing to leave. And the hon.
gen;lemen can try all the dirty tricks, all the strategy, all the political
manoeuvering he wants. This is going to stay whether the hon. gentleman
likes‘it or not. And so, Mr. Chairman, I do not know how Your Honocur is
going to deal with the whereases because some of these whereases are not
correct. Some of the whereases are stated incorrectly. They do not state
the facts. And let me give Your Honour one example, it says, "Whereas

the Select Committee on the Flag met and held," listen to this Your Honour,

this is false and misleading and untrue. It is untxue.

MR. WARREN: Right on.
MR. CHAIRMAN: Order, please! I would like to inform the

hon. member that when the clauses are carried, when we have dealt with the
clauses I would go to the preamble and then it would be better dealt with under

the preamble.
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MR. NEARY: Well, I prefer to deal with the preamble
first. So Your Honour can deal with it how he wants.

MR. CHAIRMAN (Butt): It is not called. We are dealing with

clause one, "This Act may be cited as The Provincial Flag Act." And when
we go through the clauses and go to the preamble the hon. member may make
his comments.

MR. NEARY: Well, I will -save my comments. Either way
it does not make any difference. I think we are entitled to have a go

at it either way.

MR. JAMIESON: A point of order.

MR. CHAIRMAN: A point of order, the hon. Leader of the
Opposition.

MR. JAMIESON: I would obviously yield to authorities

on parliamentary procedure but under what grounds do we leap over the
preamble, which is really establishing the whole premise on which the

act is put together -

'HR. NEARY s . It has always been done that way.

MR. CHAIRMAN: It is the President of the House -

MR. MARSHALL: {Inaudibla) and we always coms back_ to th- praamble.
PREMIER PECKFORD: That is just the parliamentary procedure

that has been in place for a long, long time.

MR. JAMIESON: I thank the hon. gentlemen for their

.

learned discourse on it. I.have seen it done in other ways.

MR. NEARY: In other Houses.
MR. JAMIESON: In other Houses, and I must say befors I

sit down,that it seems to me to be scmething that perhaps somebody should

look at because I do not know why you debats a preamble after you have passed
all the clauses that come after it.
MR. NEARY: To that point of order, Mr. Chairman, to

that point of order.

AR
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MR. CHAIRMAN (Butt): Yes, to the point of order.
MR. NFARY: The short title itself leaves the thing

completely wide open, and how can you deal - how can you deal with the
short title which is, "'I'his_Act__may be cited .Ias The Provincial Flag Act,"
if you cannot deal with the whereases. I never heard of the like in
this House Your Honour, I never heard of it before. As a matter of fact,
most bills, this is an unusual bill, because ninety-nine per cent of the

bills do not have whereases in it as we have here.

MR. MARSHALL: To that point of order, Mr. Chairman.
MR. CHAIRMAN: To the point of order, the hon. the

President of the Council.

MR. MARSHALL: Nobody is trying to curtail any legitimate
observations, whatever they may be in Committee. And the hon. gentleman
is attempting now to give the impression that the govermment is attempting

to curtail debate but we are calling =

MR. THOMS: Trying to muzzle the Opposition again.
MR. MARSHALL: - Your Honour is calling clauses in

accordance with the accepted order of considering matters in Commi ttee.

You call clause one, clause two, however ma’ny clauses there are and then
you come back to the preamble. And at that time, in accordance with the
order, the hon. gentleman is welcome to make any remarks that he may

wish to make that are in order.

MR. CHAIRMAN: To the point of order I would rule there

is no point of order at this particular time and I would just like to point

out for the benefit of all hon. members, and I refer %o
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MR. CHAIRMAN: (Butt) Beauchesne 767. "By Standing Order 75,
the title, preamble and Clause 1 (if it contains only the short title)
stand postponed until the consideration of all clauses and scixedules
is completed."” So we do the clauses then we go to the preamble, short

title and title and sc on in that order.

MR. D, JAMIESON: Mr. Chairman, with respect -
MR. CHAIRMAN: The hon. the Leader of the Opposition.
MR. D. JAMIESON: I think that your reading of that illustrates

precisely what I was saying a few moments ago, 'if it contains only the
short title', and that embraces the preamble and all the rest of it. I

do suggest, and I am not hung up on the point, if my hon. friend from
LaPoile (Mr. S. Neary) is that is a different matter, but I do suggest
that in the interest of keeping the record straight that there is a distinct
difference between procedure as being carried out by the Chairman where,if
I am guoting him correctly, that the preamble, etc. contain only the
short title then you ccme back to it. But whereas in this case there

ave a number of basic points in the preamble it seems to me that perhaps
there might be another citation which indicates that the technique would
be the opposite. But I do not see that we should hold up the House on
that account, I am just making the point because I would like to be

clear on it.

MR. CHAIRMAN: ~ _ Well, I have already ruled, so I have called

Clause l.: Shall Clause 1 carrzy?

MR. S. NEARY: - Mr. Chairman, the adoption of this ﬂa.g _
is based on a false premise and I do not even have to refer to the ‘'vhersases’
because what I am going to say is a .fact and whether or not it is in the
';vhe;;;os’ really does not make any difference.But what I am going to

ray i3 tllx;t the Cha:.rmm of the l;laq Committee, members who spoke on the
government side of the House left the impression with this House that
twenty-six scheduled public hearings were held in this Prowince. That is

not true, it is false and misleading. There wera twenty-five scheduled
meetings in this Province not twenty-six, twanty-five, one was a non-scheduled
meeting, and out of the twenty-five only twelve meetings were held,fre h

hon. members aware of that? Thirteen msetings were not held for one

reason or another. Thirteen meetings were not held either due to lack of

4316



May 22, 1980 Tape No. 1730 SD - 2

MR, S. NEARY: publicity that a hearing was taking place

or lack of interest and the Committee members who visited these thirteen
commnities decided to go around to some og the schools. In some. instances,
they did not go to the schools, they just packed her up and came home

again. And the hon. the Premier sits there day in and day out and the

bill in his name and tries to leave the impression with the members of

the House and the people of this Province and now he is going to pack up
and go égain. Kenny Rogexrs had a name in his song for people like the

hon. gentleman,"yeller, yeller” they call him.

MR. L. THOMS: They had the movie on last gight.

MR. S. NEARY: No, that was the gambler.

AN HON. MEMBER: That is right

MR, S. NEARY: Be packs her up again, old yellg_g is gone
again.

MR. L. THOMS: He is trying not to take a gamble on this
one.

MR. S. NEARY: Mr. Chairman, the fact of the matter is

that the number of scheduled public hearings that we were told took place

did not take place.

MR. G, WARREN : Right on.
MR. S. NEARY: Only twelve actually tock place. And at these

twelve hearings the majority of briefs,whether they be oral or written,
advocated either retention of the Union Jack or the Union Jack in a

distinctive provincial flag.

MR. W. MARSHALL: A point of order, Mr. Chairman.

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

MR. w_. -ms_!-mm.: m(inan‘dible) recommending the Union Jack has

‘alyeady been resolved by this House in second reading (inaudible)
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MR. W. MARSHALL: as shown in the schedule will be the
provincial flag. Now, I refer Your Honour to Beauchense, page 230 first
"The function of a committee on a bill is to go through the text of
the bill clause by clause and, if necessary, word by word, with a view
to meking such amendments to it as may seem likely to render it more
generally aceeptable.” And it refers to May, page 506 which will
algso refer Your Honour to the fact that in committee that we do not consider -
MR. L. THOMS: You are using up the hon. member's time,
that is all you are doing.
MR. W. MARSHALL: I mean th'e point is, the House ha; 7
already considered this matter, we are now gitting in a committee, and
the Committee can not reconsider what the House has already decided.
I refer again, Mr. Chairman, if Your
Honour would like to take a note,to page 231, paragraph 764 which says:
"A committee is bound by the decision of the House, given on second
reading, in favour of the principle of the bill, and should not, therefore,

amend the bill in a manner destructive to this principle.”

MR, L. THOMS: We are not amending the bill, who
is trying to amend the bill?
MR. W. MARSHALL: The hon. gentleman should understand that

i{f you are not allowed to amend the bill from that area,
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MR. W. MARSHALL: you are not allowed either to debate
it because the debate has to be relevant.
MR. THOMS: That is right. That is right.

That is what you are afraid of, debate.

MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman should

know I am trying to bring some consistency into the proceedings of the
House instead of the flip-flops to which the hon. gentleman is accustomed.
AN HON. MEMBER: Hear, hear.

MR. MARSHALL: 764, number 3. "The objects (also referred
to as the principle or scope) of the bill are stated in its long title,
which should cover everything contained in the bill as it was introduced.
Amendments, however, are not necessarily limited by the title. Aan
amendment which is outside the scope of the bill is out of order and
c‘annot be entertained,unless a special Instruction has been given by the
House to the Committee." So, Mr.Chairman, it seems to me to be crystal

clear in this particular case, and I know the hon. gentlemen now will get up

and@ they will say you are trying to muzzle the Committee, But, there
is a modms operandi of carrying on the business of the House. The House
has already - this House has already considered the bill, the principle of

the bill, the reason for the Mill and has enacted that this be the flag.

And the hon. gentleman is out of order and any debate is out of order

when you get into the questions of whether or not the Union Jack or, for
that matter,any other design than the design before us shoudld be in the

flag.

MR. CHAIRMAN( Butt): To the point of order, the hon. the

Leader of the Opposition
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MR. D. JAMIESON: I am not casting any aspersicns or

any innuendos, I will leave that to the hon. the Leader of the Govern-
ment in this House. But, surely we are on, as I understand it, Clause

1 and unless my ears, which I had examined last week and which were said
to be in reasonably good condition, were wrong, the hon. the member for
LaPoile (S. Neary) was talking about potential designs or different
designs for flags. Now, the first phase of this Clause 1, says the

flag described and illustrated in the schedule is adopted as the flag

of the Province. Now, it seems to me that surely goodness it is entirely
appropriate, even with the citation which the hon. the House Leader has
given, to discuss such things as the description and illustration of

a flag. That seems to me to be completely consistent with what is
supposed to go on in the Committee stage. And I submit to Your Honor that the
hon. member for LaPoile is completely in order in what he has been saying.

MR. MARSHALL: _ I just draw issue with the hon.

_MR' CHATRMAN (Butt) : Further to the point of ordexr the hon.

President of the Cormeil. - ,
MR. MARSHALL: - with what the hon. the Leader of the

Oppesition has said and, you know, the principle has been accepted by
the House and to talk abaut other designs now is to contradict a
decision made by the House.

MR. CHMRMAN(Butt:) B To the point of order. I would rule

that there is a legitimate point of order in one particular area of this.

I have to refer you to Standj.ng Ozdars, 61;,"In the proceedings in

Committee of the Wheoleupon b:l.lls,:he prea.mble is first postponed‘ = the

reason I am reading this, - I am 1eading up to my reason for rul:.ng as I_ _

did -"and then every clause considered,preamble and title to be last considered.”
- — /

Now, the principle of the Bill, and I would suggest the hon. member

for LaPoile was getting into the principle of the bill which was dealt
with in Second Reading. He was getting into that area. The design of the

flag should be dealt with in this particular bill
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MR. CHAIRMAN (Butt) : . under clause 2 and not clause 1, as

we are now discussing.so -

MBa NEZRYE wWell, that will be fine. If vou want to

dispose of 1 and we have the debats on 2, then I am quite preparea to

_do_that. . . ; ) . . _
MR. CHAIRMAN: Yes, well, Eor uniformity in
Committee -

MR. NEARY: As long as it is clearly understood,

Mr. Chairman, that we are not going to be muzzled by the Government

House Leader or by the Government. We are going to have our say on this

bill whether holy Willy 1likes it or not.

MR. CHAIRMAN: ) Ozder, please! Just for uniformity in
Committee - Shall Clause 1 Carzy ? Carried. Shall clause 2 carry’

The hon. the member for LaPoile.

MR. NEARY: Mr. Chairman, I can have my go now,I suppose.
MR. CHAIRMAN: . On the design.

MR. NEARY: on the desién. 'Well, the problem with

this flag, Mr. Chairman, is the dasign. Nobody, but nobody but nobody

in this Province likes that design and yet the government defies the people -

MR. CARTER: I do,
MR. 'i'BOMs: Youw are ncbody.
MR. NEARY: - except those crackpots,; a few crack-

pots,; except a few little Mussolinis who sit on the government benches

a few Hitlerites. You would swear they were proteges of Hitler, the way

theg are handling this situation. I have heard the Premier described
- g 7 - : T

recently as a pocket-size Adolf Hitler and
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MR. S. NEARY: I would not be a bit surprised but
that Is corr:ct, the way that that gentleman is handling this bill.

I thougat we did away with Hitler in 1939, I thought we did away with
him, but here is Adolph now emerging again - made a statement yesterday
up on the Mainland and we were not sures whether he was pleased or

disappointed that the 'Noes' won the referendum in Quebec.

MR. G. WARREN: Right on!
MR. S. NEARY: Mr. Chairman, apart from a few

Mussolinis and Hitlerites, nabody but ncobody is in favour of this

design. Every hearing that was held - and there were only twelve
hearings, not twenty-six — at every hearing that was held, I would say
that 99 per cent of those who attended and made an oral presentation or

a presentation in writing said that the Union Jack should be in a
distinctive Newfoundland flag or the Union Jack should be ratained.

That was cocmpletely ignored by the Chairman of the Committes (Mr. J.Cartar)

and by Mr, Pratt.

MR, G. WARREN?: He had his mind mads up before he
astarted.

MR. S. NEARY: They had their minds made up before
they started.

MR. G. WARREN: Right on{ Right on! Right on!

AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible) .

MR. S. NEARY: No, Mr. Chairman, my impression of why

the hon. gentleman changed his mind was that he could not stand the
Hitlerlike tactics, the cramming and defying tha peopls.
MR. D. HAMCOCK: _ It was not accspted .

by the people. That was a stipulation in the requlations.

MR. S. NEARY: The fifth - I believe it was the fifth,
was it not? - the fourth or fifth stipulation laid down by the Committee
was that this flag had to be acceptable to the pecple. It is not acceptable
to the pecple. Do hon. gentlemsn understand that? It is not acceptable

to the people.
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MR. J. CARTER: . who said so?

MR. S, NEARY: The people are saying so.

MR. J. CARTER: Where?

MR. S. NEARY: You cannot go to church tcday, you

cannot go to the shopping centres, you cannot walk down the street,
you cannot go down in the cafeteria for a coffee, you cannot walk into
this building, you cannot go out to gat in your car but somebody is
coming up to you and saying, 'For God's sake, will you try to beat
soms sense into the govermment and stop that foolish design, that thing
they call a flag, from going through the House.

MR. W. MARSHALL: Mr, Chairman, a point of order.

MR. CHAIRMAN (Butt) : A point of order, the hon. the

President of the Council.

MR, W, MARSHALL: The hon. gentleman is now in the area

of debating the principle of this bill -

SOME HON. MEMBERS: oh, oh!

MR. W, MARSHALL: - which is to adopt ~

SOME HON. MEMBERS: - Ok, oh!

MR. W. MARSHALL:; - Mr. Chairman, which is the whole

purpose of the debate in the House itself on second reading, to adopt a
flag of this particular design. What he is doing now is entering into
del_:ate on an issus that has already been decided by the Housa. The purpose
of the Committee is to examine a bill clause by clause to see if any
amandments are necessary in order to give full effect to the principle.

But the principle being that this flag design be adopted, it is completely

out of order for the hon. gantleman.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Oh, oh!
MR, T. LUSH3: Mr. Chairman, to. the paint of order.
MR. CHAIRMANS: To the point of order, the hon. the member

for Terra Nova.

MR. T. LUSH: Mr, Chairman, I have sat here listening
with great interest to the member for LaPoile (Mr. S. Neary) speak on
this particular clause, and as the hon. the House Leader says, it is
about the design. I have baeen sitting here for however long the membar

for LaFoile has been speaking and I have not heard him talk about
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MR. T. LUSH: anything else but the design of

this particular flag.

SOME HON. MEMHERS: Hear, hear!
MR.T. LUSH: His remarks vera direct and clear

and complately on the topic the whole time, Mr. Chairman.

MR. G. FLIGHT: No point of order, Mr. Chairman.
MR. CHAIRMAN (Butt): I rule there is no point of order.

Ralavancy is very difficult to define in this particular case. 1In a

borderlina case I would rule that the hon. member has a right to

continua.
The hon. the member for LaPoile.
MR. S. NEARY: Mr. Chairman, thank you very much.

Well, anyway, the upshot of it all
is thig, Mr. Chairman, that the people of this Province, the majority
of people, I would suspect, including the Canadian Legion, the
Monarchist League, the L.O.A., the Knights of Columbus - you can talk
about anybody - ordinary people, I believe 99.9 per cent of the peopla,
if we are going to hava a flag they would like to see a distinctive
Newfoundland flag. I do not think there is any argument about that. But
this flag they do not want. They want to see something on a distinctive

Newfoundland flag that identifies it with Newfoundland.
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MR. NEARY: Now, is that asking tooc much of a man

who the people put their trust and faith in last June, is that asking too
much of that man? Is he so arrogant and does he have so much contempt

for the people that every time we talk about the flag he gathers up his
papers and runs out of the House? Is that the reward to the people of
this Province for giving that gentleman a majority so that he could govern
this goverrment? Is that the reward? Is that the way the people are
going to Be treated?

MR. WARREN: That is his design.

MR. CHAIRMAN: (Butt) Order, please! The hon. member is going

to come around to the design of the flag here?

MR. NEARY: Well, I was hoping -

SOME HON. MEMBERS: oh, oh!

MR. CHAIRMAN: You are prefacing your remarks and -

MR. NEARY: - the point that I am making.

MR. CHAIRMAN: - coming to the design of the flag?

MR. MORGAN : He is putting on a show for the gallgries, that is all.
MR. NEARY: Mr. Chairman, I am putting on no show

for the galleries, and I put on no show for the galleries this morning
when we ware told over at the Public Accounts Committee that the hon.
gentleman had one of his hacks call down to Mr. Devine to put his name

on the list for the leadership in a poll that was paid for -

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Oh, ohl

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order, pleasel

MR. NEARY: - from the public treasury.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order, please! The hon. member -

MR. NEARY: That was no show.

MR. CHAIRMAN: — is totally irrelevant now.

MR. NEARY: B That was no show and there— is no show now.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: oh, oh!

MR. CHAIRMAN: . Order, please! Order, pleasel

Order, please! The hon. member on clause 2.
MR. NEARY: "Put me name on the list", says the
Minister of Fisheries (Mr. Morgan). "See how I will fare up against

'Frankie' and 'Brian'".
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MR, MORGAN: Show off for the gallery at bit more now
{inaudible}.

MR. CHAIRMAN: (Butt) Order, please!

MR. MEARY: Mr. Chairman, Ithere is no showing off to

the galleries. I am quite sincere about this.

MR. MORGAN : You are a hang-up.
MR. THOMS: Not as much as you did (inaudible).
MR. NEARY: wWhat do they call him in the press?

Mr. Dress-up, Mr. Dress-up, and if Mr. Dress-up will only restrain
himself he might learn something. Mr. Dress-up now is being dealt with

by the Public Accounts Committee and everybody else in this Province ~

MR. WARREN: Maybe he will discover a flag.
MR. NEARY: - and he will be dealt with by the people

now over this flag in due course.

. But, Mr. Chairman, the people want something
in the design of the flag that can identify it with Newfoundland, that is.
distinctly Newfoundlandia, and we do not have it, we do not have it. That
could be any one of a number of things. I have my own preference. I am

not going to say what it is. Personally -

MR. BARRY: I would like to know (inaudible).

MR..NEARY: I beg your pardon?

MR, BARRY: You are speaking to the design now?

MR. NEARY: Yes, we are talking to the desian.
-~

MR. MORGAN: He is just playing politics with the flag, that is all he is doing.

MR. NEARY: Mr. Chairman, you know that is unparliamentary.

Would you ask the hon. gent;l.eman to withdraw it, Mr. Chairman?

MR. CHAIRMAN: I did not hear him.

MR. NEARY: He is playing politics with the flag,
he says. You cannot question members’ motives in this House, Sir.
MR. CHATRMAN: Right. I did not hear what the hon.
member said. I was listening to the hon. member for Lapoile.

MR. NEARY: Well, Mr. Chairman, if hon. members

think it is funny and they think that they are going to ram this thing
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MR. NEARY: through, I have news for them. I will

stay here till I drop down on the floor of this House, and I do not care

if we are here till Christmas Eve, it does not make any difference to me.
But this flag will never fly over this Province unless it is changed,
unless the design is changed. And if it is put on the flagpoles in front
of the provincial buildings, it will be hauled down, it will be hauled ddwn.
T+ will be hauled down by the next govermment. I guarantee you this,

that if T am fortunate enough to be returned to this House on the
goverrment side, that rag will come down. It will be hauled down off

the flagpoles of this Province.

MR. JAMIESON: Point of order, Mr. Chairman.

MR. CEAIRMAN: (Butt] Point of order, the hon. Leader of the
Opposition.

MR. JAMIESON: Members on the opposite side are always

fand of saying that a memb'er has. to be listened to in silence, and surely
the rule applies to members on both sides of this House. This is an
important matter, it is a matter, I think, on which members feel very
deeply, and T suggest that we would get on with the business of the people
much better if the hon. members opposite could restrain themselyes and let
the hon. member for Lapoile (Mr. Neary) have his appropriate say in this
matter.

MR. CHAIRMAN: I concur with the hon. the Leader of the
Opposition, and I would ask that members on both sides of the House

allow the hon. member to proceed and be. heard in silence.

The . hon. member for Lapoile.

MR. NEARY : Mr. Chairman, I am making a last-ditch

appeal = T know other members are going to speak on this and I will cm-ne
back at it again. I am only allowed ten minutes this time round. T will
have anotBer ten minutes later on and another ten minutes and I will go
on and on and on-but I am going to make a last-ditch appeal.

MR. CHATRMAN: Order, pleasel The hon. member Is allowed
thirty minutes.

MR. NEARY: I am allowed. thirxty minutes? Well,

T do not want to take thirty minutes. T think that would be akusing
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MR. NEARY: my privilege in the House, Mr. Chairman.

I could go on for a week. Your Honour knows that. We already said we
have no intention of filibustering, although, Mr. Chairman, I have grave
doubts of whether or not we should not just try to stall this thing, stall

it for another few weeks.
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MR. S. NEARY: The attitude seems to be that if we
stall it much longer the public will turn against us because they
will say we are filibustering and we are not getting on with the
other business of the Province. Well, that would be wrong. 'rhat‘
would not be true, Mr, Chairman, it would not be true. The govern-
ment calls the oxder of business in this House and not the Opposition.
And it is the government who keep calling this Bill and foreing the
Opposition to debate it. The government could have called something
in cmn;ction with unemployment. The governmant could have called
something in connection with the cost of living. The government could
have called something in connection with electricity rates or the high
cogt of gasoline or anything, any other problem.

MR. W. MARSHALL: You were asking-the government to call it.

MR. S. NEARY: No, Mr. Chairman, the only reason I was
asking the hon. gentleman to call it was because he had already indicated
to my colle;gua. the Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Jamieson), that this
Bill was going to come up for Committee of the Whole and the hon.
gentleman was trying to, in his cute little way, trying to stall it
hoping the Canadian Legion would leave the ‘gallery. And that is why I
wanted it called earlier. I could not care less if it was ever called.

And if the hon. gentleman wants to postpone it for six months he has my

l:;lnssing. But. I am going to make one last~ditch appeal to the
Premier and tomf.he members on the government benches to coms to their
senses, if they have any senses left, and that is to - it will only
take a short while to do it- change the design of the flag, change it,
put something in it that represents Newfoundland. Put somsthing in it
that we can identify and associate with the great heritage and the
great traditions we have in this Province. Now, that is a fair request
is it not, Mr. au.i.man-.' That is a fair request. We have been making
iL nmﬁrafirﬂer last three weeks. It has been falling ons ;i;;f ears

MR. D. HOLLETT: The Minister of Fisheries (Mr. Morgan)

would like that. He would like to have something distinctive in it.

MR. NEARY: Sure he would like to have - I am sure

every member of this House, if they were not toeing the party line and
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MR. S. NEARY: trying to cling on to their jobs with
their finger nails and trxying to stay in the Cabinet and scrape and
scraub their way into the Cabkinet like the member for Bay of Islands
{Mr. Woodrow). 1If they were not trying to do that, Mr. Chairman-
outside of this House you talk to them and they turn up their
nogse and say, "Oh, that flag stinks." I can point my finger at
members right now, sitting on the government benches, who have said
outside the House, "My God, I wish we could persuade 'Marshall 'and
'Peckford’ to change that flag." They are the ones who are ramming
it through. The Premier wants to make his mark in history with this
flag and he thinks this is the way to do it, show the people he is
decigive. There are times to be decisive. There are times to show
that you are in command and in control. But this is not the way to
do it, by defying the people. The government have been defying the
peorle now for the last three weeks. I am surprised and amazed, Mr.

Chairman, that 10,000 people have not gathered out m front of
Confederation Building. I remember one time crosbié ;ad:o.cated civil
discbedience in this Province, John Crosbie did. I would not go that
far. I would certainly recommend peaceful demonstxations. I would
like to come up here tomorrow, and if the hon. gentleman thinke this
Bill is going to go through this afternoon,or tomorrow afternoon, or
Monday afternoon, then I have news for him. Wa should stall it long
enough to give the people a chance to organize and gather out in front
of Confederation Building, 10,000 strong, that is what I would like to
see out there. Because thaE {.s_ the only langquage this crowd understands.
Hit them where it hurts most, at the polls, in the ballot box. That is
the only thing that will get them to back away from that foolish design

that they have brought in, Mr. Chairman.

AN HON. MEMBER: A petition (inaudible)
MR. D. HOLLETT: That is right. They came in the other day

with a petition, the Minister of Pisheries (Mr. Morgam) had 8,000 names
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MR. S. NEARY: he said on a petition.that was organized
by the -

DR. J. COLLINS: Point of order, Mr. Chairman. )

MR. S. NEARY: Ch, here is the blue blood himself.

MR, CHAIRMAN: (Butt) Point of orxder.
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MR. CHAIRMAN (BUTT) : The hon. Minister of Finance.

DR. COLLINS: The hon. Leader of the Opposition a moment ago

asked us not to interject. So we cann&t ppiﬁt out irrelevance b§ interjection
and I certainly follow your ruling on that. Therefore,we have to

rise to our feet when the hon. member is being irrelevant to the

clause under discussion. Petitions and so on and so forth and

other extraneous matters the hon. member has brought up have nothing

to do ;ith the clause under consideration. So I bring it as a point

of order that the hon. member is being totally irrelevant to the

clause under discussion.

MR. HANCOCK: You are getting childish in your
old age.
MR. CHAIRMAN: There is a legitimate point of order

in this case. I rule there is a point of order and I would ask the
hon. member for LaPoile (Mr. Neary) to confine his remarks to clause
2 which deals with the design of the flag.

The hon. member for LaPoile.
MR. NEARY: The hon. gentleman is obviously
prematurely senile, Mr. Chairman. Mr. Chairman, the only way this
design can be changed to get something into it that you can identify
ﬁith Newfoundland is for 10,000 Newfoundlanders to stand out in
front of that building and carry out a peaceful demonstration. I
do not mean to smash the windows out of the place or turn her upside

down or smash in the doors but in a peaceful demonstration.

DR. COLLINS: A point of order, Mr. Chairman.
MR. CHAIRMAN: A point of order, the hon. Minister

of Finance.

DR. COLLINS: The hon. member is now advocating
demonstrations and so on and so forth that has nothing whatever to do
with Clause 2. Clause 2 states, "The flag described and illustrated

in the Schedule is adopted as the flag of the Province®™. It has nothing
to do with demonstrations, nothing to do with breaking windows, nothing

to do with peaceful or non-peaceful. demonstrations. And I would ask
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DR. COLLINS:

Your Honour to keep the member relevant to the clause under

discussion.
MR. JAMIESCN: To that point of order, Mr. Chairman.
MR. CHAIRMAN (BUTT): Yes, to the peoint of order, the hon.

Leader of the Opposition.

MR. JAMIESON: Mr. Chairman, surely.once again, I have

to make the point that it is totally relevant to say that the public
should make their views known with regard to the design. We are talking
about the design. Now,whether he talks about sending in petitions

or whether he talks about people appearing, whatever the issue, the
formula that he is speaking of it is relevant because we are talking
about ways in which the hon. member believes that the design can be
changed. And we are on this clause and I suggest that that is
relevancy. In any event I think we are taking up unnecessary time

with these interventions.

MR. ANDREWS: To the point of order.

MR. CHATRMAN: To the point of order, the hon.

member for Burgeo-Bay d'Espoir.
MR. ANDREWS: I would like to agree with the

Minister of Finance that -

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh?
MR. CHATRMAN: Order, please!
MR. ANDREWS: I would like to point out for the

past three weeks - I would like to know where you are going to find
10,000 people - for the past three weeks I have not received one letter

or one telephone call from my district -

MR. CHAIRMAN: aeder, please!

MR. ANDREWS: : - except for two telegrams -

MR. CHAIRMAN: oOrder, please!

MR. ANDREWS: - from the Royal Canadian Legion -

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order, please!

MR. ANDREWS: - commenting on the design of the flag.
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MR. CHAIRMAN (BUTT): Order, please! Order, please!

The hon. member's remarks are not
relevant to the point of order. I have heard enough -
MR. MORGAN: (Inaudible) to the point of order.
MR. CHATRMAN: Yes,to the point of order I have heard
enough to rule on the point of order. I thank all hon. members for
their contribution. I will now rule on the point of order.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Ch, ohl

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order, please! Order, please!

Relevancy is very hard to define and
in a borderline case the hon. member speaking will be given the benefit
of the doubt. But once again I would ask him to confine his remarks to
the design as outlined in Clause 2.

’ -The hon. member for LaPoile.

MR. NEARY: Well, Mr. -
MR. CHAIRMAN: . Order, please!

Before I recognize the hon. member

the hon. the Speaker would like to come in to announce the Late Show.

MR. SPEAKER (SIMMS): Order, please! Order, please!

It be:i.-ng five o'clock I can inform
the House that I have received notice of three motions for debate
at five-thirty when a motion to adjourn will be deemed to be before
the House.

Notice given by the hon. member for
Bonavista North (Mr. Stirling) arising out of a question asked the
hon. Minister of Transportation and Communications (Mr. Brett}. And
the subject matter is the Greenspond causeway.

Notice given by the hon. member for
Windsor-Buchans (Mr. Flight) arising out of a question asked the hon.
Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing (Mr. Windsor). And the
subject matter is Windsor's need for an industrial park.

and the final one, notice given by
the hon. member for Terra Nova (Mr. Lush) -

SOME _HON. MEMBERS: oh, oh!
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MR. SPEAKER (SIMMS): Order, please!

The final one, notice given by the
hon. member for Terra Nova (Mr. Lush) arising out of a question asked
the hon. Minister of Labour and Manpower (Mr. Dinn). ‘And the subject
matter is the provincial government's policy of hiring workers from

the Province for offshore employment.
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MR, CHAIRMAN (Butt): The hon. member for LaPoile.
HMR. S. NEARY: Could I ask Your Honour how

much time I have left?

MR. CHAIRMAN: The hon. member has nine minutes.
MR. S. NEARY: Well, in that nine minutes I

will try to lay out as relevantly as I can what I am pro-

posing. I am proposing that the government accept peace-
fully, use a little common sense and change the design,

put something in the design to identify it with Newfoundland. Now,
if the government is not prepared to accept that in this
Youse then, Mr. Chairman, the ofly way it can Le done is

for the people to rise up and get the design changed. If
they want to get,for instance, a caribou, if they want to

get the pitcher plant in it, if they want to get something

else in it, this or that in it the only way to do it is to -

DR, J. COLLINS: A point of order, Mr. Chairman.
MR. CHAIRMAN: A point of order, the hon.

Minister of Finance.

DR. J. COLLINS: Mr. Chairman, in second reading

the design was accepted. It was accepted by this House on

a free vote and was passed. To now question the design is

to go over the same debate again and I suggest that it is

not only irrelevant but it is totally out of order according
to the rules under which this House has governed itself for
generations. And if hon. members opposite do not understand
the rules of the House I suggest that there is a means whereby
they can increase their knowledge.

-

MR. D. JAMIESON:. To the point of order, Mr.

Chairman.
MR. CHATIRMAN: To the point of order, the hon.

Leader of the Opposition.
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MR. D. JAMIESON: Well, I merely wish to recall

your own remarks, Mr. Chairman, of less than an hour ageo

in which,when the comments were being made with regard

to the design, the Chair ruled that this was the clause under
which the design was quite appropriately the subject for
debate and discussion in this House.

MR. CHAIRMAN. (Butt): I would like to point out

to all hon. members that it is in order to discuss other
designs SO long as the principle -and that is that
a flag be adopted for the Province-is not debated.

The hon. member for LaPoile.
MR. S. NEARY: Your Heonour is right on target.
If<the hon. gentleman does not know the rules I suggest he

go out and take some kind of a course.

MR. HANCOCK: He does not know much about
budgeting.
MR. S. NEARY: r It is not the St. John's cock-

tail set that runs this House.
MR. L. THOMS: (Inaudible) and finance while

you are at it.

MR. CHATRMAN: Order, vlease!
DR. J. COLLINS: A point of order, Mr. Chairman.
MR. CHAIRMAN: A point of order, the hon.

Minister of Finance.

DR. J. COLLINS: The hon. member is clearly being

irrelevant. Whether thare is a cocktail circuit in the city
of St. John's or not is totally irrelevant to clause 2 which
states, 'The flag des¢ribed and illustrated in the Schedule
is adopted as the flag of the Province'. BAnd I suggest that
discussing the presence or absence of a cocktail ecircuit in
St. John’'s is totally irrelvant and I would draw that to

Your Honour's attention.
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XR. CHAIRMAN (Butt): I would point out to the hon.

member that these last remarks are not relevant to the
design of the flag.

MR. S. NEARY: I have no doubt about thaé at
all, Your Honour, But I believe, #r. Chairman, that if
pmeople want the design changed, if they want to get something
in the design to identify it with Newfoundland and Newfound-
landers, then I would submit that the people are going to

have go rise up because government are taking consolation,
are taking comfort én the fact - and I have heard members
on*the government side say this and I have heard them say

it in the House and outside the House, that the only one

that wants this flag changed is the Royal Canadian Legion.
That is not true. That is an insult to the intelligence

of the members of the Royal Canadian Legion. It is not true.
Young and old, middle-aged, non-conformist and conformist
alike want this flag changed, school children want it changed,
mostly young people, mostly school children want it changed.
and so the only wag.it can be changed - I bet you if we were
to poll everybody inside the confines of this House at this
moment and ask them if they would prefer this flag or a

flag with something in it to identify it with Newfoundland,

I will bet you 85 per ceq; of the,:people in";he confines

of this House would say they want something that is distinctive,
that you can relate to Newfoundland.

And so theroaly way it can be
done, Mr. Chairman, unless the Premier now will come to his
senses and get up and peacefully volunteer to amend this
flag to put something in it that you can reldte to Newfound-
land and to Newfoundlanders, unless the Premier is prepared

to do that,because obviausly the hon. members are
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MR. S. NEARY: rallying around their leader in this

matter, they are rallying around their leader and they are rallying

around this flag and that is the biggest blunder they ever made in

their lives. They will regret it and they will be sorry for it. But

the only way apart from that,is the Premier just .admitting he is wrong,

be man enough to admit he is wrong not attempt to be a dictator and

copy Hitler, not do that,admit he is wrong man fashion.If he is not
prepared to do that than the only other way we can get this design
scrapped or changed is for the people to rise up.And nothing would

give me greatesx pleasure than to come in here tomorrow and see

10,000 Newfoundlanders out in front of this building, young and old,

male and female saying to this government " We elected you, we gave

you a majority, do not treat us this way", in a peaceful demonstration.

I would not be like Crosbie and advocate civil disobedience and that

is why I think we should hold her down on this bill until the people
have an opportunity to mobilize their forces and come up to Confederation
Building in buses and cars and trucks and with petitions, with letters
and ask to see their members and invite the Premier to come out fromt and
have a few words. That is the only way, M:I»:. Chairmag, that we are going to
get any changes made in this design. Now, I hépe I will have an opportunity
to have a few more words. But I do not think - we only have another twenty
minutes to go this afterncom =I do not think this is going to pass this
afternoon nor tomorrow moraing either,not if I have anything to do with it.

MR. CHAIRMAN (BUTT) : The hon. member for St. John's North.

MR. J. CARTER: Mr. Chairman, the member for LaPoile

(Mz.S. Neary) is a hard act to follow. He is both our greatest asset and

our greatest liapility. He is our greatesk asset because he is an attraction,
I suppose, to this House. Just this afternoon some people in the elevator

said "Oh, very disappointing in the House this afternoon the member for
La_P?ile was not there, it was all too quite, no ructioms”".
MR. G. WARREN: Right ont Right onl

MR. J. CARTER: But I nearly said'look, he will be along

~ later why do you not stay on because he will no doubt put on a show for you'.
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MR. J. CARTER ': Now, during all the hearings that we had

there was an extraordinary amount of apathy, people did not seem to

. care, did not seem to care epough to turn out to the hearings. This

was in part made up fcr by quite a number of letters and designs that
were submitted.And,in fact,as I have already said,there were so many
designs submitted that they began to repeat themselves, so that the

ones that were submitted towards the end of April were the same as

the ones 'that had been submitted early in January. So we honestly felt
that we had received a good cross-section of public opinion. A lot of
people, by the same token,said #iime and time again, "Look,a new flage is
not our main concern". Now, if there is such a ground swell against this
particular design,then why is it that I have had less than twelve telephone
calls. My name is in the phone book, I observe regular hours, I am there
at mealtimes - my telephone- I have got three calls from my district and
a total of ;ewn calls outside my district about this flag and about this
design. Now, that is the extent of the calls and that is since April 29th
when the design was first unfurled in this House. And in the last two days
I addressed two service clubs at which there were about twenty-five people,
at each luncheon meating,and we brought in a copy of the flag and hung it
up in the hall-

AK—-HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible) _that is all I can say.

MR. J. CARTER: —and the reception was unanimously goeod.

Some people naturally had some reservations but when the finer points were
explained to them they said "Look we like the design, we like the flag, we
will be proud to fly it"”. So if it is as unpopular as all that,then why are
getting that kind of reaction! I suggest that hon. members opposite are
playing politics. and that ig fair enough,I suppose,you have to play the
cards ;o: are dealt but I think the hon. members are playing to the
gallery. and you know, if we had been bad enough, if we had been bad
enough,_ instead of bringing in a Select Committee we would have brought

in a selective committee composed entirely of Liberals, members from the

opposition and said " Right fellows,you bring in a flag and then once a
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MR. J. CARTER: week we would debate the flag and every design
they brought im we would put down. Well we could keep this going for ten
years, it would do for at least two elactions. But we did

not do that because our Premier and this side of the House wants to bring

in a destinctive flag for this Province and I think we have succeeded.

20ME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear!
MR.J. CARTER: And I think we succeeded and will succeed

because of one man who is not here wéay, unfortunately, and that is a
former member of this House Tom Doyle. He tried once before, he tried
very hard and he failed. He started off with a white background, nothing
simplier than that,and he put a Union Jack in the corner and then he said
"Okay fellows tell me what will I put in the rest of the flag”. And every
design that was suggested was shot down. There was no way he could get it

off the groumnd.
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MR. CARTER: So he failed, but I think because he failed
we learned our lesson and we may very well succeed. I think that this
flag, when it goes through, all due honour should be given to Tom Doyle,
a person who tried and failed, but failed, .I think, magnificently,
because he really, really did try.

Now, I notice that there are some Canadian
Legion members in the gallery and I would address, although I am supposed
to address the Chair, I would address a few remarks to them. There is no
doubt, Mr. Chairman, that their concerns were paramount, very high on our
list of concerns, when we were setting the parameters for the design for
this flag. I think, to some extent, we succeeded. The design does recall
the Union Jack, the design does feature elements to remember our veterans

and the people who fought and died for us.

SOME HON., MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. CARTER: There are perfectly good reasons for being

against this flag -

MR. NEARY: I cannot stomach the hon. gentleman any
longer.
MR. CARTER: - there are perfectly good reasons for

being' against -

MR. CHATRMAN: (Baird) Order, pleasel

MR. CARTER: ~ this flag. There are perfectly good

reasons for -

MR. NEARY: I cannot stomach the hon. gentleman .
MR. CHATRMAN: ‘ order, please!
MR. CARTER: There are perfectly good reasons for being

against this flag and the hon. member for St. John's Centre (Dr. McNicholas),
I think, has exercized his rightful prerogative, but there are also some
very bad reasons for being against this flag. One of the bad reasons for
being against the flag, one of many, is to try and stir up the members of
the general public, and I would_st_l_ggest -

MR. NEBRY: Is that what you are accusing the Canadian

Legion of?
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MR. CARTER: - T would suggest that the hon. member

opposite = I would suggest -

MR. NEARY: Mr. Chairman, a point of order.

MR. CHAIRMAN: (Butt) A point of order, the hon. member for
Lapoile.

MR. NEARY: If the hon. gentleman is trying to accuse

the Canadian Legion of stirring up the public, Mr. Chairman, I resent
that, and I would submit that the hon. gentleman apologize, withdraw that

staterment and apologize -

MR. CARTER: To that point of order -
MR. NEARY: - to the members of the Canadian Legion.
MR. CARTER: - to that point of order, Mr. Chairman,

I am accusing the hon. member opposite of trying to stir up the public.

SOME HON. MEMEERS: Hear, hear!

MR. NEARY: You cannot =

MR. JAMIESON: : To that point of order, Mr. Chairman.
MR. CHAIRMAN: (Baird) To the point of order, the hon. Leader

of the Opposition.

MR. JAMIESON: I do suggest to the hon. member that it

is perfectly possible to interpret his remarks as having been directed to
the Legion because just a minute or so again, before t;b.;ay left the galleries,
he said he wanted to address some remarks to the Canadian Legion, and it

was in that context, I suggest - and when he reads it tomorrow he will

see that it certainly did appear as if he were suggesting that the

Canadian legion was trying in some way or other to stir up the public.

MR. CARTER: Well, I hope that my remarks, Mr. Chairman -
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh!

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order, pleasel

MR. CARTER: - have clarified that.

MR. CHATIRMAN: To the point of order, there is no point

of order, it is a difference of opinion.
MR. CARTER: Thank you, Mr. Chairman.

MR. NEARY: A point of order, Mr. Chairman.
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MR. CHAIRMAN: (Baird) A point of order, the hon. member for Lapoile.
MR. NEARY: During the course of the hon. gentleman

losing his cool there a few moments ago, the hon. gentleman said thgt he

was directing his remarks towards me, that I was the one who was trying to whip
up the people, stir up the people. Now, Mr. Chairman, as you know, one of the
basic fundamental rules of this House is that you cannot attribute motives

to any member of this House. Now, that is completely unparliamentary

and out of order, and I ask Your Honour to ask the member to withdraw

it and apologize to the House.

MR. MARSHALL: To the point of order, Mr. Chairman.
MR. CHAIRMAN: To the point of order, the hon. the

House Leader.
MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Chairman, the hon. gentleman is just
trying to, I think, raise an unnecessary storm. The hon. gentleman was
not questioning the motives of the hon. gentleman or any other gentleman
in this House. He was just stating an opinion which he holds, and certainly
an opinion that he is certainly allowed to hold, irrespective of the
hon. member. -
MR. CHATRMAN: To the point of order, there is no point
of order, just a different of opinion between two hon. members.

The hon. member from St. John's North.
MR. CARTER: I think it is sad, Mr. Chairman, that the
hon. member for Lapoile is so much against the design of this flag, because
E;e has been particularly remembered in this design, and there are certain
aspects of him that are enshrined forever in this particular flag. May
I just be granted a mement to outline what it is. The red that surrounds

the arrow - this flag is very carefully proportioned - works out to be

two—-one hundred and eightha of the vertical height. We wondered what
significance a one-hundred and eighth would have or two-one hundred and eighths
would have, but after a careful examination of the member for Lapoile's

speeches we found that it was exactly twice his IQ, so the hon. member -

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, ohl
MR. CHAIRMAN: Order, pleasel! Order, pleasel
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MR. CARTER: In any event, Mr. Chairman, the decision
was unanimous by the Committee, and even though one of our members had

some second thoughts, even he would, I think, still
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MR. J. CARTER:

be unanimous that the design should be geometric and this was a
considered opinion. We did not wish the new flag of Newfoundland.

to be a photograph. Too many of the provincial flags and state flags
and flags of some countries are rather like photographs and quite
indistinguishable at a distance and we felt that Newfoundland should
have a distinctive flag. I think we have succeeded. I think we have
a great flag and one that we can all be proud of. There is not much

more to say except that I would recommend third reading.

MR. CHAIRMAN (BAIRD): The hon. member for Grand Bank.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
b MR. THOMS: I am going to take advantage of the

third reading - I realize that my friend from Trinity-Bay De Verde (Mr.

F. Rowe) referred to it when he spoke the other day - to clarify something.
I, myself, heard the hon. member for St. John's North (Mr. J. Carter)

on CBC Radio at which time the hon. member "accused or inferred'or said
that the reason for my voting against this flag was that I had my arm
twisted. "It was unfortunate”, he said, "it happened.", but that I had

had my arm twisted. I would like to advise the House, all members

of the House, that there was no one, including the Leader of the Opposition
(Mr. Jamieson) and partijcularly the Leader of the Opposition - I will

not say there was no lobbying but there was certainly no undue influence,
there was certainly no pressure brought to bear. As a matter of fact,
when I made up my mind it was on Thursday afterncon of last week when

I asked the Premier of this Province whether,in view of the tremendous
sacrifice that was made by our war veterans, éwhether or not he would

permit a mggher of the Canadian Legion to come into this House and to
speak before the bar of this House which I thought -

AN HON. MEMBER: The audiencehas gone.

MR. THOMS: I do not care whether the audience has

gone or not, I am saying something that I believe in.
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MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Chairman, on a point of order.
MR. CHAIRMAN (BAIRD): On a point of order, the hon. House
Leader.

MR. THOMS: Muzzle, muzzle, muzzle.

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order, please!

MR. MARSHALL: The hon. member, Mr. Chairman, is

now talking about the reason why he changed his mind and the reason

why he voted a certain way in second reading on this bill. Now, surely
that is not the matter that is under consideration by this Committee.
What is under consideration by this Committee is the flag design and
not the aberrations nor the reasons for them of the hon. gentleman.

MR. THOMS: To that point of order, Mr. Chairman.
MR. CHAIRMAN: To the point of order, the hon. member
for Grand Bank.

MR. THOMS: Mr. Chairman, if the hon. the President
of the Council wishes to muzzle this side of the House from speaking

on this particular bill. then why does he not envoke clasure and be done
with it.

MR. NEARY: Right on. There is no point of order,

Mr. Chairman.

MR. THOMS: Of course not.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: oh, oh!
MR. CHAIRMAN: Order, please!

To the point of order, there is no
point of order but I would like to remind all hon. members that we are
discussing Clause 2.

The hon. member for Grand Bank.

MR. THOMS: Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman.

I am talking about Clause 2 as well, talkingabout the design of the
flag and why I voted against the flag and why I voted against this -
it had to be the particular design. It has nothing at all to do with
whether I like the design or dislike the design. But I am trying to
explain whg I voted against the flag. Like, I say, I finally made up my

mind when the hon. Premier in this House decided to compare the Canadian
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MR. THOMS:
Legion with other organizations. Well, Mr. Speaker, I cannot compare
the Canadian Legion in this Province, in this country in the free world
to the rod and qun clubs of the free world. I just cannot do it and
I will not do it. And I felt and I feel the same way now, that we should
have had the common decency and courtesy to permit a representative, just
one representative - they did not want to march in en masse - just one
representative to come into this House and speak before the bar of
this House. And they are the people who are responsible for the
traditions of this House, the keeping of the traditions of this House
and the keeping of traditions of democracy in the frée world.

Mr. Chairman, there were two other
reasons: One, that I voted against this flag and this design was that

one of the
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MR. L. THOMS: conditiong that were set down by

the Flag Committee at its very first meeting, and I have yet to hear
one member of the Flag Committee get up and contradict me on this ‘
point, not one. The hon. the member for St. John's North (Mr.J.Carter)
has not contradicted me on this particular point.

Now, in our first meeting it was agreed
that there would be a design chosen and that this design would be
acceptable to a majority of the people., Then in the report given by
the Chairman of the Committes (Mr. J. Carter) in this House, it was
watered down just a little. It was watered down so that it read that
the design would be widely acceptabla or widely accepted by the people
of this Provinca.

Now, Mr. Chairman, I voted against
this particular design because I am not convinced in any way, shape or
form that this particular design, that is on tha back of this bill, is

acceptabla to a majority of the people of this Provinca.

MR. S. NEARY: ) That is right.

MR. L. THOMS: Every _gieoo of evidence that I have -
MR. P. STAGG: Not one telephone call.

MR. L. THOMS: You ars right, I have not had ona

single, solitary teslephone call saying that they liked the flag, not

ona.
MR. L. THOMS: How many calls did you have?
MR. L. THOMS: I do not know, I have talked to twenty,

thirty - but probably hundreds of people I have been speaking to in

connection with the flag. I was down in Grand Bank =

MR. J. MORGAN: (Inaudible). Grand Bank.
MR. L. THOMS: That is right. And I could not find

anybody in fawour of it there.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. L. THOMS: Not only that, but the one that really

disliked the flag, hated the flag, was a mamber of the P.C. executive in
Grand Bank, Mayor Fred Tessier - detested it. And he is a member of the

Tory axacutive down thers.
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MR. §. NEARY: He is finally getting a bit of sense.
MR, L. THOMS: I am not saying he is going to change

his mind and vote Liberal in the next aelection, but he certainly does
not like the flag. And the thing was that it was only after the flag
was unfurled that you could get the feeling, you could get any evidence
in this Province as to whether people liked or disliked the flag. And
as I said, every indication, every piece of aevidence that I had was
that this flag was disliked. It made no difference, my feeling on the
flag at all, as an individual or as a member of the Committee. But the
people in this Province, not just my own district, but the people of
this Province, this flag was unacceptable to them. Now, once I
decided that this must be the feeling of the people of this Province,
then, Mr. Chairman, I really had no alternative but to do the honourable
thing and to vote against the flag.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Ch, oh!

MR. L. THOMS: I 4id not sea the hon. the Miniater of Labour

and Manpower (Mr.J. Dinn) going out and speaking to his Legionnaire friends.

MR. J. DINN: _ I spoke to them on the way in.
MR. F. WHITE: Ty did N Speskty NI |
MR. L. THOMS: But, Mr. Chairman, the only honourable

thing when one of the conditions set down by the Committee itself is not
met is to either find some way so that it would be mat or to vots against
it. I had to vote against it for the simple reason that the flag was
going to come in; it was going to be pushed through as quickly as possible,
so quickly, as a matter of fact, that the Premier of this Province daecided
to give up his speaking time to the Opposition or to the feaw othar members
who wanted to speak on it, As a matter of fact, we had to haul, screaming
and kicking, a member of the Flag Committee, the member for Menihek

(Mr. P. Walsh) to his feet to speak on this bill. The member for Fortune -
Hermitage (Mr. D. Stewart) is hoping that the lines of communication are
so bad in Fortune = Hermitage that they are not going to find out that he
voted for the flag, but he cartainly was not going to have anything on

racord in tha Hansard other than a 'Yea' vote.
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MR. L. THOMS: And herxe is a member of the

Committee! ft is the Premier's own bill, Bill 44,"An Act To Adopt

A

Flag For The Province? Hon. A.Brian Peckford, Premier. The Minister

of Tourism, Recreation and Culture (Mr.Dawe) stood in the House on

four different occasions, Mr.Chairman, to close the debate. I know

on at least one occasion the Premier was in his seat. I would be

very,very laery if I were the Chairman of this Committe, if I were

the member for St. John's North (Mr. Carter) because I have got a

feeling that that yellow arrow is going to give somebody the shaft

before the next election. Because somebody is going to have to take

the blame for having rammed this down the throats of the people of

this Province, gomebody has got to be the fall guy. Mr. Chairman, -

AN HON. MEMBER: I tell you who was on the Committee

MR. L. THOMS: Yes. I was on the Committee. I was

there. I was there. One of the conditions that the Committee, of

which I was a member, laid down was that this design would be
acceptable to a majority of the people of this Province. 2and if
anybody can tell me that this is acceptable to a majority of the
people or give me any evidence, any little thread, all they would
need is a dog barking in the night. Give me a dog barking in the
ﬁight and I will accept it. But Sherlock Holmes could not go out
and get enough proof that this is acceptable to the Newfoundland
people. It just is not acceptable. If we had not laid down that
condition, if w: Vhad not laid down that condition, I,as a member

of the Committee, wauld have had no alternative, Mr., Chairman, but

to vote for the flag. I would have had no alternative. But, like

I say, one of the conditions, I feel. now,of course,there are tham other

conditiona, I guess there is a real question:‘whethir they were met,

Certainly unique, theres is no doubt about that. Simple,it is not

. It

is not simple because if it were simple you would not need, the flag

that was printed,you would not need all that gobbledygook under it to

explain it. And all that was put there after the design, It was made up,

It was all made up after the design itself was accepted. It was
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MR. L. THOMS: So, Mr, Chairman, I just want to take
advantage of the third reading, to make sure and to advise the House that
I in no way had any pressure a.s far as my voting for or against this
flag. 2And I see it is 5:30, Mr. Chairman,

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. CHATRMAN (Butt): Before rising the Committee I would

like to welcome to the House,on behalf of all Hon. members, the Mayor
of Windsor, Mr. Clarence King; the Town Manager, Mr. Roy Pitcher. I
trust that your visit with us -

SOME EON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear.

MR. S. NEARY: It is too bad we could not have him on the floor of the

House, Mr. Chairman. It is too bad we could not welcome him in on the floor

of the House, where he asked to be recognized.

MR. W. MARSHALL: Point of order, Mr. Chairman.
MR. CHAIRMAN : Point of order.
MR. W. MARSHALL: Is the hon. gentléman allowed to take the

Committee and the House on his back?

SOME HON. MEMBERS: oh, oh!

MR. CHAIRMAN: Order, please!

AN HON. MEMBER: He is out of order.

MR. CHATRMAN: Order, pleasal The hon. member is out of

order. I would ask him if he would take his seat.
On motion, that the Committee rise, raport

progress and ask leave to sit again, Mr. Speaker returned to tha Chair.
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MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : Order, please!

Before accepting the report fm the
hon. the member for Concepticn Bay South (Mr. J, Butt), I would like to
welcome to the galleries on behalf of all hon. members, a group of
Grade z and Grade E students fxom Middle Arm in the district of
Baie Verta - White Bay, along with their teacher, Mr. Larry Harvey.

We hope t;hat they are enjoying their visit.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the member for Conception Bay
South.

MR. J. BUTT: Mr. Speaker, the Committee of the Whole
have considered the matters to them referred and report Bill No. 12
without amendment, Bill No. 16 without amendment, Bill No. 46 without
amendment, Bill No. 13 with amendment, made some progress on Bill No, 44
and ask leava to sit again.

On motion, report recaived and adopted.

Committea orderad to sit again on tomorrow.

MR. D, JAMIESON: Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the Leader of the Opposition.
MR, D. JAMIESON: I would ask the indulgence of the House,

in view of the fact we are going into Private Mambers' Hour and unfortunately,
I must leave, could the hon. the House Leader (Mr. W. Marshall) indicate
vhat the order of business is for tomorrow - a little bit out of its

timing, but I am sure he would do that.

MR. SPEAKER: the hon. the President of the Council.,
MR. W. MARSHALL: Well, Mr. Speaker, we will be going tomorrow

bankintothe(:a-litteeonmmgwhichlexp.ctlhouldonlrtakeamt
or two and then we will ba going on with the concurrence debates. The
first concurrence debate will be the Resources.
MR. SPEAKER: It being 5:30 P.M., a motion to adjourn
is deemad to ba before the House.

The first matter for debate raised by the

hon. the member for Bonavista North (Mr. J. Stirling) is Greenspond Causeway.
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_MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. the member for Bonavista North.

MR. L. STIRLING: Thank you very much, Mr, Speaker.

Our visitors would not know that this
is Thursday. It is traditionally called the Late Show. It is one of the
times when members.who have been asking questions a half hour each day and
do not get satisfactory answers, can have five minutes to bring the guestion
again before the House.

On behalf of the people of Bonavista
North, I am again bringing forth the question of the Greenspond Causeway.
Now, I would not be bringing this before the House except that I had the
impression from the Minister of Transportation (Mr. C. Brett) some months
ago - and he gave the impression to some of the councillors - that the
government would actually be able to save money - not spand money, but
save money on the subsidy and tha cost and the maintenance of the ferry
programme if the federal governmant would put in about the same amount
of monay that they were normally going to speand on improving the ferry
m to and from Gre’enspond. And th_o_ impression that we all had
was that this was being worked out, and everybody had hoped that progress
would ba to the point where this year actual construction would start.
Not to spend money on behalf of the peopl-c of Bonavista North, but to
save money, to save tne Province money that they are now spending in a
subsidy. It has the complete support of the people in the area.

I asked a question in f.ha House about
three weeks ago of the Premier, and the Premier misunderstood it first of
all - he startad talking about DREE agreements, and then when I explained
exactly what it was, he said he would check into it and let us know in
another few days. He became very busy and the next tima that it could be
discussed was when I asked the question and ha suggested it be answared
by the Minister of Transportation.

But tha indication frem the Minister of
Transportation was that he did not know for sure if an applicatiom had
bean made for the money from the federal pecple, and he did not know fox
sure how much the Province was prepared to put into the causeway. Aftar

giving us the impression all the way along that it was all going to be
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would put in, and that they were anxious to get on apd sawe soms
Toney < 30 that I am in the position of really not knowin

to the pecple in the Greenapond
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MR. STIRLING: Because I just picked up another piece

of information which, I hope, is not true, but I just picked up a piece

of information that 75 per cent of the municipalities have been refpsed
their request for a capital grant this year.' Seventy-five per cent of them
that have applied for water and sewer services have been turned down.

Now, this may mean a drastic change in what the govermment has been
indicating they are going to do all along, and it may be that there is

now no money even to be saved, that the money - that they are going to go
ahead - I do not know what has happened._ FirsiA:'of all, the minister
indfcated we were going to go ahead. There is no new indication of
whether even an application has been made to the federal government and

no indication that the Province will, indeed, put up their money and

what the amount of the money is. I am very concerned, Mr. Speaker -

I only have a few seconds left — very, very concerned that scmething has
happened in the last month or two that the govermment recognizes they

do not have anywhere near the amount of money that they indicated they

had. Seventy-five per cent of the mumicipalities have been turned down

for their requests for water and sewer services. Now, I would like for

the Premier, where I asked the question in the first place, and the minister
to indicate one way or the other so that the people in Greenspond will ‘.-mow
exgt;tl;r where they stand. Can they expect something to be done this year?
How much money are we talking about?

MR. SPEAKER: (Simms] The hon. the Mini‘ster of Transportation

and Communications.

MR. BRETT: Mr. Speaker, I had scme information

prepared for me on this subject. There seems to be scme misunderstanding,
and it is.unfortunate that when the two levels of government are working
together, as we are now on the Greenspond causeway, that it always seems
to come down that two people are — yes, two people on the opposite side
of the House have to get in and squabble over it and try to pretend that
one or both goverrments are dragging their heels, and that is certainly
not the case in this case. Obviously,the Province is going to save money
over a period of time. If we do not put the causeway there, then we have

to keep the ferry on forevermore, amen, so, cbviously, you are going to
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MR. BRETT: save money. There is nobody stupid enough

to say that you would not. You know, that is not a factor at all, and

neither is it a factor that we could or could not start this year because

of money. If the Federal Government agreed tomorrow to give us a
percentage, whatever, then there is nothing says we have to spend the
provincial funds first, we could spend the federal funds first. So
whether we had any money or not does not matter. So what I would like
to do - T do not know if it is improper or not for a minister to -

I think it is improper to read a speech but I would like to consider
this more of a statement and this will give the actual facts of what

happened from day one down to today, if the hon., member does not mind.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: By leave.
MR. BRETT: On February the 7th., 1979, the Province

and the Federal Department of Transport entered into a ferry service
agreement which, among other things, transferred administrative control
and financial respensibility for six .interprovincial ferkry sezv:fces to
the Province. Included in this ferry seryice agreement is a program of
construction and upgrading of the ferry terminals associated with these
six services. This construction and upgrading is to be undertaken by
the Federal Govermment and the cost involyved is 100 per cent to the
account of the Fedgral Government. In the case of .Greenspond, the _

terminal construction program provides for two terminals to be

constructed, one on Greenspond and the other across the Greenspond

tickle at Chambers Cove. The original estimate of the cost of constructing

these two new ferry services was $920,000. This figure has  been revised

and the current estimate is $1,150,000. A number of preliminary meetings

have been held with federal officials in the Water Transportation
Assistance Directorate in which discussions have been held concerning
the construction of a causeway in lieu of having to construct two new
ferry terminals and the continued contribution which is made toward the
cost of subsidizing the operation of the ferry service.

On March 20th., 1980, a letter was

forwarded to Mr. G. George, Director General, Water Transportation
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MR. BRETT: Assistance Director, Transport Canada,

in which we presented our position and indicated our willingness to
renegotiate this ferry service agreement. OQur reasans for renegotiating
this agreement are: number one, to update the estimates of monies
required to put these terminals in safe and proper working condition -
the original estimates are over two years old; the original estimates
were prepared without any consultation with the Province and were gathered
in a hurried fashion to accommodate the signing of the ferry service
agreement; there was very little, if any, preliminary engineering ox
design work done to provide back-up information for the estimates given;
ard, four, there had been a number of changes suggested in the location of
a number of terminals. In the case of Greenspond and Chambers Cove
terminals, we are requesting that the Federal Government agree to a
contribution toward the cost of constructing a causeway to connect
Greenspond to the mainland in lieu of having to construct these
terminals. We are also requesting that the Federal Government give
consideration to a further contribution toward this causeway in

lieu of having to
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MR. C. BRETT: pay a portion of the operating
subsidy required on this service. Under the ferry service

agreement the Federal Government's contribution is calcu-
lated at 75 per cent of the subsid§ paid for the 1978/79
fiscal year and will be increased each year by the average
incraase in.. the consumer price index for the previous

two years. The subsidy paid for the operation of this
service for the 1978/79 fiscal yvyear amounted to a-.total

of $97,207 of which the federal share was §72,900. In
addition to the above, tentative approval has been given

by the Navigatible Waters Protection Division of the
Federal Department of Transport for the construction of a
causeway and bridge similar to the structure at Twillingate.
Since our letter of March 20th.,1980,a group of officials
from the Federal Department of Transport have hmet with my
officials to gather additional information concerning
various aspects of our proposal and we are axpecting to be.
receiving an answer in the very near future.

MR. CHAIRMAN (Butt}: Order, please! The hori. member’s time

has expired.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: By leave.

QR.'SPEQFBR {Simms) : By leave, -

MR. C. BRETT: ' If I may be permitted one half of

a minute. Just another few gentences. With regard to the

comments which are attributed to Mr. George Baker M.P.,

whereby he suggestad that he has received a commitment
from the Federal Government that they are prapared to
contribute 50 per cent towards the cost of constructing
the causeway to connectiGreenspond to the mainland, I
would suggest that he have the federal officials who made
this commitment contact my department in writing and I
will ensure that the: matter is immediately placed before

my Cabinet colleagues for their consideration.
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MR. SPEAKER (Simms) A second matter for dekate raised
by the hon. the member for Windsor - Buchans (Mr. Flight) is

Windser's need for an industrial vark.
The hor. member for Windsor -
Buchans.
MR. G. FLIGHT: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I want
to say I regret the Minister of Municipal Affairs and Eousing
(Mr. Windsor) is not in his seat and I suspect he precbably
will not be =
MR. SPEAKER: He is coming there.
MR, G. FLIGHT: Ooh, that is good. Well, the fact
is he has been gone for a couple of hours and I would have
been happy to see him there and taken part in this debate.
Now, Mr. Speaker, I have rose
in this House on nuﬁ;:ﬁus occasions as all hon. members know.
I ha;;”wanéed to talk about the Windsor situation and point
out to this House and to the government Windsor's need for
funding, Windsor's financial problems as they exist, that
they are operating and living under a‘terrific debt load,

a debt load that they do not have the-ability to meet.

Based on their present revenue there is no way the town of

Windsor today can meet its present debt load, maintain
its basic services and hope to expand tha town or to

modify its services. That I think, Sir, is a fact.

And it has been Pointedrout by
me in this House and by members of council - and let me
point out for a second, Mr. Speaker, that this question was
asked yesterday and notice served that I wanted to get inte

this debate.,
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MR G. FLIGHT: Yesterday, I was not aw;re
at that time that the : mayor and town manager would be in
the galleries, they are here and maybe it is a good thing
they are.

Now ,Mr. Smpeaker, my gquestion
to the minister was this - but a new factor came into the
equation. My question was, would it be possible this year
that under a shared federal/provincial agreement, whether
or not there would be an agreement signed with DREE that
would make monies available to the Province so the
Province in turn could make monies available to the town
of windgoz uto assist in develecping an industrial park?

In other words, could be take advantage - if the Province
could not do it on its own could we take advantage of a
DREE agreement?

That was thé question, Now
listen to the answer, Mr. Speaker, part of the minister's
answer; °'The main problem there as I seei£ quite frankly
is the demand and availability of already serviced
indastrial land in Grand Falls aé a price which is far less
;hen we could hope to develop in Windsor at the present

time. As-demand increases and we see there is’a need of

- -

land then obviously the feasibility g 5 similar project in Windscr’

and he goes on.

Now, Mr. Speaker, my next
question was, having talked about the minister's answer I
sai@; 'So the question I have to ask the minister then
is what 1s the Promince's position? Will there or will
there not ke an industrial park in Windsor or is the
decision Bjeing to be based on whether or not the town of
Grand Falls is in a position to make commercial land
available for any potential business or industrial related

industry coming into €@entral Newfoundland?'
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MR. G.FLIGHT: And the minister's answer,
Mr. Speaker, 'The decision, Mr. Speaker, as I have said,
will be made on the basis of the saleability of an
industrial park if and when one is developed. It is not
too practical to invest public funds into developing
an industrial park knowing before you develop it that vou
are not going to sell the land because it is available at
a cheaper rate next doorxr'.

Now, Mr. Speaker, that in a

nutshell is Windsor's problem. And I am not going to -
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MR. FLIGHT:

and I can go on, I have gone on for hours in this House on this issue,
so I am going to put the gquestion squarely to the minister, is it
conditional on Windsor getting an industrial park,Grand Falls ability

to service industrialland and sell it cheaper than the minister believes that
Windsor can do it? 1In making the decision that Windsor is to be assisted
in funding an industrial park that they need desperately, as he knows,
that they need to develop a tax base, to supplement the residential

tax base they have, that they need the money to expand - last year as
the minister knows he rejected a 60/40 proposal from Windsor

for paving, $60,000. And he had to tell the town of Windsor that it

was rejected because the town of Windsor could not afford the forty

per cent, a town the size of Windsor could not afford the forty per cent
on a 60/40 deal to pave roads. Now, Mr. Speaker, the minister

knows that if ever Windsor is going to afford that kind of thing and

if ever Windsor is going to do the kindsof things that they have got

a right to expect to do as a town, they héve to have a tax base. And
the minister has been leading the;council on over the years,even before
I came into tﬁe House, that one day we will look at an industrial park.
Agd ;ow we are told that Windsor may not get an industrial park and

;he reason, if Windsor does not get an industrial park according to the
minister, it is because Grand Falls is in a position to service land

and sell it cheaper than the town of Windsor.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to have it
out in the open. Let us get it on the record, is the problem in deciding
on an industrial park for Windsor, is the problem the fact that Grand
Falls is there, can afford on its own possibly without any aid from
government -

MR. SPEAKER (SYMMS): Order, please!

MR. FLIGHT: - I do not know, to service commercial

land and sell it and as long as Grand Falls is -

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please!l
MR. FLIGHT: - in that position Windsor will not get
the funds -
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MR. SPEAKER (SIMMS): Time.
MR. FLIGHT: - to develop an industrial park?

MR. SPEBAKER: The hon. Minister of Municipal Affairs
and Housing. .
MR. WINDSOR: Mr. Speaker, first of all I did not
say that Windsor may not get an industrial park. What I said was that
any decision made on an industrial park for Windsor or anywhere else
would obviously be made on quite a rational basis as to whether or not
the pr;ject is feasible econocmically, whether or not it is saleable.
Why would any government or any municipality, for that matter, wish to
develop an industrial park when it was quite obvious to them that they
could not sell it? I did not say that was the case. I said obviously
it is a factor. We are not saying that Windsor would not have an
industrial park so that Grand Falls could sell their land. I was
expressing yesterday the simple fact that if land is available in a
neighboring community which_is more attractive than what could be
developed there, then it would make little sense to develop it. And I
have not said that that is the case. I said certainly it is a
consideration that we have to look at before we invest huge sums of
money into developing an industrial park.

As it relates to DREE funding, I
Acan indicate that we have asked, as an overall package, that Windsor be
included. There is no strict allocation for the town of Windsor.
There is a request being put forward by my colleagues to DREE for
funding. It has been in place for some time, for funding of all kinds
of industrial parks and infrastructure. The whole question of industrial
parks, where they should be, their viability and their necessity
particularly,is being addressed by the Department of Industrial
Development. Hopefully funding might be available for Windsor. I cannot
say it is going to be available this year. Certainly we would only be
too happy to have some funds made available by DREE to do this kind
of a development. Some fu?ds have already been put in place. I think

it was $100,000 which was allocated for Windsor's industrial park in 1977,
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MR. WINDSOR:

$80,000 of which was spent on design and engineering. That is

in place. In addition to that,since that,as part of the regional
water supply system, part of the necessary trunk water main servicing
is already in place there because we redesigned the regional water
supply system to accommedate that. So a little bit of work is
already in place. So I think that indicates that we are indeed
interegted. I agree with the hon. member, that the town of Windsor
does, in fact,need an industyial base. They have got some financial
problems there now because of capital debts that they have to carry.
Their tax base is not strong enough to support some of the facilities
they have and some of the costs that they are faced with on a day

to day basis. They do indeed need a very greatly increased and
strengthened tax base. An iodustrial park would be a very good step
forward. I would hope that DREE would agree to put some funding forward
to the Province for industrial parks. I cannot say that that fund'ing
will be allocated specifically for Windsor but I can say that we have

asked for it.

MR.. FLIGHT: You have asked for- it to be allocated?
MR. WINDSOR: Yes we have asked through our

colleagues, through
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MR. WINDSOR:

the Intergovernmental Affairs Secretariate and through the
department, in putting the submission to DREE,that it be included
as a package. But it is a much larger package than just the town
of Windsor and there is no specific allocation made nor is there
any indication that DREE will make any allocation.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER (SIMMS): Order, please!

The final matter for debate raised by
the hon. member for Terra Nova (Mr. Lush) is the provincial government's
policy of hiring workers from the Province for offshore development.

The hon. member for Terra Nova.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: , Hear, hear!
MR. LUSH: Mr. Speaker, I want to talk about an

issue that affects a large number of people in this Province, that
affects a large geographical area of this Province. I want to speak
about a topic that is of tremendous concern to a large number of people
in this Province, namely, that is the hiring practices or the hiring
procedure of the government with respect to the offshore. I have

asked the minister to verify and outliﬁe for me the procedure in

getting a job with the offshore and all hon. members are quite familiar
with that procedure through direct contact with an office established
here in St. John's either through writing or through a visit. And

this procedure, Mr. Speaker, is putting an awful lot of unnecessary

red tape on the people of this Province. It is discriminatory to people
who live outside of St. John's, tremendously, scandalously discriminatory.
All hon. members will know that any employment office set up in a specific
area offers greater accessibility of job opportunity to people who live
in that immediate area. That is logical. It is common sense. Quite
apart from, as I have said before, the unnecessary red tape that it puts
people through of having to write applications - and every Newfoundlander
in this Province who is unemployed now possibly has a dozen applications
made to get a job and they have no confidence in it, particularly when

they receive no reply from their application. They do not know whether
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MR. LUSH:

the office has received the application, they do not know whether

they are being considered, not a clue., Mr. Speaker, I do not intend,
as the Premier might,to create any conflict here or to create a feeling
of regionalism. That is not my intent at all. What I am saying is
that this hiring procedure should be set up in a way that offers

equal opportunity to all Newfoundlanders to get a crack at the jobs

on the offshore. And the way it is set up here it is not deing it,it
is not doing it, Mr. Speaker, it is not doing that, far from it.

Mr. Speaker, that is why the federal
government set up the Regional Manpower Centers, not to create a greater
number of jobs but to give great accessibility,to create a greater
opportunity to a greater number of people. Now,if the federal government
is wrong and the provincial government is right then we should get rid
of all of those Canada Manpower Centers and save the taxpayers of Canada
an awful lot of money. That is what we should do. But, Mr.

Speaker, common sense and logic dictate that they are not wrong and
that this system where we have to apply to an office here in St. John's
by writing or visiting that St. John's office is outrageously, overtly

and blatantly discriminatory to people living outside St. John's.

MR. ROBERTS: Hear, hear!
MR. LUSH: And, Mr. Speaker, again it is not to

create a feeling of regionalism, it is to create a feeling of unity
I am after and harmony in this Province and co-operation. Let us give
all of the people in this Province equal opportunity at the jobs that
are created in this offshore. That is what I am asking for, Mr. Speaker.
That is what we want. And let the minister get up and prove me wrong.
Let him give me some figures to prove that there are as many people in
Terra Nova district as there are from a district in St. John's of equal
size, let the minister prove that there are as many people working in
the offshore oil rigs in Bonavista North or in Fogo as there are, again,
in some area on the Avalon Peninsul;. Let the minister produce the.figures.
Mr. Speaker, I say that this hiring

practice, this particular hiring procedure is unfair, it is unjust and

4567



May 22, 1980 Tape No. 1746 IB=-3

MR. LUSH:

it is inequitous. It is not fair to the pecple of this Province.

Let the minister get up now, Mr. Speaker, and justify this position,
let him get up and blow his spleen, let h.un get up and blow his.venom,
let him get and blow his mind, hlow whatever he likes. Let him get

up and defend this indefensible position, a most indefensible position,
Mr. Speaker. Let the minister look at changing this system, modifying
this system. This govermment will change nothing. Everything they
do they think that it cannot be changed, cannot modify it so that a
greater number of people get a greater opportunity at a c¢rack at the
jobs cn the offshore oil. Let the minister get up and say that he is
going to change that so that a greater number of people throughout

this Province can
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MR. LUSH: get a crack at those jobs so that
they can be extended the same opportunity of getting at those jobs as
people living in and around St. John's.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) Order, pleasel

The hon. the Minister of Labour and Manpower.
MR. DINN: Mr. Speaker, again today this govermment
is being attacked for getting jobs for Newfoundlanders. WNow, the hon.
memBer opposite wants some figures and I am going to give him same figures
today. I am going to give him the right figures today.

SOME HON. MEMEERS: ~ Oh, oh!

MR. DINN: - He does not want to hear the figures, he~

is going to try to interrupt me, Mr. Speaker, but I am going to give him
the figures. Now, Mr. Speaker, when an oil rig is operating out of
Botwood, that is Central Newfoundland, when they are operating out of
Botwood the figures go something like this. Out of a total of eighty-five
people working on that rig, fifty-eight are from Central Newfoundland,
twelve from the Avalon Peninsula, three from Burin, ten from St. John's,

and one from the West Coast.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, ohl
MR. DINN: Now, now, that is terxrible, that is

discriminatory, disgraceful, outrageous, unjust, unfair, inequitous.
Mr. Speaker, there are Newfoundlanders working. For fifteen years
no Newfoundlander has worked, because nobody did anything about it.
Now, Mr. Speaker, that is not going to continue in this Province.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. DINN: We are going to see to it, we are going
to see to it that Newfoundlanders get jobs in the offshore. I threw
out challenges to Bon. members opposite, whan>they get a case to bring
it forward to me and I have been waiting. I have been in this office
now- for one year and hon. members opposite never brought one case,

Mr. Speaker, not one case before me.

SOME HOM. MEMBERS: Oh, ohl
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MR. DINN: I challenged them on several occasions,
not one case. Now, Mr. Speaker, if there are rigs working off the
Avalon Peninsula, we say to the oil campanies, "Now, you hire Newfound—
landers”. We do not tell them that they have to go downl to Nain and get
one and we do not tell them that they have to go to Makkovik or that thev
have to go to Rigolet or Bonavista or anywhere. But the figures show
that if they are operating directly off of St. John's here, dirty old
St. John's, that we have 359 working. Now, of that how many are working
off St. John's - 172 from St. John's? Now, that is 49 per cent.

That is as compared to 69 per cent.when it is operating off of Central
Newfoundland. Did I say anything about that to the oil companies?

Did I say, now, listen here, hire more people from St. John's? Are
they Newfoundlanders? Are they Newfoundlanders in St. John's? Are
they Newfoundlanders in Bonavista?

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. DINN: Are there any Newfoundlanders in Central
Newfoundland? Any Newfoundlanders in Nain? Well, Mr. Speaker, as long
as they' are Newfoundlanders, they are living up to our regulations,

and -we are not going to be discriminatory here in this Province. We are
not going to allow this discrimination. '-I‘he hon. members opposite have
tried two things: number one, they called us separatists because we
got jobs for Newfoundlanders. That did not work. That myth that they
tried to develop was exploded in their face. People in Newfoundland know
what is going on, Mr. Speaker, and now, now-they are trying to decide,
now they are trying to divide us by region, as they tried before,

by religion, as they tried before. Well, Mr. Speaker, it is not going
to work in this Province. It is not going to work. It is not done by -
it is done in this Province by virtue of the fact that a person is a

Newfoundlander, he needs a job and we are going to try to get it for

him.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR, SPEAKER: (Simms) Order, please! Order, please!

4570



May 22, 1980

MR. SPEAKER:
Isle.

MR. ROBERTS:
MR. NEARY:

MR. ROBERTS:

(Simms)

Tape No. 1747 GH-3

The hon. member for the Strait of Belle

Before we go -

No, Mr. Jamieson asked.

Oh, we have asked that already, have we?

Those who were here asked it, I think.

On motion, the House at its rising

adjourned.until tomorrow, Friday, at 1Q:00 a.m.
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Mr. Neary (LaPoile) - to ask the Honourable the
Minister of Health to lay upon the Table of the House the
following information:

{a) What is the total number of abortions or
hysterotomies performed in the Province in
the calendar year 1979 and 1980. to date?

(b) What number of these abortions or hysterotomies
were performed in each of the following hospitals
for these years:

St. Clare's Mercy Hospital
Grace General Hospital
Health Sciences Complex?

(c) What has been the cost of these abortions or
hysterotomies to the taxpayers of this province
through MCP and what proportion of the cost went
to: (a) specialists (gynecologists, obstetricians,
etc.), (b) cost of surgecons and (c) cost of special
medication and other incidential expenses?

Answer

The question asks for information for the calendar year
1979 and 1980 to date. The information for 1980 is not readily
available, hence the answer will relate to 1979 only.

(a) Total number of abortions or hysterotomies performed
in the province in 1979 - 644.

{b) St. Clare's Hospital - 0
Grace General Hospital - 0 .
Health Sciences Complex - 538
(c) (a) Specialists - ~ $44,270.65%*
{b) Surgeons N 0
(c) Special Medication etc. - $80,000.00**

*While hospitals reported 644 procedures, payments
by MCP covered 582 procedures. It is assumed  that
work performed in 1979 by physicians, may not have
been billed to MCP until later.

**Tndividual cost per case is not recorded by
hospitals. The unit cost per patient day is the
accepted method for case cost. On this basis the
hospital costs amount to about $80,000 based on an
average stay of % day.
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