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T~e Ho~se met at 3:00P.M. 

Mr. S?eaker in the Chair. 

~R. S?E~XER (Simms) Order, please: 

With respect to the pain~ of 

crder raised by the non. the member for Grand Bank (Mr. 

Thoms) ~=ior to yesterday's adjournment, it was quite 

correctly a point of order and I bring to the attention of 

all han. members Standing Order 11 (c) which states in ~art that 

"When a member is speaking, no member shall 9ass !:Jet•..,een him 

and the Chair u. And I trust that members will in future 

adhere to this rule in well-known parliamentary tradition. 

I would also like to take this 

opportunity on behalf of hen. members to welcome t~ the gallery 

today fif~een Grade ten students f~om Long Island Academy in 

the district of Green Bay with their teacher,Miss Ellis. We 

hope they enjoy their visit . 

so:1E~£..~~~J?_E~: Hear, he a~~ 

STATEMENTS 3Y MINISTERS 

!'!R. SP EAKZR : The han. t~e Minister of ?isheries. -------
MR. J. ~'ORGAN: ~r. Speaker, first of all I -------· 
apologize to my colleague, the spokes~an on fisheries in t~e 

C~?osition,because my statement is not in pr~par~d form. 

I want to inform the House of Assembly that I have now been 

infor~ed by the federal authorities and the ?ederal ~inister of 

Fisheries (~!r. LeBlanc) that the directed fishery for the cod 

in the Northern cod zone will close as of midniaht this w~ekend, 

Saturday night. ~ay lOth. That means there will be no more 

directed fishery in the ~orthern cod ar~a. '!'he total quota 

oE 45,000 metric tons has not been t2ken~ the total of it 

taken is a~proximatel" lA.OOO and net 45,000. And t~e reas~r.. 

th~ .:~deral au+:horit.i!e~ has :=:.osen to ::lose the directed 
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:·t~. J. :~O~GA!I: --- -- - ~~she ry is ~ecaus e they :eel that 

:he ~y - cacch ~Y the :ra~lers ooera t ing i~ th e a r e a will ~r~~e 

U? the q~ota co 45 ,000 ~e tric t ons and t hey want cc make sure 

that there ~s no over - fishing, to eo ove r and above t h e 

45 000 metric tons. 

~ow, ~r. Spe aker, also : wa~t 

c~ ~n!orm the ~ouse that th~s go vernmen t is really concerned 

over ~he !act that 6 . 000 ~etric tons were r ece n t ly taken over 

the last thre e or !our week p~ riod a~d l anded in Nova Scotian 

f i sh plants. We are concerned because it me a~s a lack o : 

raw :na:e:rial !or a numbe r of ou r fis!l plar.t: s ar::n:nc :he 

?rovince and : he re!ore a loss of jobs. I am now ~n ~~e ? r o-

cess o: ~ ee:inq with , Eor :he las: hour and a h a lf and am ~ov 

goinq ~a.:k a! : er Oues:ion ?eriod,to meet •ith :he ~icker -

so~ •s a~~ sons Li~i ~ed o: ~ova Sco~~a a~d the o:ficials. 

i:~cl udi r.c ?.arold ~ic%erson.discussir.c t.~ac ~at:ter w::ic h 

ve 7ie~ a~a very ser~ous ~at:er,~ecause our policy - : he ~e 

!.s no question o: our !)o lic•; - our ?Olicy on t!le ·ror:~er:: 

cod ·iss~~ is that the cod s eocks i~ the so= the=n coci 

shou~d ~~ cauqht b¥ th e inshore and ~id5hore :is~ery o: 

ou r ? ro'li :lc~ . le ~t to micra ::.e f o r t r. e inshorl!, ::t icshor'! 

fis he r v. 

SOME ?.ON. M~M9~RS: :-ie.ar . ·::.ear! 
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MR. HORGAN: M=. Spe~ker, the second part of the 

policy is also of u2most importance; L~t is, any surplus, any surplus 

beyond the harvesting capacity of the inshore and midshore fishery should 

be caught in the offshore and landed within our Province. And that has 

been put forward now to the companies in Nova Scotia. 

SOME HON.XEMBERS: 

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): 

l!R. F.ROWE: 

Hear, hear! 

The han. member for Trinity-Bay De Verde. 

Hr. Speaker, in response to the minister's 

statement,obviously there is a real danger here of the trawlers, particularly 

the Mainland trawlers,over-fishing the Northern cod stocks through,as he 

mentioned,the by-catch if they continue to fish beyond the 38,000 metri<O 

tons,as the minister already indicated have been caught up to this 

present time. I would like to ask the minister if there is any particular 

danger now that these trawlers have been asked to move off the Northern 

cod stock area, whether there is any danger of them in fact moving towards 

the Grand Bank area and over-fishing in that particular area and doing 

same damage on the South coast area of our ~rovince as is happening now on 

~~e Northeast coast that are in the Northern cod stock region? I would like 

to as well, '1r. Speaker, in responding to the minister's statement tr> ~. oint 

out that I think this is a clear case where a strong federalist government 

is very important in matters of this kind. I would feel that if we tad, 

for example, sole and total and complete provincial jurisdiction over the 

fisheries in New Brunswick, Nova Scotia, Quebec, PEI, Labrador and Newfoundland, 

c n t '!P. woulc:' l)P. in a situation today where we might in fact have a fish 

war goinq on off the Northeast coast of our country. 

SOI1E HON .HEMBERS: Hear, hear~ 

MR.F.ROWE: So I feel very strongly that this is .a 

typical example of where a strong federal presence is necessary, notwithstanding 

the fact that each province sho~ld have as much consultation with the 

federal government and input into the federal government as possible. But 

I would like the minister at some point, ~- 3peaker, to indicate whether 

or not there will be a danqer in fact of these same trawlers now shifting 
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){R. "· ~: :rom these Northern stock grounds co tile 

Southern grounds, i!: ! could use that expression, and we having this 

same danger in that. parc!cula: area. 

SOME !iON • ~'ffiE."tS : 

:1R. MORGA.'! : 

AN SON. !-""MBER: 

~m. SP~R (SIMMS): 

leave is required there. 

Thank you, :-!1". Speaker . 

aear, hear ! 

Could I respond to the qUestion by leave? 

No. 

Order , please ! If I may, ! do not believe 

There are ample precedents where a member is entitled 

to ask explanations and questions, and therefore i~ is reasonable co assume 

~A~ the mL~iscer is ~titled co answer. 

The hon. ~ster of Fisheries. 

)!R . MORG..l\N : Mr. Speaker, I •o~anted t:o answer the 

quescion because the question is indeee very i.mpor=n-: to t."'e South 

coast planes and the planes on t:he 3uri:l ?eninsula. That is one of the 

top1cs ! am discuss1ng now ·o~it:!l the ~ickerson group from t'lova Scotia, and 

t.'lat is where 

3604 



May 8, 1980 Tape No. 1372 NM - l 

MR. MORGAN: will they fish now? Because the fact is 

they moved to the Northern cod and took over 6,000 metric tons, National 

Sea and Nickerson's,primarily because of the fact there is a poor 

market for redfish, which they would now normally be fishing for. So 

now when they move from the Northern cod area, the 2J 3KL areas, we are 

convinced, and we have not got a straightforward answer yet from the 

companies concerned, that they will divert their activity to the Grand 

Banks and fish for flounder and,if that occurs,in no time the quota 

for flounder and yellowtail. will be caught up in the Grand Bank area, 

and that means a shortage of raw material for the plants on the Burin 

Peninsula and the South Coast. 

MR. NEARY: They had better not come down in the 

Gulf or the Bay St. George area. 

MR. SPEAKER (Simms:) 

NR. BARRY: 

Further statements? 

The hon. Minister of Mines and Energy. 

Mr. Speaker, I had intended to make this 

statement yesterday and I had issued a copy to the Leader of the 

Opposition (Mr. Jamieson), but my colleague the Minister of Manpower 

and Labour (Mr. Dinh) made so many statements by the time he had 

finished I had forgotten that I was intending to make one. 

I would just like to table, Mr. Speaker, 

the document which I intend to present to the hon. Marc LaLonde when 

I meet with him. It will now be next Wednesday rather than this 

afternoon at three o'clock, as was originally intended. The fog has 

prevented my getting to Ottawa. But I have a copy of a document 

entitled "Inter-Provincial Electrical Energy Transfers-The Constitutional 

Background" to establish that there should be no question that federal 

jurisdiction exists •N"ith respect to the transmission of electricty from 

Labrador to other parts of Canada, that the federal government has 

this jurisdiction and it is simply a question of whether they intend to 

exercise it. And also,that in exercising federal jurisdiction,this does 

not aatomatically mean that the federal jurisdiction has to extend back 

L1t8 all as9ects of provinci~l ge~eration and transmission and distribution 
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MR. BARRY: of electricity, that there can be a 

point where federal jurisdiction extends leaving the normal provincial 

jurisdiction within the Province. 

I have copies of this document for all 

hon. members; I am sure theY will be reading it carefully. 

!o!R. SPEAKE.~: 

MR. SPEA.'<ER : 

MR . HOLLJ:.~: 

Further statl)lents? 

ORAL QUESTIONS: 

The hon . me.:nber for surin- ?lacentia t•est . 

Tb.a.nk you . & . Speaker. 

In connection · .. dth the statement made by 

the 11\inist:er coday, I think it direct:ly relaces to some of the comJI~ents 

I made in - I t:hL~ it was last Tuesday or whe~ever ~he statement was 

made - but ! am very concerned a.bput this ?articular Ulatter . The 

ministe::: alluded to asld .. :'lg Nickerson • s - which is really N"ational Sea·, 

it is a subsidia..ry of -of their fishing plans =or this year. I •,.rould ~ope 

that. he does get an ans..,·er and at ~'le same time =-a cognizan:. of che fact 

t:.hat. •.;e do 
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MR. D. HOLLETr: have to work out an agreement with 

a.ll people fishing our Continental Shelf 1 and I am saying Canada's 

Continental Shelf here, but I am lllOre concerned now than I wa.s at that 

time. 

The question is, Mr. Speaker, would he 

establish, if possible, which ha.s not been possible to ·date, Nickersons 

and its subsidiaries - which includes more than National :>ea, as 1:.11e 

minister is aware - their fishing plans for 1980. But I also would like 

to a.sk the minister would he endeavour on the same subject to also 

establish our own Newfoundland companies' fishing plans, because they are 

interlinked. This has never been accoJltllished before and unless we can 

get a programme like this in place, I am scared that there will be no 

onshore work and a. lot of boats tied up by,maybe,the middle of October, 

1980 in all Southern Newfoundland. 

SO~IE HON. MEZ1BERS : Hear, hear! 

MR. SPEAKER (Si:mns): The hen. the Minister of Fisheries. 

MR. J. MORGAN : Mr. Speaker, yes, the concerns of the 

hen. gentleman are very well taken and I thank him for j:.'le question. 

What I accomplished this morning, I have wired the President of the Fish 

Trades Association, presently attending a Fisneries Council conference in 

Montreal, that upon return • and we have asked if at all possible, this 

wee.l{.e.nd, while attending a Marystown fisheries conference - a very important 

conference, I would say, involving all aspects of the fisheries on the 

Burin Peninsula and the south Coast - I have asked the Fish Trades to agree 

to a meeting wi~'l ~~e officials of ~~e Department of Fisheries and myself, 

to sit down an~ discuss this overall issue of supply of raw material to the~r 

plants. Now, of course, to date the Fish Trades Association has not taken 

a stand, I notice, publicly,and it is worthy of note that two members of ~'le 

Fish Trades Association in our Province are National Sea and :;ickersons. 

However, I do believe it is of the utlllOst importance to convene a meeting of 

the Fish Trades operating within our Province. 

A.'i! HON. MEMBE::<: Hear, hear! 

MR. J. MORGrl..'l : If National Sea and Nic:Jcersons want to take 

part we have no objectior.s, ~~ey are also ope~atin~ within the Provine~. 
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MR. J. MORGAN: We want a meeting of all the companies 

operating within the Province - the Fish Trades - and I want ~~at meeting 

to be convened if· at all possible on Friday evening in Marystown during 

the fisheries conference over the weekend. 

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. the member for St. Bill:be. 

MR. T. BENNETT: Mr. Speaker, rey question is directed to 

the Minister of Labour and Manpower (Mr. J. Dinn) • I am wondering if, as 

briefly as possible, you could. explain the real necessity for all of the 

applicants for offshore having to be screened or r.aving to go through 

your department, the applicants for jobs1 Mr. Speaker, nobody wants to 

see jobs created for Newfoundlanders mcre than I do and I can sympathize 

with the minister's dilemma. I am wondering if the minister could explain 

briefly why the absolute necessity of going through his screening process 

which is i n place? 

MR. SPEAKER: 

Manpower . 

MR. J. DINN: 

The hon. the Minister of Labour and 

Mr. Speaker, I have done this many times, 

but for the benefit of the hon. House, number one, 
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MR. J. DINN: drilling offshore has taken place in 

Newfoundland for ahout fifteen years. There has been no control over 

employment or preference or anything of that nature in the offshore. 

Now, we consider the offshore, the continental shelf, to be our resource: 

we have in place regulations. There is no point in having laws or 

regulations unless you can enforce those regulations. we have, as a 

condition of lease,regulations that say,as a condition of lease,that 

you will employ Newfoundlanders. The reason why we need a registry 

is that a company would come here with a crew on a drillship, they 

would say that all of these people are experienced on the drillship 

and we can not find any Newfoundlanders. What we have· done is we have 

asked Newfoundlanders who have some experience in the oil industry to come 

into the department and register, register their experience,and that 

list,then,or that registry is given to the oil companies. They have 

no excuse at all for not hiring Newfoundlanders if there is a 

Newfoundlander on that list. And that is the purpose of the registry. 

It is one thing to have a law or 

regulation,· it is another thing to be ahle to supply information to 

people who may or may not want to co~ply with your regulations. We 

are making it very easy for them to be ahle to look at a registry and 

say, "Yes, they do have Newfoundlanders here and therefore they should 

get preference." Now, nobody else does this , just to info:cn the 

hon • member. 

The Department of Employment and 

Immigration does not look beyond the coastline. They could not care 

less. We happen to care about it, we have regulations in place and 

~BON. MEMBER: 

MR. SPEJI.l(ER: 

There is a shortage (inaudible) 0 

Order, please! If the hen. member 

wishes to raise a point of order I will hear one, Otherwise, I would 

ask for silence so the hen. minister can be heard. 

MR. J. DINN: Mr. Speaker, the hen. member is 

interrupting me while I am trying to explain,as requested by the hon. 

member, why we have to have a registry 0 

Atl HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible) 
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Order 1 please: MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : 

l".R. J. DINN: 

MR. SPEAKER: 

~eard in silence. 

MR. J. DINN: 

And it takes a little bit of detail, 

The hen. minister has a right to be 

So the fact of the matter is that 

now we have in place a registry, the oil companies can not claim that 

we do not have qualified people. They are on a registry and chey just 

have to refer to that. And we are saying to them on a preference 

basis 1 "Employ Newfoundlanders as a condition of your lease and live 

up to the regulations that you agree with." 

MR. T. BENNETT: 

MR. SPEAKER: 

St. Ba:z:be. 

M.R. T. BENNETT: 

Supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 

SUpplementary, the hon. member for 

l"I. Speaker, in the last few days 

I ~ave had communication with people fran the district of St. Barbe. 

One gentleman is here and has been trotting up and down from Crosbie's 

hoping he is going to he employed. A few days ago I asked him had 

he registered with your department,and he knew nothing about it. For 

two months he had been waiting and going down to Crosbie Enterprises 

and they have never told him that he had to register with your 

department. 

I had another man telephone in 

and he ~fs, "I was turned down from a job after registering with 

the Department of Labour and Manpower~ the minister's department. 

He says, "I was turned down because I do not have the necessary 

qua1ifications but I have been a fisherman on longliners all of my 

life, 
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.MR. BENNETT: I am a seaman by nature. 

I do not have a piece of paper:· Another gentleman 

calls in and he says, ''I have just spent about $300 

going in to register and I am back in Bonne Bay 

unemployed ~ I went to several employers in St. 

John's and all three of these, they have more of a 

dilemma, Mr. Speaker. And I am wondering if we are 

not creating a greater schmozzle, if you will, in 

the direction that we are going. I wonder, Mr . . 

Speaker, where we draw the line. Could the minister 

,explain where we draw the line? ror argument's sake, 

if a supply boat comes in, Canadian manned, a 

Canadian boat with all Canadians, do we say, 'Oh, 

you fellow Canadians, you are Nova Scotians, you are 

not Newfoundlanders so you must step aside and 

Newfoundlanders must have these jobs'. 

MR. SPEAKER(Sirnrns): The hon. the Minister of 

Labour and Manpower. 

MR. DINN: Mr. Speaker , I have no 

problem with answering that at alL The fact of the 

matter is that -

MR. FLIGHT: Brief. 

MR. DINN: Does the han. member 

want the answer? His colleague does. 

~R. BARRETT: His question was not 

very brief . 

.MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

MR. DINN: Does the han. the member 

for Buchans (Mr. Flight) want the answer? His colleague 

does, I believe. 

MR. NEARY: Ah,boy, do not be making a 

fool of yourself. 

MR . SPEAKER: Order, please! 

MR. DINN: Mr. Speaker, number one, I -- --
would like to know of any person in Newfoundland who has 
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MR. DINN: been accepted for a job 

and has been turned down- the name of any person in 

Newfoundland who has been accepted for a job and 

has been turned down. 

~NEARY: linaudiblel three. 

MR. DINN: And the hon. the member 

for LaPoile (Mr. Neary) is interrupting while I am 

trying to give an answer. The hon. the member for 

LaPoile was challenged last week to produce names 

to me and to this day, to this very day, Mr. Speaker, 

those names have not arrived on my desk. And I would 

say to the hon. member, they will not arrive on my 

desk because he does not have the names. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh! 

MR. SPEAKER(Simms) Order, please! 

MR. DINN: Now, Mr. Speaker, with 

respect to supply ships working offshore,the fact of 

the matter is that all of the companies know that they 

operate as a result of leases that the companies have 

that are working offshore. And they ·know that if 

you have a Canadian supply vessel that on that ship 

the captain has to be a Canadian. If is a French, 

English, Norwegian, the Captain and first officers 

have to be of the country of the flag that they are 

flying. But over and above that, we have, as a 

condition of lease, the companies give Newfoundlanders 

jobs. There are 6,000 on a list. If we did not have 

our regulations in place,we would have no Canadians, 

probably no Canadians at all working in the offsho~e. 

Last year, because of the 

regulations, we had 
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'1!L J. D!NN: - ---··-· 730 full-time, and this year \\'e 

should have somewhere l:letween aoo and l , 000 becau.se r~gula -

tions are in place. If they were not in place,~e ~ou!d have 

nothing and no way to enfo~ce it and the Canadian could not 

care less . 

. 'lR. "!'. BENNETT: A final supp lementary, ~r . 

S::>eak.er. 

1•!R. S!'EA:<ER . (Simms) : A final supple mentarv. the 

hon. member for St. Bar!::>e,followed by the hon. member f o r 

Terra Nova. 

:~R. ':. S~~Hl!::TT: Mr. Speaker, I am wondering 

the significance of having Canada employment centres in 

place at this time l f ~e side-steppeC th~m . I am wonder-

Lr.a why the minister could not go t.hrou·gh 'Ait.h the st.io u -

l ations to Canada employment centres , give them the condi-

=ions,or indeed, ~r . Speake r. I am wondering if we could 

not have an independent comm i ttee set up other than goli-

t i cally motivated or oriented or screenJng process. I am 

just •Aondering if we could not use the ex istinq Canada 

employ ment centres? 

.'! R. SP.EA:<::::R: The hon . ~inister of Labour 

and :·!ct:lpower. 

:·!R . J . D.!~lN : Mr. Speaker, it seems rather 

nai're, ar.d I heard on t!te radios that thP. peoole i:'l Canada 

~anpower . Canada emplo yment. centres,do not know where to 

send people in ~ewfoundlar.d to reg~ster for offshore. ! t 

seems rather ridiculous anc! to ltre it just s h ows t h e interest 

they have i n gettinq employment :or peopl~. Secause the 

fact of the ma tter is chis has been adver~l sed everywhere , 

it is in most post o ffices in Newfoundland , it is every-

where :hroug hout t.he s y stem,and if an employment officer 

in a Ca nada em~loymen t centre does not know where t o send 

361 3 



~1ay 8, 1980 Tape No. 1376 DW - 2 

~R. J. DINN: a person to register, it seems 

to me he should not be an employment officer. 

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. member for Torngat 

Mountains. · 

MR. G. WARREN: Mr. Speaker, my question is 

to the Minister of Fisheries (~r. Morgan). My question 

is with resoect to the operation of the Department of 

Fisheries at Nain and Makkovik fish plants last year. Could 

the minister advise if all of the fish, the arctic char 

and salmon that was purchased by the Department cf Fisheries 

in 1979 have been sold and,if not 1 are there any monies 

outstanding to government? 

~1R. SPEAKER: The han. the ~inister of Fish-

eries. 

MR. J. MORG.l\N : Mr. Speaker, yes 1 last year the 

operations of the government in purchasing salmon and char 

in Labrador, ~est of the salmon was sold to a company, 

W.B. Frank,in New York and there is monies owed to the govern-

ment by that company in the vicinity of approximately ~39,000 

and we are now in the process of collecting that money from 

the company. The company has had some financial di~ficulties; 

however,we are convinced that we can get the monies owed to 

the government from that company. They purchased most of 

the salmon and the char was purchased mostly by local 

companies and by the Canadian Saltfish Corporation; they 

were involved as well. 

~!R . WA!l.REN: A supplementary, ~r. Speaker. 

:•!R. SPEAKER : A supplementary, the hon. member 

for Tornqat Mountains. 

24R. WARREN: :4r. Speaker, I understand that 

this company has presently gone bankrupt. 

would like to know from the minister if this fish w~s sold 

on public tender or was it sold to t~e first comoany who came 

alor.cr? 

~1:.:<. S. ~~EA~Y: Buddy-~uddy - a sweetheart deal. 
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The hon. the Minister of Fisheries . 

Mr. Speaker, last year the Department 

asked for s~missions on the purchase of char and salmon. Now whether 

or not we will go through that same system this year has not be~n 

determined. We are looking at possible means of getting, if at all 

possible, better prices; better prices for salmon, better prices for 

char. Last year the fishermen got $1.80 a pound for their salmon, and 

they got forty-five to sixty cents a pound for their char. Now in talking 

to the Fishing Industry Advisory Board and the Department of Fisheries 

officials, we think maybe we can get a better price this year. So we are 

going to do a promotion in Europe for the first time on char in particular, 

on Arctic char, char caught in Labrador, a special promotion programme to 

sell the char in Europe. Now if we will be calling tenders for the 

acquisition of the fish or to ask for bids from companies we feel can give 

us a good price has not been decided to date. 

In respect to the question regarding the 

company going bankrupt, that is correct, the company that bought the 

salmon last year. ~ fact 355,000 pounds of salmon was purchased and 

~39,000 is owed to the government. However, the officials of the 

Department of Fisheries are convinced that in conversations with the 

receiver, the receiver is now in place in the ba~~pt company, that we 

will be getting the ~39,000 owing to the Newfoundland Government. 

MR. SPEAKER: A final supplementary, the hon. member 

for Torngat Mountains. 

MR. I'IARREN: Yes, Mr. Speaker. My final supplementary 

is not in respect to the salmon and char. I would like to know from 

the minister, how much money the Provincial Department of Fisheries lost 

last year on the purchase of rock cod along the Labrador Coast? 

MR. SPEAKER: 

MR. MORGAN: 

The hon. the Minister of Fisheries. 

Mr. Speaker, I am not sure that the 

provincial government lost money,but I know that there was a loss to 

the Salt Fish Corporation in dealing with rock cod. The rock cod is a 
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MR. MORGAN: fish that apparently has all kinds of 

problems in connection with quality. The quality of that species is 

not good. And we have held talks with the Salt Fish Corporation, in 

fact we are going to be holding talks in the very near future with 

regard to improving,if at all possible,the quality of the product 

coming out of Labrador, the rock cod, so we can get a better price 

to the fishermen in Labrador. 

MR. SPEAKER (Silnms): The han. member for St. Mary's-The Capes. 

MR. HAi"'COCK: Thank you, Mr. Speaker . 

I have a question for the Minister of 

Transportation and Communications. Yesterday the minister was 

ready to consider doing almost anything; I do not know how he feels 

today. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

MR. HANCOCK: We need a crusher in our area to crush 

some rock, Mr. Speaker, to put on the highways that are there; They are 

in a deplorable condition. There are rocks - I travelled there 

over the weekend - as big as those glasses sticking up through it. The 

Department of Highways just has not anything to put on the roads. I wonder 

would the minister consider looking into the possibility of having a 

crusher come to the area so that we could have some fill to haul on the 

road? I understand there are some crushers around the Island not in 

use. 

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Trartsportation and 

I CollUllunications. 

MR. BRETT: Mr. Speaker, we have something like three 

or four crushers around the Province; all of them are very old and out-

dated and we do experience a lot of break-downs,and because they are so 

old it is difficult in getting the parts to get them going again. We wan~ 

to get out of the crushing business altogether,because in order to make 

a crusher pay it has to work almost around the clock. I think that you 

will find t hat 
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MR. c. BRETT: construction companies do work the 

crushers right around the clock. In the Swnmer 100nths our staff, our crews, 

work approximately seven hours,and even if we had new crushers it still 

would not be economically viable for us to be crushing stone, So we are 

getting away from it as much as possible and where we need crushed stone 

we are going to tender and we are buying it and spreading it that way. 

I doubt very much if it is going to be possible to get a crusher to put 

in that area. I doubt it very much. Like I say , there are four, they 

are scattered all over the Province and they are needed where they are, 

and they are needed in many other places. So , you know, if there is a 

desperate need for stone up there, I suppose we can look at it when we 

do our regular maintenance work. 

MR. D. HANCOCK: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary. 

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : A supplementary, the hen. the member fer 

St. · Mary's - The Cafes,followed by the hen. the member for Grand Bank. 

MR. D. HANCOCK: Sir, if we cannot get a crusher there 

to have the stone made available, can ~~e minister give us some assurance 

L~t we can get it from somewhere else, that it will be hauled into the 

area? What are we going to put on the roads? 

MR. SPEAKER: 

Communications . 

MR. C. BRETT: 

MR. D. HANCOCK : 

MR. SPEAKER: 

for St. Mary's - The Capes. 

The hen. the Minister of Transportat;ion and 

Yes, I will look into it, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, a supplementary. 

A final supplementary, the hen. the memeer 

MR. D. HANCOCK : Mr. Speaker, the dust problem will soon be 

upon us again now this year. I wonder could ~~e minister give us some 

assurance that there will be calcium treatment given to the roads or something 

to keep the dust down in that area this Summer? 

MR. SPEAKER: The hen. the Minister of Transportation and 

Col!llltllnications. 

MR. C. BRETT: Yes, Mr. Speaker, we have a calciu:n chloride 

prncr~-:.i!"n~ ""1.--=!ai:'. til is Swmner ~ 

.;:w.• ni..:.::. :<1£!tB~R: For my area? 
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MR. c. BRETT: Yes, it is for all over the Province, 

all the built up areas. It will not be bet".,een the co11111unities, but in 

every coliiii!Wlity • . J; do not know how soon we will be starting, but as soon 

as we can • . 

MR. SPEAKER (Si!IIIIIS) 1 

KR. L. THOMS : 

The hon. the member for Grand "Bank. 

Thank you, Your Honour. I have a question 

I would like to direct to the Minister of Justice. The Minister of Justice, 

I am sure, is aware that the Royal. Newfoundl.and Constabulary in this 

Province can only carry guns under certain and special conditions. 

Something that I have learned recently which concerns me very much is the 

fact that the Quebec Provincial Police can now operate in this Province 

and carry guns. I would like to ask ~~e minister by what and under whose 

authority the Quebec Police, the QPP, can carry guns in this Province? 

liN HON . ME.'!:BER: Hear, hear! 

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

MR. G. OTTENHE!MER: I am aware, I think, of the incident to 

which the hon. member refers. It took place a few days ago in either Wabush 

or Labrador City, and I have myself asked that that matter be looked into 

and want a full ~port on it. so I am not in a position to give a full 

report - it was only a couple of days ago it did come to my attention. 

'Dle preliminary information I have - and it obviously is not the total 

information- is,number one, they obviously are not entitled to and 1indeed, 

were not exercising any police authority within this Province, in Wabush 

or Labrador City, where ~~ev have no legal right to operate as police at all. 

So they were performing no police functions with respect to this Province 

or people resident in the Province. The preLiminary info~tion I have -

and 1 as I say, I asked for a complete inquiry or complete briefing on it 

and I should have all that information within a couple of days - is that , 

obviously, as the hen. member knows, certain areas of this Province, 

Labrador, and certain areas of the Province of Quebec are very close to 

contiguous - well, they are contiguous there, and there are road connections 

between the two areas, and that at times there is consultatic.n by the 

provincial police of this Province, 
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MR. OTTENHEIMER: the RCMP acting as provincial police of 

this Province,and the Quebec provincial police acting as police in the 

province of Quebec with respect to offences in one or the other jurisdiction; 

for example 1in drug trafficking; you know, there can be trafficking 

obviously from Quebec to this Province and from this Province to Quebec, 

and that the two forces do consult and co-ordinate their, if you wish, 

police intelligence on the matter but they certainly were not and are 

not intitled to exercise any police authority in the Province and the 

preliminary information I have is that it was a matter of consultation 

between the two forces, a consultation which took place in this Province 

and which on other times could well have taken place in the adjoining 

province. 

MR. THOMS: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): A supplementary. The hon. member for Grand 

Bank. 

MR. THOMS: Is the Minister of Justice (Mr. Ottenheimer) 

then telling us that the Quebec provincial police came into this Province, 

for whatever purpose,carrying guns without somebody first contacting the 

Justice Department of this Province? 

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

MR. OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, as I said at the very beginning, 

as soon as I heard of the incident I asked to be completely briefed on it 

and I am, you know, not to date completely briefed on it so I do net want to give 

inaccurate information, I do not want to give false information even if 

it is not intentionally inaccurate. I certainly would prefer to wait until 

I have the full information,and the only information really I have as of 

this date;because I am not sure if it was yesterday or the day before 

yesterday , I believe, that it first came to my attention when I asked to 

be completely briefed on it, and the only information I have 

now are the two facts which I have stated. Number one, 

that they were not attempting to exercise any police authority in this Province, 

which obviously they are not entitled to do because they are police in another 

province. Nucrruoer two, I understand it was a matter of consultation with 
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MR. ~NH3IME.R: respect to crime prevention or detection, 

one or the other, cr both, between two provincial police forces. I am not 

avoiding giving information, ':lut um:il I have been fully briefed on it 

I do not have additional iniormation. I share the hon. gentleman's concern. 

One of the problems, I think, is that in Quebec their pro•1incial police 

without any special auehorization at all, habitually or daily,ordi~ily, 

go armed,whereas in this Province,obviously,our Newfoundland Constabulary 

do not. 'l'he RCNP,acting in a provincial capacity, do.sut it appears at 

least incongruous, and may well be quite improper 1 that police of another 

province who come to !:his P:-ovince for whate•1er purpose, be it a legitimate 

purpose of consultation with another police agency. should wear fireams in 

t.~is Province. I can cereai.-lly see a need for consultation becween t·.ro 

police forces L-1 an area where t-...o provinces are invobred,and obviously 

po1!.ce intelligence in various areas 
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MR. OTTENHEIMER: should well be shared by 

police forces. But certainly it is my opinion that 

if it is nec~ssary or beneficial, from time to time, 

for th~re to be consultation between a force acting 

provincially in Newfoundland and Labrador and a 

force acting provincially in Quebec, that i~deed the 

Quebec force, if the meeting is in this Province, 

should come without wearing firearms. 

MR. SPEAKER(Simms): A final supplementary. 

The hon. the member for Grand Bank 1 followed by the 

hon. the member for LaPoile. 

MR. THOMS: Thank you very much, Your 

Honour. I fail to see where anybody needs guns to 

consult. But I am wondering if the minister could tell 

me -

AN HON. MEMBER: 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 

MR. THOMS: 

Just bop them. 

Hear, hear! 

- does he know if in fact 

permission was granted? And if permission was granted, 

by whom was that permission granted? Does he know 

that much? 

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the Minister of 

Justice. 

MR. OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, that is part 

of the data that I am hoping to have. I do not know, 

number one, apart from a report, whether firearms were 

carried and, number two, I do not know if permission was 

given or not. That is among the data, among a part of 

the information that I am waiting to have given to me. 

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the member for 

LaPoile. 

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, my question 

is for the Premier, Sir. Up in Ottawa the Tories in 

the House of Commons seem to think that the Government 
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MR. NEARY: of Canada are trying to 

blackmail the Atlantic Provinces into getting 

agreement on bringing the price of oil up to world 

prices_in Canada. Could the han. the Premier tell 

us the stand, the position of the Newfoundland 

Government on this matter of bringing Alberta oil 

prices up to world prices? What is the position of 

this government here? 

MR. SPEAKER ( S.inuns) : 

PREMIER PECKFORD: 

The han. the Premier. 

Mr. Speaker, on a number 

of occasions in this House and outside it, and in the 

formal representations that we have made in writing 

and in presentations before federal/provincial 

conferences, we have indicated that we believe the 

price of crude oil has to increase to allow for 

additional exploration, that it should be done over a 

three or four year period, and that it sh.ould reach 

somewhere in the range of 85 per cent of the price 

at Chicago, which would, therefore, keep it that far 

below and keep us competitive in the whole North 

American market and still be close to world prices. 

MR. NEARY: A supplementary. 

MR. SPEAJ<ER: A supplementary. The 

han. the member for LaPolle. 

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, I would 

assume from the han. gentleman's answer then that 

they are supporting the Government of Canada's request 

for an increase in the prices of crude oil. Now what 

will this mean in terms of increases to the consumers 

here in this Province as far as electricity rates are 

concerned and as far as heating fuel is concerned? 

Will this government's policy, by supporting the 

Government of Canada, mean an increase in electricity 

rates and an increase in heating fuel to the consumers 

in this Province? 
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MR. SPEAKER(Simrns): 

PREMIER PECKFORD: 

The hon. the Premier. 

Number one, Mr. Speaker, 

we are not sure what the Government of Canada's 

positi~n is on energy prices. The Minister of 

Energy for Newfoundland (Mr. Barry) is due to meet 

with the Minister of Energy for Canada over the next 

few days to find out just exactly what they are 

saying. Their Minister of Finance is saying one 

thing, the Prime Minister is saying something else, 

the Minister of Energy is saying something else and 

we are not at all clear. All we know is that they 

keep saying that in the first year - the latest 

thing coming out of Ottawa is that in the first year 

it will not be greater than the Tories, the federal 

Tories budget of this year. 

But the Prime Minister 

has continually stated, the new Prime Minister, that 

he is not sure whether in fact, over the next three 

or four years, the increases in oil will be less than 

what the P.Cs had indicated in the first budget that 

has come down in the last couple of years in Canada. 

So we do not know exactly what the whole formula is 

that the present administration in Ottawa wants to 

put on the table. 

Secondly, as it relates 

to electricity prices,let me remind the hon. the 

member for LaPoile (Mr. Neary) that we support and 

have contact with the federal government on allowing 

us to transmit electricity through the Province of 

Quebec the same way as Alberta can transmit oil to 

the other provinces of Canada. If that is done, then 

the whole question of electricity costs in this Province 

could be affected in a dramatic way and allow for a 

stabilization of electricity prices. The problem 

right now is that we are not able to transmit electricity 
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PREMIER PECKFORD: through Quebec without 

them being the broker and, therefore, electricity 

prices will . ~o up over the next five or ten years 

unless _and until, under responsibility under the 

constitution by the federal government, they allow 

us to transmit through Quebec electricity a~d only 

pay the wheeling charge. 

So the question of 

electricity prices is li~ed both t~ oil price -

and we do not know what the federal government's 

position is on that yet - and it is also linked to 

the whole question of whether we can transmit 

electricity through Qu.ebec at a reasonable wheeling 

charge rather than them act as brokers • 

Once we have the answers 

to those two questions, both of which now lie in the 

federal domain, then we will be able to answer the 

han. member's question very definitively. 
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MR. SPEAKER: (Simlils) Order,please~ The time for Oral Questions 

has expired • 

.ARSWERS '1'0 QUESTIONS FOR WHICH NOTICE HAS BEEN GIVE~ 

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

MR. HOUSE: Mr. Speaker, yesterday I was asked a question 

about the impact of acid rain and to our knowledge, the department's 

knowledge, medical knowledge there is no direct human health hazard 

caused by acid rain. There is none reported in any of the literature. 

The problem with acid rain and the reasons for our concern:, ,and that is 

a concern of both the Department of Health and the Department of the 

Environment, is that it solely relates to ecological damage which occurs 

over time and as a result of the change in the groundwaters the 

bacteria, I suppose, in the groundwaters. And in the long-te:rm should our 

lakes and rive~s not support any life this may have a serious impact on 

the total health of the general area. But directly 1 there is no positive 

impact. 

MR. S. NEARY: We just starve to death. 

MR. W. HOUSE: Well, perhaps it - I am not stating that 

now and I do not think that anybody can say that,but it could have an 

effect and that is why it is being carefully monitored now. 

MR. SPEAKER: 

MR. SPEAKER: 

MR. E. ROBERTS: 

Are there any further answers? 

PRESENTING PETITIONS 

The hen. member for the Strait of Belle Isle. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to present a 

petition signed by a number of my constituents who are residents of the 

communities of Creque and St. Julien's 1 which is the contiguous community. 

Creque and St. Julien's have recently, Sir, had a road completed to them;, 

in fact 1 the road to St. Julien's was only completed last Fall1 which makes 

it the last community on the Northern tip of the Northern Peninsula to 

receive a road connection. I believe there is a community of Harbour Deep 
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MR. E. ROBERTS : in Baie Verte - White B~Y- I know the 

community of Harbour Deep is in Baie Verte ~White Bay. I know the 

community well. I do not believe they have a road there as yet,but 

Creque does hoave a road. Now that the road is completed, Sir, the 

inadequacy of the part of the road link between the COIIIIIUJlity of 

croque itself ..nd the highway into which it connects, which is the 

road that runs from Roddicton branch over to Main Brook, the inade­

quacy of that road link is revealed for what it is, and that is it 

is a woods road that had been upgraded very minimally since it was 

first hooked up the better part of eight or ten years ago, and four 

or five years ago into the co111111unity of croque itself. The road was 

tolerable while other roads had to be built. The people of Creque put 

up with it while a road link on the three or four miles into St. 

Julien 1 s was provided 1 but. now that the =-unities themselves have 

been connected 1 the time has come in the feeling of the people of 

Creque and St. Julien 1 s to upgrade their road. I agree completely 

with that. I have driven over the road a number of times . It is 

not much of a road. It is barely, I would suggest, about ten feet 

wide. It is a woods road that was builfl by bulldozers ..nd graders 

without any proper equipment, without proper plans,and in a grand 

old !llewfound1and tradition of naming a road the So-And-So Line 

this road could only be called the Line of Least Resistance.. Because 

if it comes to a rock 1 it goes around it and if it comes to a tree,it 

goes around it; if it comes to a pond,it either goes through it or 

around it depending on whether the -ter iD the pond is more than 

several inches deep. The prayer of the·petition, Sir, is to request 

that the Government of Newfoundland and Labrador allocate the necessary 

funds this year to rebuild the twenty-two kilometers of winding woods 

road connecting the main road to the existing road to the communities. 

Interestingly enough,because the road from Creque to St. Julien's was 

built properly by contractors
1
it is a superhighway by comparison with 
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MR. E. ROBERTS: the ~cad Which runs from Creque out to 

the provincial hiqhway network 1and that only adds salt to the wounds. 

The petition, Sir, has been siqned by 140 people which is a little 

better than all of the vote~s in St. Julien's and Creque. There·. were 

132 voters in St. Julien's and Creque in the last election1 most of 

whom, I a111 happy to say, voted in what I believe to be the best of the 

choices available to them. It is siqned by all of the people of that 

community and in addition, Sir, there is another paqe siqned by the 

people who come back and forth over the road in a business sense and 

that includes the qentleman who carries the mail, the Esso distributor, 

the man from Hydro, the social we~fare workers, the wholesalers and the 

people who qenerally provide the commercial services supplied by road. 

I thil\lt the cause is a worthwhile one. ·And I know the Minister of 

Transportation (Mr. Brett) has been allowed by the nt~qeredly 

Finance Minister next to no money this year with which to do reconstruction 

work, but nonetheless ' be does have a few million dollars . I would say 

~ him most earnestly that there can be no project on the Island of 

Newfoundland of this nature, a reconstruction project, that more de-

serves some money spent on it. I do not think the people in Creque 

or in St. Julien's expect all of the work to be done this year. They 

do want some of it to be done this year, Sir, I think that is a very 

reasonable request. I think it is a very modest one for them to make. 

I support it whole-heartedly and I commend the cause to the minister in 

the hope that we will see some work done this year. We will even ask 

him, Sir, to the official openinq just as we are quite prepared 
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MR. E. ROBERl'S : to ask the man who built the road, 

now Senator Doody in ottawa, to the official opening. It can be Doody's 

Drive, I do not knew what we will call Brett' s- well 
1 
right now it is 

Brett's Break-axle . ' I would hope, Sir, it could be perhaps Bre~t' s 

Boulevard to go with Doody' s Drive , Sir • I COIIIIIIei'ld it .to the minister. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear. 

MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) Are there any further petitions. 

The bon. the member for Exploits. 

DR. TWOMEY: Mr. Speaker, I wish to present a 

petition on behalf of the Royal Canadian Legion 1 Botwood,Branch No. 5. 

"We the undersigned members of the Royal Canadian Legion Branch No. 5 

wish to add our support to the Newfoundland Command in urging the 

:tejection of the proposed provincial fl.ag." 

SOME RON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear. 

OR. TWOMEY: "And we urge that you, our member, 

vote against its ~ccept~nce. The proposed fl.ag is unacceptable to the 

Legion. n This petition is signed by thirty members of the Legion. 

MR. S. NEARY: Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAXER (Simms) The bon. member for LaPoile. 

MR. S. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, I wholeheartedly support 

that petition. The hon. gentleman who presented the petition did not 

indicate whether or not he was supporting it because I presume the hon. 

gentleman did not want to indicate whether he is voting for or against 

this fl.ag, this particular design. 

I do not think it is any secret that 

Legion Branches all over Newfoundland,along with 99 per cent of the 

population of this Province, are against that particular design. And we 

are going to see more petitions, more telegrams and more letters and 

more phone calls -

MR. G. WARREN: Marches. 

MR. S. NEARY: - more marches on Confederation Building 

and other public buildinqs in connection with this matter before it is 

all over. I too, Sir, have - it is not a petition but just to reinforce 

what the hon. gentleman said - I have a telegram myself from :!'ort awe Basque 
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MR. S. NEARY.·: from the Royal Canadian Legion. It 

says, nThe members of the Royal Canadian Legion, Channel, Branch No. 11 

strongly protest ' the adoption of the proposed provincial flag and urge 

you to speak out for all veterans. The sword is incorporated to remind 

us of the sacrifice of our comrades. we have the Poppy • we fully 

support other branches across the Island and emphatically state that 

if this flag is accepted it will not fly fxam the flagpole of this 

Branch. Signed, Joyce Samms, President, and Wilson Strickland, Pro 

Royal Canadian Legion, Port aux Basque:n I would like to lay that 

on the Table of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, to my knowledge this 

is the first time in British parliamentary history that elected members 

of the people are fighting against the people; memers are fighting 

against their own constituents and the voters and members are fighting 

against the people. The first time, I suppose, it ever happened under 

the British parliamentary system. I support the petition and I hope, 

Mr. Speaker, that hon. members will not just treat this matter lightly. 

The Royal Canadian Legion is a highly respected organization in this 

Province and well it should be, Mr. Speaker. And as I said the other 

day, I am shocked to hear some of the COIIIIIIBnts emenating fran 

responsible people saying that all they can think about is war. 

I hope, Mr. Speaker, that all hen. 

gentlemen, all hen. members will support that petition and I would 

suspect that we are going to have more petitions and I would say, God 

bless the people. The people will win in the end. Keep the phone 

calls coming, keep the petitions coming, keep the letters coming and 

the people will win in the end. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear. 

MR. SPEAKER: Are there any further petitions? 
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ORD.ERS OF THE DAY 

MR. W. MARSwu.L: Order No. 40, Bill No. 44. 

Motion, second readinq of a bill, 

".!In Act TO Adopt A Flaq For The Province". (Bill No. 44) 

MR· SPEMa:R;: (Si.Jimls) The hon. the member ·for Kilbride. 

SOME RON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear. 

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

Before I c;:ontinue with my remazlcs on our proposed n- flaq, I would first 

like to thank the Speaker for providing our Flag Committ" such a 

staff to support oar Olmmittee as we travelled throughout the Island. 

·Our clerlt, Neil Penney, and our recozdd:•q technician, Terey Olnners, 

worked 'lery hard day and night travelling, driving and at meetings. 

so I would like to a:mgratulate those two qentJ.emen and the Speaker 

for providing us with the staff. 

Mr. Speaker, our flag design that 

is proposad has COllie under some criticism because of the fact 

people say that there is too much symbolism in our flag, it is too 

hazd to explai.Jl and it is 
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MR. R. AYLWARD: too geometric. Well, one of the most 

visually acceptable flags that I know of or I have ever heard of is the 

Union Jack. The Union Jack certainly is loaded with symbolism and it is 

definitely geometric. 

The hon. the Leader of the OppOsition when 

he was speaking on the flag debate , one of the reasons ·he gave for not 

supporting our flag was because when he looked at the flag he needed the 

explanation with it. Mostfl.ags of any country, if you look at them, no 

matter how loved they are by anyone, a lot of people do not understand ~~e 

flags. There are quite a few people that I have contacted and I asked to 

explain to me what the Union Jack meant 1 and unless they were very loyal 

Legionnaires or Monarchists, they did not know what the Union Jack meant, 

they just liked the shape and they liked the look of the Union Jack. 

There is another flag that the people of 

Labrador have adopted as their flag and it certainly is a simple flag. 

It consists of three panels, a white, a green and a blue and it has the 

spruce twig in it. There are not too many flags that are any more simple 

than this flag 1 but I would like to read into the record the explanation 

of these three panels and the twig. Although the flag looks very simple 1 

there is a very detailed explanation with it. The Labrador flag says, 

'This flag is meant to be a permanent declaration of the unique identity of 

the people of Labrador and their co~n heritage. The top white bar 

represents the snows, one element which 1 more than any other, coloured our 

culture and dictated our lifestyles~' We have white in our own flag, in our 

proposed design. "The bottom blue bar represents the waters of our rivers, 

the lakes and oceans. The waters have been our highways like the snows, 

and nurtured our fish and wildlife~' We have blue in our flag also. "The 

center green bar represents the land. The green and bountiful land is the 

connecting element that unites three diverse cultures~· The symbolic spruce 

twig, which the people of Labrador look to as a lot of people on the Island 

would look to the pitcher plant. Although the pitcher plant is our provincial 

flower, the people in Labrador seem to relate more to the spruce twig or ~~e 

spruce tree, which is scattered throughout Labrador and it is also in our 

Province. The simple spruce twig that is on the Labrador flag has a very 
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MR. R. AYLWARD: involved meaning. "'lhe symbolic spruce 

twig was chosen because the spruce tree is the one thing that is common 

to all geographic . areas of Labrador. It has provided our shelter, 

transport, fuel and in a direct way, our food and clothing, since the 

spruce forests became the envirozunent from which the wildlife gave us 

meat for our tables, skins for our clothing and trade. "It is from the 

spruce that we sawed our planks for our timbers for our boats, our 

komatiks and our houses.'' This is one part of an explanation of a very 

simple spruce twig, and still it is not finished. ''lhe three branches on 

the spruce twig represent the three races, the Inuit, !ndian and European 

settlers. The twig growing from one stalk represents the common origin 

of the people regardless of race. The twig in two sections or year 1 s growth, 

the outer growth is longer than the inner growth. This occurs because in the 

good growinq years the twig grows longer than in the poor years. Thus, the 

inner or stronger sprig reminds us of past times, while the longer sprig 

represents our hope for the future. This is our flaq and the symbol of 

faith in ourselves and the future, and pride of our heritage and our respect 

for the land and the dignity of the people. 1 Now in a very simple flag such 

as the Labrador flag to look at it, it has an explanation whicil. is much more 

involved and detailed than ~~e explanation of our own flag. 

3632 



May 8, l980, Tape 1384, Page 1 -- apb 

MR. AYLWARD: So the fact that the 

Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Jamieson) said he had 

to have an e~lanation with the flag, I suggest that 

with a~y flag, you would need an explanation and 

especially until you are used to looking at this 

flag and are used to it. 

One point I notice 

that we get some criticism for. The Premier announced 

that he would continue to fly the Union Jack over 

provincial buildings and people have suggested to me 

that this is a cop-out. I certainly do not believe 

that it is a cop-out. And I heard some comments that 

we would be the only Province that would do this and 

it would not be acceptable at all. The fact is that 

while I travelled in New Brunswick I saw the very 

same, the New Brunkwick flag, and the Canadian flag 

and the Union Jack flown. And in Ontario, I also 

noticed it. It was a couple of years ago that I saw 

it in Ontario: and I would imagine it is still being 

flown the same, three flags, the same as our Premier 

proposed for this Province. 

One group that is opposed 

to this flag, this new design - the hon. the member 

for Exploits (Dr. Twomey) presented a petition on it 

today - is the Canadian Legion. Yesterday, when I 

was speaking about the flag,I explained as best I 

could the trouble we had in picking a design when a 

lot of people who sent designs to us could not make 

up their own minds and they sent three, four, ten­

seventeen some people. They could not make up their 

own minds. 

Now, the Royal Command 

of the Legion presented our Flag Committee with a 

brief at our last meeting, March 28, and they had a 
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MR. AYLWARD: proposed flag which was 

a Union Jack in the corner, a maroon background with 

the caribou in the fly. Yet, at our first public 

meetin~ in St. John's, it was reported to us by the 

Ne~.;foundland Flag Society that at a meeting in 

Corner Brook some two years ago the majority of the 

people who attended that meeting of the Legion, the 

majority of the people who attended that meeting had 

supported a flag which was proposed by the N~wfoundland 

Flag Society,which was the Pike, White and Green with 

the Coat of Arms and the pitcher plant and a Union 

Jack over it. They also wanted a spruce twig in it. 

I just mention this to 

point out the difficulty that anyone would have in 

preparing a flag or any design that would be 

automatically accepted. I would suggest that if it 

was possible for us to pick the Labrador flag, and the 

people in Labrador made it quite clear to us that they 

did not want us to take the Labrador flag for our 

provincial flag, but had they agreed to us accepting 

the Labrador flag, and we had chosen the Labrador flag, 

although we would have had great support in Labrado~ 

we would have had as much controversy on the Island 

as we are having now. 

I would just like to clue 

up by saying that there is no one, single design or 

single symbol that can be a distinctive, simple, 

unique Newfoundland flag. This design is based totally 

on the impressions we received from the submissions, 

the four hundred-odd submissions that we received 

during our travels across the Island and it is, in my 

mind, the best design to suit these submissions. We 

could have picked much more complicated designs but it 

would defeat the purpose of flag immediately. If you 
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MR. AYLWARD: had dogs and caribou, 

pitcher plants, coats of arms, crests, all of tQese 

things that were suggested to put on the £lag, it 

just would not work. 

So I would like to say, 

before I sit down, that naturally r am supP.orting 

this flag. I was most disappointed . r expected a 

lot of support from all of the members of this 

Bouse of Assembly when our Connnittee reported, but 

most of all, I was very disappointed when I heard 

the Leader of the Opposition would vote against this . 

Thank you . 

MR. SPEAKER(Butt): 

Windsor - Buchans. 

MR. FLIGHT: 

The han . the member for 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker . 

Mr. Speaker, let me say 

from ~he start that I recognize, as a result of my 

involvement in this 
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MR. FLIGHT: House 1that I am probably recognized 

as one of the people who standing in debate in this House tends to be 

partisan, ~d I accept that criticism. Now I want to say from the 

start, Mr. Speaker, that this will in no way be a partisan spee~h on 

my part. I do not recognize this debate or the flag is~ue as a partisan 

issue. Obviously the Committee that brought the flag in is a non­

partisan Committee. And having said that, Mr. Speaker, I would want to 

congratulate the Committee who brought in the flag. It is very obvious 

they accepted an unthankful, certainly, and impossible task, a task 

to bring in a flag that would be accepted by all the people of the 

Province. I accept that as a probably impossible task and 

I want to congratulate them for the effort and the sacrifice they 

made in travelling this Province and hearing the various representations, 

and congratulate them on having presented to the House of Assembly a flag. 

I also, Mr. Speaker, want to congratulate'Mr. Chris Pratt on his design, 

on designing that particular flag. 

I want to make it clear, Mr. Speaker, that 

I am one of the people in this House who has probably got more reason to 

stand and be associated with the work of Mr. Chris Pratt, I have 

probably got a better reason than most members. I think in 1957 when 

Mr. Pratt was doing his last year of Fine Arts in Mount Allision University, 

I attended that University; my first year was his last year. And out of 

a desire to associate with Newfoundlanders on that campus, and there were 

not all that many Newfoundlanders, I found myself more and more in the 

company of Mr. Pratt. I found myself more and more in the company, socially 

and otherwise, with the senior class, the Newfoundlanders who were there 

and from whom I could learn the ways that one should live and 

the circles that one should travel and things one should do. 

So obviously in the intervening years, as Mr. Pratt became more and more 

renowned as a Newfoundland artist,then I had a real reason to follow his 

progress and to be proud of his achievements. And, Mr. Speaker, I therefore 

congratulate Mr. Pratt and I have total respect and total admiration for 

the flag that Hr . Pratt designed. 
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MR. FLIGHT: Now having said that, Mr. Speaker, let 

me,as the Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Jamieson) did, and I take my 

cue from him in this particular case, state from the start that I 

will not vote for this flag and I will not support the particular 

design that we had lain in front of us a few days ago. And I will 

try now, Mr. Speaker, to indicate to this House why. 

Mr. Speaker, after the Committee was 

struck and the hearings started throughout this Province 1 the flag 

issue became a mini debate throughout the Province. Wherever I went, 

at some time or other somebody made some comment about the kind of a 

flag we could expect. And to me, Mr. Speaker, and I am speaking here 

today trying to represent the views that I have personally heard and 

seen in this Province since this flag debate started, there were 

two universal desires that I found, Mr. Speaker, One was for the 

retention in some form, incorporation into that flag in some form of 

the Union Jack. That was one. Now, Mr. Speaker, let me say I have 

no brief, I carry no brief for the Canadian Legion. Obviously the 

Canadian Legion, they are certainly capable of making their own cases 

and I suspect they will make their own case in this issue. I have 

no great strong feeling for the Union Jack other than the fact that 

it is there. The Union Jack was there when I was born. I grew up with 

the Union Jack. St. John's was the capital of Newfoundland,and in the 

same sense everything around me that I know of in Newfoundland, the 

Union Jack falls into that category. It was the flag of this Province. 

I am one of the people who would have wanted to see the Union Jack 

replaced by a distinctive Newfoundland flag. And I think all of 

Newfoundland, and possibly including the Legion and the veterans, 

would have wanted to see a distinctive Newfoundland flag. They had 

one desire, Mr. Speaker, one desire and one desire only, to see 

incorporated and retained in some form -and not an abstract form; 

Newfoundlanders by and large do not think abstract, they do not see things 
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MR. FLIGlm': abstractly - they <iranted to see the 

Union Jac:k retained .• 

And why not, Mr. Speaker? Three or 

four of the other provinces retain the Union Jack. And let m.e make 

this case, that as far as the veterans in t:.his Province are concerned, 

'"hen they wen:t to the con:flicts up t o this point in time they ;.rere 

going under the Onion Jack in their own right. 
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!Jilt. FLIGHT: We had the Union Jack since- well,I 

suppose since we became a country. It was the flag of Newfoundland. 

Two or three of the other provinces who went to the conflicts only as 

a part of a country, Canada, not in their own right, went under the 

Union Jac~but they appreciated it enough and they appreciated ~e 

efforts and the sacrifices of their veterans and the men. who went to war:, 

they appreciated that enough to incorporate in that flag, to enshrine in the 

flag some symbolism of their gratitude to the Canadian Legion and to the 

veterns that fought and to the veterans that went into the conflicts over 

the years. 

Now , Mr. Speaker, why should we not have -

every member in this House of Assembly at one time or another has spoken 

to a meeting of Legionnaires and veterans and there is one obvious fact, 

Mr. Speaker, and I say it with no great sense of pride but it is true; 

what is the one thing that is obvious about the Canadian Legion and particularly 

the veterans of the various wars? They are growing old. They are growing 

old, Mr. speaker. And this Province, Mr. Speaker, has not done well by 

· our veterans. Financially and materialistically ~e have not done well because 

we may not have had the means to do well. I know lots of veterans who 

are subsisting on meager DVA pensions and we have not been able, Mr. Speaker, 

as a Province to improve their lot. Well,we have just given up the one 

chance we have had, Mr. Speaker, and if we incorporate that flag we have 

just given up the one chance we had to say to those menthat we do indeed 

appreciate the contribution you have made. We do indeed recognize that the 

reason we are here debating freely today is because you and your comrades 

were prepared down through the years, back since Cabot came to Newfoundland 

in Newfoundland's case and in the various wars, we do appreciate. Mr. Speaker, 

weald it have been such a great sacrifice, would it have been so great a 

concession to have made to those ~eople? Mr. Speaker, there is not a 

Newfoundlander alive today who has not got a relative,one way or the other, 

some relative who served in the wars. And there would have been no objections, 

Mr. Speaker. All Newfoundlanders wanted to see the Union Ja~k replaced. I 
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MR. FLIGHT: say that here, that most,if not all, certainly 

ninety-nine per cent,were prepared to see the Union Jack replaced. They had 

no objections at all of seeing that Union Jack incorporated into a provincial 

flag. we had a chance, Mr. Speaker, we had a chance to say tc the people 

who have served us so well that we will enshrine now in the provincial 

flag a symbol that will show our gratitude and the gratitude of generations 

to come, our gratitude for their contribution and the sacrifices that were 

made. But no, Mr. Speaker, we were too small. We talk, Mr. Speaker, in 

this debate about how that flag will grow on you. Is there 

somebody in the House of Assembly who will say that a flag that incorporated 

the Union Jack would not grow on you? Is there somebody who will say that 

that flag will grow on you and in five years all Newfoundlanders will accept 

it? Well,cannot one say that a flag that incorporated the Union Jack 

would grow on you and in ten or fifteen years be totally and completely 

accepted as the provincial flag? So, Mr. Speaker, I understand the feelings 

of the Canadian Legion and I understand the people who are supporting the 

attitude of the Canadian Legion and I will tell this hon. House of Assembly 

that if there was some way to put it to the test in this Province that the 

majority1 and the great majority of Newfoundlanders would be prepared and 

proud to have the Union ~ack incorporated in some small way in that flag. 

So much, ~- Speaker, for the Union Jack. 

The other obvious thing that carne through 

as we talked about the flag over the months, Mr. Speaker, was we wanted 

it to symbolize Newfoundland, we wanted to ~~'olize that great tradition, 

our culture, the great tradition we talk about. And, Mr. Speaker, I say 

to this House now it carne as a total and absolute shock, the people of this 

Province were shocked because they had made their minds up. They did not 

know what it would be. They did not know. It might be a pitcher plant. 

It might be the caribou head. It might be the Coat of Arms. It could be 

a codfish. I have heard all sorts of things said, some of them in cunning 

ways. But they wanted a symbol, Mr. Spe~~er. Every Newfoundlander in this 

Province wanted a symbol that they could associate Newfoundland with. They 

wanted a flag that, when it was unfurled in Toronto,the 100,000 Newfoundlanders 
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MR. FLIGHT: in Toronto could say, "Look 1that must be 

our flag. It has got a pitcher plant. It has got a caribou. It has a 

Coat of Arms. It has got someting to which I can relate:' I have not got 

an abstract mind. I do not think abstractly, you know. 

3641 



'·tay 8 . 198 0 Tape "<o. 1387 :JW - ! 

:1 R. G. F ~IG P.T: But, Mr. Speaker, there is 

nothing in that flag•And this committee was not ?Ut to 

work, Mr. Speaker, to de~~qn a flag for a nation; we are 

not a nation, we are only one-tenth of a nation. A:ld the 

only time that flag is going to be seen, :1r. Speaker, is 

when a Newfoundland delegation goes to some sporting event. 

The mandate of that committee as far as I are concerned was 

to design a flag that would be pleasing to the people of 

Newfoundland and could be associated with by the peaole 

of Newfoundland and proud to be looked upcn by the people 

of Hewfoundland. 

i1R.. S. NEARY: Right on! Right on! 

:1R. G. FLIGHT: And. Mr" Speaker, we are 

presenting the world with a flag wh~re one would think we 

were a. third-rank nation i:1 the world. 

Mr, Speaker, another argu-

ment can be made . I listened to the Chairman of the com-

mittee when he said, 'The blue is most reminiscent of the 

Union Jack..' You'talk about abstract! But better than that, 

~r. Speaker, 'The white is representative of snow and ice 

and the blue represents the sea and the rad represe~ts the 

human effort! ~ow, Mr. Speaker, if that is sc,then I 

can sell this flag to any country in the world, any countr.y 

in the Northern Hemisphere that is bound by salt-water because 

Mr. Speaker, that flag can re?r~sent it. And I would suggest 

too that twenty or twenty-five years from now if that flag 

was placed on disP.lay with the flags of the world,there would 

be-vary few Newfoundlanders who_ very quic~ly wculd ~e - ~hle 

to saparate it and say, 'That is our flag'. There will be 

no symbolism. 

AN HON. ME!1BER: (Inaudible). ----------
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MR. G. FLIGHT: Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to 

tell you there has been one very, very significant issue 

in this debate so far, a very unpleasant duty carried out 

by the Speaker 1 and if I hear that kind of thing once more, 

~r. Speaker, you will have a second unpleasant duty to 

carry out. I want silence in this debate, Mr. Speaker, 

and I am entitled to it. 

MR. SPEAKER (Butt): Order, please! 

The hen. gentleman wishes to 

be heard in silence. 

MR. G. FLIGHT: Mr. Speaker, we have heard 

the people speaking in favour of the flag saying that five 

years from now everybody will have accepted the flag. 'Look 

at what happened in Ottawa; they said. 'Do you remember 

the great Canadian flag debate, how fifty per cent of the 

country was against it?" Well, there is one thing that 

this flag has not got going for it, Mr. Speaker, that the 

Maple Leaf had going ~or it in that particular debate -

you may have been against the new flag. you may have been 

I 
against pulling down the Union Jack, you may not have not 

have wanted the new flag 1but the minute that our flag was 

unfurled, Mr. Speaker, there was not a Canadian in 

Canada who could not identify with it and say, 'Well, 

at least it is symbolic, at least it i~ symbolic of 

Canada, it contains the Maple Leaf,' And this flaq, Mr. 

Speaker. is not symbolic. 

There has been an effor~. 

Mr. Speaker, in these last few months in this Province. 

There has been legislation presented to this House that 

will have the effect of preserving our culture and building 

on it and saying that we are proud of our heritage and 

proud of our culture. We are proud of the way we S?eak 

and the way we sing and the way we dance. 
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MR. G. FLIGHT: Well, Mr. Speaker 1 the case can 

be made that if we accept the design of this flag that we 

are in some way· 6r another ahsamed of that tradition, 

ashamed of· that heritage, ashamed of that culture. There 
/ 

is nothing in that flag, Mr. Speaker, that is symbolic of 

anything in the background, in the .history or the heritage 

or the culture of Newfoundland. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I cannot in 

conscience, I will not in conscience, I do not believe that 

I would be representing, ~r. Speaker, the viewpoint of the 

people who I represent in this House and the by far majority 

of the people of this Province.if I supported 

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one 

other point .a-nci onl7 one other . I want to allude to in this 

particular debate. I want to say to the Minister of Justice 

(Mr. Ottenheimer) that during the Question Period or during 

the previous debate on the flag sorneone,I think on our side, 

made the reference that we will retain the Union Jack and 

the Minister of Justice - and I will say this and probably 

recalls the to and fro -

MR. G. OTTENHEIMER: 

t•IR. -~ "· FLIGHT: 

retain the Union Jack. 

On public buildinos. 

On public buildin~s. We will 

Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not say this 

in an argumentative way,but I say that that is utter and 

total nonsense. There will be no reason in this world, 

no legal reason in this world for anyone in this Province, 

government or otherwise,to fly the Union Jack. The Union 

Jack is the provincial flag of this Province, Mr.Speaker, 

and when that flag goes up the Union Jack is coming down. 

And one could make the same argument: The Government can 

say, ' Oh, we will fly the Union Jack, we will appease the 

Canadian Leqions and we will a??ease the people in New-

foundland who wanted to have the Union Jack incorporated.' 

But we will be under no obliqation. ~r. Speaker, to fly 
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~!R. G. FLIGHT: the Union Jack. Nobody needs 

to tell me that as a Newfoundlander if I want to fly the 

Union Jack I can fly it. 

Stripes I can fly it. 

If I want to fly the Stars and 
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MR. G. FLIGHT: As a matter of fact, I know of people in 

Newfoundland who fly the Stars ~d Stripes. So, Mr. Speaker, I do not 

need the government's permission to tell me that I can fly the Union Jack. 

I can fly any flag I want to fly and there will be no obligation - and 

furthermore, ten years from now the Union Jack will not be seen·in this 

Province, officially or otherwise,unless the Canadian Legion stand to their 

guns and fly it anyway. 

I want to say a word, Mr. Speaker, on the 

Committee. Now, Mr. Speaker, having congratulated the Committee and having 

said - and I meant what I said. But I had a perception, Mr. Speaker, as 

did the people of Newfoundland, a perception of the mandate under which 

that Committee operated. And my perception was that the Committee was to 

go out into the Province and by holding public meetings and by reprasentation 

they would receive from those meetings, would then come back and recommend a 

design for a flag. Well, Mr. Speaker, in my perception· - I may ce wrong, 

Mr. Speaker, and I am making no accusation towards the Committee, as such; 

each Committee member will stand here and defend his position one way or the 

other as will every other member - but in my perception that was not the 

mandate. The mandate that I perceive was that, Mr. Speaker, and that is not 

the mandate that I perceive was carried out. Because while that Flag Committee 

were having their meetings around this Province, I was travelling this 

Province, Mr. Speaker, as well as the other members and I know what I was 

hearing, Mr. Speaker, and believing that the Committee would follow that 

mandate. But I believed that we were going to get a flag that possibly would 

incorporate the Union Jack - I could have lived without that, I suppose, as 

other people could have; there would have been a lot of hurt feelings, but 

certainly I thought there was going to be some symbolism, because that was 

what was coming through everywhere. The Committee would have had to make 

a choice of what the symbolism would be. But, )!r. Speaker, I have to say 

I do not believe that the Committee carried out ~~e mandate that I perceived 

to be the mandate or that a lot of Newfoundlanders perceived to be the 

mandate. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I have another problem 

with the performance of the Committee. It beca~e obvious in the early 
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MR. G. FLIGHT: meetings, in the four or five or six 

or seven meetings - the first meetings - that there has been very little 

representation made. on behalf of the people in those communities or in 

those districts of the Province, very little representation. There were 

meetings where two people of the general public attended. So it must have 

become very obvious to that Committee that we are not going to get the 

kind of representation we need to recommend a design of a flag. And I have 

to wonder, Mr. Speaker, why it was that having recognized that fact, that 

the Committee - you know, would it have been too much to ask for the 

Committee to have said, 'Well, look, we have to find another format in order 

to get the feelings of the people of this Province. ' And had they found 

another format, had they found some way to determine the feelings of the 

people of this Province, we would not have had that design, Mr. Speaker. 

That is very obvious, and I say that in hindsight. I say it now having seen 

the flag for a week. 

There is another important thing, Mr .Speaker, 

most important - that the Committee met and they composed a set of rules for 

themselves. The Committee to themselves made a commitment and the commitment 

was they laid down conditions under which they would recommend a flag. And 

the hon. the Chairman of the Committee (Mr. J. Carter) a few days ago outlined 

those conditions, Mr. Speaker. One was that it be simple, two that it be 

attractive, three, that it be unique -well, unique it is - four, that it 

would merit Newfoundland's traditions - one can question that, but you can 

make the case that they met all those four. But the fifth one, Mr. Speaker, 

and the most important one, was not tret by that Committee. They did not live 

by their own commitment, and in so doing they negated their uaandate, and if 

that is the flag that we have to live with, they might well have let down the 

majority of people in this Province and ignored the desires of most of the 

people of this Province. Here is the condition - that they would not present 

to this House a flag that was not accepted by the majority of the people of 

this Province. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear! 

MR. G. FLIGHT: Well, Mr. Speaker, they presented to this 

House a flag that was not accepted by ~~e majority of this Province and 
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MR. G. FLIGHT : there is only one way to prove that, 

Mr. Speaker, but if there is any concern, if there is one ounce of 

concern amongst that Committee or amongst the members of this House 
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MR. G. FLIGHT: 

that that flag would - obviously it was very important to the Committee; 

we would not accept the design that was not accepted by the majority of 

the people. And if there is any concern in any member's mind in this 

House that that flag is not acceptable by the majority of the people 

of this Provinee,then, Mr. Speaker, one of two things should happen; 

either that member should 'IOte aqainst this flag or he should start 

nov to find a format to dete~ne - I will stand by the decision of 

the majority of the people g£ this Province, Mr. Speaker - and if it 

is put to the test on that flaq and the majority of the people of 

this Province, if they can find a way to do it, indicate that that is 

the flaq they want, I will stand up and ask that every word I have said 

in this past fifteen or twenty minutes to be retracted from Hansard 

and I apologize for anythinq that I might have assumed was wronq. 

But, Mr. Speaker, if there is anyone 

in this House on either side1 or any member of the committee who has 

got any doubt whether or not that flaq will be accepted by the majority 

of this Provinee,then they should vote against it or they should 

set in motion some method to determine whether or not the committee 

met their cammi±ment to themselves, one they felt must have been very 

important because they said, "We will not present a desiqn to the 

House of Assembly that is not accepted by the majority of the people of 

this Province." Mr. Speaker, they have presented a desiqn that is 

accepted by the small minority, a very, very small minority of this 

Province . So • Mr. Speaker, that is all I have to say. I want to 

wind up my contribution to this debate by saying that this flag is not 

distinctive, it is not representative, it does not represent 

Newfoundland's past, it does not represent the present and that particular 

design will do nothing for the future of this Province. Thank you. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear. 

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

MR. G. OTTENBEIMER: Mr. Speaker, it is not my intention 

to speak at any great length in this debate but I do wish to put my 

views on record. 
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MR. G. O'l'TENHEIMER: Now, first of all, I do in general 

wish to commend hon. members on both sides, those for and those against 

the adoption of the flag as a flag of the Province. On the nature of 

the debate one can be opposed to something or one can be in favour 

of something on rational, logical grounds respecting one another's point 

of view and right to differ. I think that a debate on a matter like 

a flag can become an emotional and irrational exercise and I do not know 

that that does anybody any benefit, those who favour this design or 

those who are against this design. So on the whole the debate 

certainly has been of a rational nature, People have expressed different 

points of view , · some supporting the design, some opposing the design 1 • 

but doing so in a rational manner respecting the rights to different 

opinions of different hon. members. And it is not a question that 

those who are for••the flag or against the flag are more p·atriotic or 

less patriotic, it is a question of individual judgment and not a 

question of who or which or what point of view represents a better 

Newfoundlander or a better Canadian or a more patriotic person or 

whatever way you want to put it. In other words, there are honest 

differences of opinion and that is what we have to accept and I thin.lt 

that is the way in which we should view and continue to view those 

who have opinions different from our own. 

With respect to this particular 

design, it is a very personal question whether one likes the design or 

does not like the design. I do not think there is any such thing as 

a right or a wrong response to that: it is a question of individual 

taste. I personally find the design attractive and certainly have no 

opposition to it from that point of view. As I say, that is a personal 

choice~ I feel that Newfoundland should have its own distinctive 

flag. So if you add those two together,that Newfoundland should have 

its own distinctive flag and if one finds this design acceptable, then 

that largely would be the reason that certainly I intend to support it. 
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MR. OTTENHEIMER: The hon. the member for 

Grand Bank (Mr. Thoms) ,I believe it was, pointed out 

that,among various qualities, a flag should be 

unique or distinctive. In other words, that it would not 

easily be mistaken with any other flag. And I think 

that is certainly the case here and that, I t~ink, is 

another quality it has. 

The hon. the member for 

St. John's North (Mr. Carter) stated that he thought 

that this was a very appropriate time and he gave a 

few reasons, two of them I will allude to: number one 

he mentioned because of the particular hon. member who 

is now Premier,and he also mentioned because of a 

particular hon. member who is now Leader of the 

Opposition. He went on and said something to the effect 

that the Premier who would not be frightened or 

detracted because there might appear to be immediate 

political gain in changing his viewpoint and he thought 

that that was advantageous, and,also, a Leader of the 

Opposition who, although he opposes it, does so on 

rational and sensible grounds, not on emotional ones 

or in a manner which would be devisive. 

In the Commonwealth where 

there are somewhat over forty countries - there are 

somewhat over forty countries in the Commonwealth, 

four of them have the Union Jack in their flags. The 

United Kingdom, obviously, and three others; Australia, 

New Zealand and Fiji. So certainly there is nothing 

incongruous or unusual in a Commonwealth jurisdiction 

not having a Union Jack in its flag, as I say. Apart 

from the nation of which it is originally the flag -

it is now the flag of the Commonwealth as well, but 

originally it was the flag of the United Kingdom -

apart from the United Kingdom, of the forty-odd countries 

3651 



May 8, 1980, Tape 1390, Page 2 -- apb 

MR. OTTENHEIMER: in the Commonwealth, three 

have the Union Jack. They are Australia, with some 

stars around it; New Zealand, with some stars around 

it, and ~iji with something around it, I am not sure 

what they are. But out of the forty, apart from the 

U.K., three others. 

Now, in Canada we have 

three jurisdictions, two territories, ten Provinces. 

Out of those twelve flags, provincial - territorial 

flags, leaving Newfoundland out, three have the Union 

Jack, Ontario, Manitoba and British Columbia. Now, 

are we to suggest that the people from Nova Scotia 

are anyway less loyal, less conscious of their Common­

wealth heritage, less -

MR. NEARY: (inaudible) they have 

something in their flag to identifywith their province. 

MR. OTTENHEIMER: Well, they have that blue 

cross and the emblem which, I think, is essentially 

of Scotland. I think it is more reminiscent, perhaps, 

of Scotland. Of course, there is a very large Scottish 

population in Nova Scotia. 

MR. NEARY: We will not even have that 

in ours. 

MR. SPEAKER(Simms): Order, please! 

MR. OTTENHEIMER: But, you know, it is not a 

Union Jack representation and, I suppose, Nova Scotia 

is among the most, to use an old term, loyalist provinces 

in Canada. Of course, it was settled by a large number 

of Empire Loyalists who came from the United States. 

So Ontario, Manitoba and 

British Columbia, three of them have the Union Jack 

incorporated in it, the others do not. So there is 

nothing unusual or particular about that. 

And there is really only 

one other point I want to make and that is that the 
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MR. OTTENHEIMER: adoption of this flag as 

the flag of the Province takes nothing away from 

anybody, any o~gainzation; the Canadian Legion or any 

other or~anization is not obliged to fly the provincial 

flag, is not obliged to fly any flag, it may fly any_ 

flag it wishes, including the Onion Jack. Th~ public 

buildings of the Province which represent the government 

will, in fact, fly three flags, the Union Jack, 

representing our Commonwealth association, the Maple 

Leaf,representing our membership of the Canadian 

Federation, and the new design representing our 

distinctive provincial flag. Nothing is being taken 

from anybody, no options are being denied. There is 

nobody who can fly the Union Jack today, or wishes to 

fly the Union Jack today, who will in any way be 

deprived of that right. No option is being taken away 

from anybody, one additional option is being added. 

And on public buildings this will be given visible 

expression with the flying of three flags, the Union 

Jack representing our association with the Commonwealth, 

the Maple Leaf representing our membership of the 

Canadian Federation, and the provincial flag representing 

our own distinctive identity as a Province. 

And I certainly feel that 
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MR. OTTENHEIMER: I can see no - well, I cannot say I can see no 

reason - no, it is .a personal choice and some people do not like the 

design or s9me people might. They have all kinds of views on it. So 

I cannot say I see no reason why anybody would oppose it, beca~se 

there are obviously many reasons why people would oppos~ it. . But 

myself, bearing in mind, and one can only speak for one's own 

reasons here, number one,my belief that it is time we had our own 

distinctive ~lag. Number two, that I find the design quite acceptable. 

Number three, bearing in mind that indeed it is unusual for many 

Commonwealth jurisdictions to have the Union Jack, that out of the 

forty odd countries there are only three apart from Britian which 

have the Union Jack in their flag, that is national jurisdictions, 

and within the twelve in Canada there are only three provinces with 

the Union Jack. It is nothing radical, it is nothing revolutionary. 

It is no great departure. Bearing in mind as well that no option 

is closed, no option is taken away from anybody but an additional 

option is given to the people of the Province. And that the three 

flags which will show all of our associations -

MR. NEARY: 

MR. SPEAKER (Baird): 

MR. OTTENHEIMER: 

(Inaudible). 

Order, please! 

- all of our connections, number one with 

the Commonwealth, number two as part of Canada, but number three as 

a distinct province with its own identity, I feel that our identity 

and our relationships with the Commonwealth and with Canada, and our 

own identity as a Province will all be enhanced and they are basically 

the reasons that I intend to support it. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 

MR. SPEAKER (Baird): 

MR. W. ROWE: 

Hear, hear! 

The hon. member for Twillingate. 

Mr. Speaker, it is a familiar spot, 

probably not in the last month or so, but this is an important issue, 

Mr. Speaker and I rise to register my personal sincerely held, frankly 

felt feelings on the whole matter of a flag for our Province, Newfoundland 

and Labrador. 
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MR. W. ROWE: Before getting into the flag itself, the 

flag design itself, on which I have some strong feelings, I want to 

compliment speakers who I have already heard speaking in this House and 

others whom I have read in Hansard on this matter. I share the view of 

the Minister of Justice (Mr. Ottenheimer). The debate has been ft good 

one so far. It has been rational. It has been on a high plain. There 

has been some emotionalism shown. My colleague here, my old buddy from 

Lapoile (Mr. Neary), has shown a certain strength of emotion regarding 

this issue and so he should, so he should. If he feels it strongly, he 

should take a strong position on it. 

I would also like to go on record as 

commending the members of the Flag Committee, each and every member of 

the Flag Committee on both sides of the House, and I speak with particular 

reference to my own colleagues at the moment, the member for Grand Bank 

(Mr. Thoms), Port au Port (Mr. Hodder) and Eagle River (Mr. Hiscock), 

and the other members who have shown what can only be characterized as 

courage, bravery, in attacking this matter as they have. They were 

given a job and they did the job. They went throughout the Province, 

they heard submissions. They received briefs and they have come in here, 

Mr. Speaker, and they have, without any trepidation which shows their 

courage, they have laid it on the Table of this House for us to deal 

with- It took guts, it took courage, to do that, especially the members 

on this side of the House, because I believe they were under a 

considerable amount of pressure as to what would be acceptable to 

most members of Her Majesty's loyal Opposition, and I believe that most 

members of that Committee did not get the idea as weeks and months went 

by that this particular design would be acceptable - we did not know 

what the design was - but a design like this would be acceptable to 

most members of the Opposition. We have heard some speeches on what 

might be acceptable. So they showed courage. They did the job. They 

carried out a mandate which was assigned to them. They did it in an 

honourable, decent, honest and courageous way, and I commend them for it. 
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MR. W. ROw<:: But, ~.r. Speaker, I have to say, speaking 

only for myself and no one else as a member of this Eouse, I have to 

admit that the first time that I saw this flag, this particular design, 

I did not l~e it. I have to say further that the second time and the 

third time I looked it I did not like the design of thl.s flag. .I stood 

down there in the lobby of the Confederation Building iJ) bemused 

abstraction for minutes on end, sort of like, 
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MR. w. ROWE: I suppose, some liltter-day Socriltes 

contemplating the verities of the universe looking at this flilg. 

-And I coul~ not ilS much ilS I tried to,I could not bring myself to 

ilccept intellectually, or rationally, or emotionally this part~cul...r 

design. The more I looked at it the more I found it up.sef:tling, 

unsatisfying,I found it.aestheticillly displeilsing to me. I particulilrly 

found, Mr. Speilker, that there is il jarring note in this flag , il jarring 

note between abstract concepts-- the diagnol lines, the right angles ...nd 

so on - the abstract concept which I do find fairly acceptable and this 

concrete symbolism represented by that arrow pointing tow...rds the fly of 

the flag. I found a jarring note there. I c...nnot accept the jarring, 

unsettling feeling which I get when I look at that flilg. I find it as 

il result of thilt both empty and cluttered if that is possible. Thilt 

paradoxicill-statement,if that is possible, Mr. Speilker, I find it empty 

ilnd cluttered as il result of thilt arrow being introduced into the design. 

As il symbol, as a piece of concrete symbolism,assuming that one does not 

mind the jarring of the ilbstract in the concrete there like that,ils a 

con crete symbol I find this arrow there, Hr. Speilker, to be corny or 

cliched in the way it is represented. I do not say that to hurt any­

body's feelings, either the artist,Hr. Pratt, or the members of the 

Committee themselves. I find it corny in the same way that one of the 

statements in the expl...nation of the flag, our future is for the making 

and not for the tilking. That kind of, I suppose, bilnal attempt at 

Kennedyesque statement or explanation of the flag, I find that corny 

I find it a cliche, I find that arrow to be a cliche ...nd corny symbol 

of what Newfoundland and Labrador should stand for ilnd should be heading 

towards what we stand for as far as our past heritage and our present is 

concerned. I do not think it represents ...nything along those lines. 

Mr. Speaker, if we hang it as a banner, as has been suggested I believe 

by the Chairman of the Committee, and see some other things read into it, 

I find the flag displayed as a banner to be a negative symbol, to be 

almost sinister in intent. The idea of the sword which is supposed to 
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MR. li'. ROWE: represent, hanging downward like that, 

is supposed to represent the s~crifice made by our veterans in the 

world warj-~d other conflicts, I find it to be a negative, ~lmost 

sinister piece of ~li~. It is almost like the sword of 

Damocles hanging over all of us by a hair which if it breaks threatens 

disuter for us all. It reminded me when I was looking at it hanging 

downward like that ~s some kind of a representative symbol of the 

Province or an aspect of the Province. I find it almost to be like 

in the old days when if you were found guilty of a heinous crime and 

the judge was sentensing you and you came into the room and here is 

a dagger, a sword pointing tow~ds you a coademnation of you. And I 

find th~t to be almost negative symbolism, Mr. Speaker, and I 

really cannot accept it as ~ question of taste or a question of 
---·--- --

aesthetic judgement. Mr. Speaker, the mandate of this Committee was 

to bring together and submit to the House a flag which I believe was 

supposed to be simple, distinctive, attractive and a mirror of our 

traditions as a Province and ~s a colony and as a dominion. Now, 

Mr. Speaker, aspects of the flag certainly fulfil the mandate of 

simplicity, it is simple. Mr. speaker, some of the imagery evoked 

by the flag I define not to be simple or uncluttered but more simplistic 

than simple and I refer again to this j~ring note introduced by the 

arrow pointing towards the fly. Mr. Speaker, as far as distinctive 

is concerned I think the flag is distinctive. The question we have 

to ask ourselves though as members of this House is whether it is 

distinctive in a way that we would want it to be distinctive. It 

is distinctive in that it stands out, : nobody will doubt that if this 

flag is 
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MR. W. ROWE: flying, hanging as a banner or flying 

with other flags that it woW.d be distinctive, it would stand out. 

!leads will turn and swivel on your neckbone as you look at it. It is 

distinctive-. And I think it was the Leader of the Opposition who said 

earlier that one of the fears about its distinctiveness, the way that 

it stands out, may be that it would subject us to derision rather than 

pride. Nobody is afraid of a little derision or ridicule, Mr. Speaker, 

but whether we should have in our flag emblems or symbols which threaten, 

even, to make people look at it and say, 'What is it? What does it 

represent? What does it stand for?' and looks simplistic and jarring, 

as I say, and subjects us to perhaps ridicule and derision on that 

account - I do not think it is distinctive, Mr. Speaker, in the way a 

flag for this Province should be distinctive. Now, 'attractive' - one of 

the terms of the mandate of the Committee. J?erhaps the members of the 

Committee do find it attractive. I, for one, Mr. Speaker, do not find it 

attractive. If there is anything that attracts me, it is the flashiness 

of the flag that attracts me. It is ·a flashy flag. It is not attractive 

in a noble sense, in a sense that evokes emotions of pride or a feeling of 

patriotism - not blind patriotism, but patriotism towards our own native 

Province. It is not attractive in that sense. 

Mr. Speaker, as far as the other aspect 

of the mandate given to the Committee, whether it mirrors our traditions 

as a colony, a dominion and a Province, Mr. Speaker, I would defy anybody 

without the benefit of some laborious and forced and to me, artificial 

explanation, I would defy anybody to find in that flag anything which is 

emblematic or symbolic of Newfoundland's great traditions as a seafaring 

nation, as people who have lived on this rock, this bald rock, as Joe Smallwood 

used to say, for 500 years. I do not find anything in the flag which in 

any way mirrors our traditions and the traditions of our ancestors and 

forefathers here in Newfoundland and Labrador. You can read into it anything 

you want. You can say it represents anything, but I do not see anything that 

makes it, to me - if you were to ask 1000 Newfoundlanders chosen at random, 

if they had not seen this before and had not been told it was the new New­

foundland flag - if you asked them what it was, Mr. Speaker, the last thing t hat 
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MR. W. ROWE: woul.d come into any Newfoundl.ander' s 

mind is that this is a flag representing Newfoundland and Labrador, if 

they did not know ~forehand. That is my feeling on it, Sir. And I realize 

that that is my awn subjective taste, my own feeling as to my own sense of 

aesthetics, I suppose, as to the flag itself and what it represents. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I woul.d be prepared, 

as a melllber of the House of Asselllbly, to admit that my own subjective 

judgement and taSte in this matter was eccentric, wrong-headed and stupid 

if I did not find as I go throughout the Province, talking to people in 

my district and people in Newfoundland and Labrador generally not hundreds 

and not thousands, but certainly scores of people I have talked to since 

the flag was first unfurled - I find that 90 per cent of the people to whom 

I talked happened to share the views which I just expressed at some length 

regarding this flag. If thev did not express that, Mr. Speaker, if a 

majority or a substantial minority of the population expressed a liking 

for this flag, they liked it - it represents Newfoundland and Labrador, 

it is attractive, it does not have this jarring note of which I spoke -

then I woul.d be prepared to sav that my judgement is wrong and eccentric. 

But, Sir, when you find that 90 per cent or certainly a vast majority of 

the people you meet with share your sentiments on this, then you are driven 

to the conclusion that your subjective taste, your subjective judgement 

may in fact be so widely felt, so broad and pervasive throughout Newfoundland 

and Labrador, that your subjective judgement suddenly becomes an objective 

and broadl.y held view Of most people in this Province, and that what you 

are doing is sharing in a common viewpoint rather than holding a viewpoint 

which is sort of eccentric and outside the pale. 

Mr. Speaker, there is supposed to be a 

free vote in the House and that is why we are having members who will stand 

up on this side. Some will vote for, speak for, some will vote for and 

speak against. In fact, it is not a free vote. This point has been made 

before. It is the Premier's bill. It is the bill brought in by the Premier 

of this Province. It is a bill which I think will pass through the House 

of Assembly. I will not be voting for it, but I believe it will ?ass. 

The freedom of the vote in this House will be seen when we observe the vote 
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MR. W. ROWE: taken and see how many ministers of 

the Crown, in fact, vote or speak against the bill. 

MR. WARREN: Riqht on! Riqht on! 

MR. W. ROWE-: I think you will not find one minister 

of the government, you probably will not find too many backbencliers on the 

government side of the House who will express their views contrary to the 

bill. You may have two or three. So, Mr. Speaker, I think we should 

dispell the farcical notion right off the bat that there is a free vote 

goinq on in this House outside of the Opposition side of the House of 

Assembly. It is a government bill and the Premier is determined to get 

it through the House as quickly and as efficiently as possible. Now, 

I do not blame the Premier for doing that. The Premier, who is aware of 

~~e vagaries of history, knows that in spite of his eighteen hour days, 

in spite of the fact he may be in power for four or eight or twenty-seven 

years - he knows ~t fifty years from now, a hundred years from now, he 

will be noted in the histories of this Province as the man who brought in 

the new provincial flag for Newfoundland and Labrador. That will be it. 

He knows that and he is determined to get his niche in history as a result 

of bringing in this flag. Well , I would ask the Premier - I am sorry he 

is not in his seat, but what I would ask the Premier is, Is he 
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MR. W. N. HOWE : sure right now, is he ~ure that 

this is the flag for which he wants to be remembered by poster-

ity. Maybe it is, Mr. Speaker, I would have grave doubts 

about it if I were in his position . But I do not think it is a 

flag which should be remembered jn posterity or for wh~j~-~ 

Prem~er of the Province should take a great deal of pride in 

years to come. 

The Premier says we will grow 

to love this flag. I will try to love it. I have cuddled up 

to it, Mr. Speaker, I have looked at it, made eyes at it-

MR. T. LUSH: Love is blind. 

:.IR. S. NEARY : Gco-goo eyes. 

MR. W.N. ROWE: Love is blind. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh! 

,I!R. W. N. ~OWE : 

No sauciness now I have been good to you so far. 
- -::;:--,...-,...... . -- . - --- -- - . 

Mr . Speaker. if the Premier 

--· --
really means that the people of this Province and the 

members of this House will grow to love this flag, if he 

means that as a sincere statement of his attitude towards 

this flag, then I say to the Premier put it to the test. 

~here is no need to ram it through the House, we have 

done without a provincial flag so-called,outside ~f the 

Union Jack1 for a great number of years. There is no need 

to ha7e one by a week from today or two weeks from now. 

If we are going to grow to lcve this flag, Mr. Speaker, 

then I say let the Premier postpone the passage of his 

bill for a few weeks, two or three months. I.et !::lim see 

how the people of Newfoundland - send out the literature, 

send it around to the school children. The scho~l children 

of Newfo~ndland ar.d Labrador are the ones who are going 

to live with this, Mr. Speaker, for tha next fifty or 

seven;;y years. It is their heritage we are talking about, 
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HR. W.N. ROWE: it is their future we are talking 

about and I have not met too many school children who like this 

flag but maybe they will grow to love it as the Premier has 

stated. I am not saying wait five years or ten years or until 

the school children are grown to be fifty or sixty years of 

age. What I am saying is wait a few week~ or two or three 

months and bring this bill back into the House of Assembl~ 

or some other bill for that matter, some other design,back 

into the House of Assembly in October or November or in the 

new year of 1981 1 and let us see if in the interim, Mr. 

Speaker, we have had an opportunity to let this grow on us, 

to learn to love this design. Perhaps by that time I will 

be up making a speech in favour of the flag, at this moment 

in time I am very much afraid that I cannot do that. 

Now, Sir, l~t me say a word, 

merely by way of conelusion,about Mr. Pratt, Christopher 

Pratt who designed the flag. ~r. Pratt, Sir, is one of 

our foremost artists and painters in this Province.I say 

one of our foremost artists and painters. He is by no 

means in possession of the field of artistry or painting 

totally onto himself. He is a man who I admire and every-

one in Newfoundland admires for what he has done but one 

has to realize that in the last ten or twelve or fourteen 

years Mr. Pratt has devoted himself to a very narrow seg-

ment on the artistic spectrum. He is drawing, he is 

involved with straight lines more than anything else in 

the field of artistry. And, Mr. Speaker, he has ~estricted 

himself to this narrow field. Fifteen years ago, in my 

view no~ and again I am stating my own subjective tastes, 

when he did the Links , for example, or the picture on the 

sheep or even the girl with the seashells, I found those 

works to be superb pieces of work, of painting.of artistry. 
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l-I R. W.M. :tOWE: Since tha~ time. since Mr. 

?~att has been rest~ictinq himself to clapboards and 

window sashes I have not had the same appreciation of 

that man's ' talent and out~ut. If Mr. Pratt had had 

submitted to him a request for a design fi! t een years 

ago I would submit. Sir, we would have gotten ~ dif­

ferent design, I would say a better desiqn than '"'e are 

debat i ng here today. 

The committee made one 

mistake, Sir, and they should b e critici zed for making 

this mistake. 
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MR. W.N.ROWE: As I understand it, Mr. 

Pratt was the only man of displayed artistic talent 

in this Province to be asked to submit a completed 

design f?r our flag. I think Mr. Pratt should have 

been asked to submit a design for our flag, but what 

about Mr. Blackwood, Squires, others around ~his 

Province, Sir, who occupy positions on the artistic 

spectrum which is different, a different perspective 

altogether from Mr. Pratt's? Why did not the Committee 

ask these gentlemen to submit something which they 

could draw upon their own traditions and then submit a 

design as well. I think, then, we would have had 

three of four or a half dozen designs which would have 

given the Committee a broader choice, a broader array 

of artistic talent to choose from. 

And I think if you - I have 

not talked to any of the members about this but I would 

suspect that the members of the Committee, wham I have 

already commended, whom I have complimented for their 

efforts, if you ask them privately, they will probably 

concede at this point in time, Sir, that if they made a 

mistake, the mistake was that they did not draw upon a 

broad enough range of the talent that we have in this 

Province for designing potential and proposed 

Newfoundland and Labrador provincial flags. 

Perhaps we should give that 

some consideration. There is no need to rush this, this 

is something that we are going to have to live with for­

ever, presumably. Once we get a flag in place it is 

going to be very difficult for anyone to change it, but 

it certainly should be open to discussion now. 

And Mr. Pratt himself has 

said that he would not mind submitting other designs. 

I do not see why it should be restricted to him, as much 
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MR. W.N.ROWE: as I have admired him, and 

as well as he has· done in his chosen field. 

One other thing, Sir, 

before I sit down. I would like to say I do resent a 

little bit, as a member of th.e House, being told that 

this is it, by the artist, presumably, this i .s it, 

take it or leave it. I want no suggestions from 

members of the House as to what should take its place. 

I do not want any suggestions as to what should be 

omitted or added with regard to this flag. If you are 

going to use this piece of work, then you vote for 

this flag or you vote against the flag. I do not want 

any tinkering with it, I do not want any compromises, 

I do not want any suggestions,however reasonable, made 

with regard to a possible design. I resent that just a 

bit, Sir. Not enough to get exercised about it, but 

I do think that we should be in a position where we can 

make some suggestions and comments as to what should go 

in the flag. 

There has been some 

criticism, I believe, of members of the House by one 

or two members of the Committee for not appearing 

before the Committee itself and submitting some designs. 

Well, I, for one, Sir, having been a member of the 

House that struck a Committee to bring in a new flag, 

would not be presumptuous enough to go before that Committee 

right at the beginning, with a flag of my own design, 

prejudge the situation from the beginning and say, 'This 

is my choice, take it or leave it' as has been suggested 

to us. 

The mandate of the Committee 

was to come up with a flag which would be debated in the 

House and I was prepared to allow this Committee to 

prepare a design and bring it in. I am only sorry, Sir, 

that they did not bring in one which I can fir.d acceptable. 
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MR. W.N.ROWE.: Now, Mr. Speaker, le.t me 

conclude by saying again that the Comrnittee has done 

its job. The. Comrnittee, in fact, Sir, I can 

complime~t on the taste which they showed. Because, 

as I understand it, it was made public some days ago., 

that with the exception of one, perhaps all o.f the 

Committee members, none of the members, with the 

exception of perhaps one, shows this design as their 

first choice. 

Each of the members of the 

Committee wanted a design which was different from that. 

r do not know if there was any common ground. Two or 

three members might have wanted one, or two or three 

members another, perhaps they were cornpletly divergent, 

I do not know, but, Sir, this turns out to be, as a 

result of the candor and frankness of Mr. Pratt and 

some other members, I think, who have made a public 

statement, this turns out to be the second choice of 

every member, or nearly every member of the Flag 

Committee. 

I would submit -

MR. TH:OMS: 

first choice. 

Well, Sir, that in itself, 

You should have seen my 

MR. W.N.ROWE: Yes, I would hate to see 

what the hon. member's first choice was. It might have 

been good, Mr. Speaker. 

But that in itself, Sir, 

while not a blanket condemnation of the design, is 

certainly an indication that the members were not at the 

beginning too happy about the design which they 

ultimately had to bring before the House. And why did 

they have to bring it before the House? Because they 

knew, point number one, that they had to be unanimous. 

If they did not have unanimity within their own Committee 
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MR. W.N. ROWE: then it was useless to 

even talk about bringing it to the House because it 

would have beeq too devisive altogether and it would 

have been a 
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MR. W. ROWE: very emotional type of thing , 

I would suspect, and we would not have had any design. So there was 

an agreement, I would assume, UIOD9' the eo.a.ittee merilers that there 

had to be unanimity. So they- were ~us on this particular design 

which. happens to be the second choice of all members of the Cominittee 

or nearly every member of the Committee. And secondly; of course, the 

Premier and this House very wisely when the Colllni.tte:e was struck, gave 

the Committee a deadline which. they had to meet. So they were operating 

under these two constraints , they had to bring in something on which they 

were unanimous - and as somebody once very wisely said, a camel. is a horse 

designed by a Committee, and that is what I am afraid we have here, a 

camel trying to pass itself off as a horse, Mr. Speaker. It is to me, 

unattractive; it was brought in unanimously as the second choice of the 

Committee, but it is unattractive and is not symbolic or representative 

of the traditions of this Province. 

I regret very much, Mr. Speaker, along 

with other members of the House, that I cannot accept, as a member of the 

House, this flag. Most of the peopl.e that I have talked to in my own 

district and throughout Newfoundland and Labrador cannot accept this flag. 

I believe the flag, from what I have heard, 

will pass through the House, and it woul.d be very easy to jump on the band­

wagon and say, 'Well, it is going to pass anyway. There are going to be 

thirty members or so who will vote for it or perhaps more, thirty-five 

members - jump on the bandwagon and let her go and not get involved with 

it at all.. • But, Sir, my own feeling is that each member - and certainly, 

I intend to do so - must vote in accordance with our own judgement and our 

awn taste in this matter, and in this particular case, the taste and 

judgement which I have expressed I sincerely believe is buttressed by most 

of the people that I represent and most of ~~e people in Newfound~and and 

Labrador. For that reason, Sir, regretfully and reluctantly, as a member 

of the House of Assembly, I must vote against this flag. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): 

Hear, hear! 

Order, please! 

Before I recognize the han. the membe~ 

3669 



May 8, 1980 Tape 1396 EC- 2 

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : for St. John's Centre (Dr. P.J. McNicholas), 

it being 5:00P.M.,! can inform the House now that! have received notice 

of one matter for · debate at 5:30P.M., wh~n a motion to adjourn will be 

deemed to be before the House, a notice given by the hon. the member for 

Grand Bank (Mr. L. Thoms) arising out of a question asked the ho·n. the 

Minister of Justice (Mr. G. Ottenheimer) and the subject matter being the 

Quebe~ provincial police carrying guns in Newfoundland. 

The hon. the member for St. John's Centre. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear! 

I)R. P. J. McNICHOLA:i: Mr. Speaker, I am ra.t.,.er amazed or amused 

at the hon. members across the way when they say that we cio not have a free 

vots. This is a free vote of the House. I must give all credit to the hon. 

the Premier. I do not think he wants or needs to muzzle anybody as far as 

government policy is concerned. I do not think he has to worry in the 

slightest about the loyalty of any member on this side of the House for 

quite a number of reasons, first of all because his policy is so good that 

no reasonable person could object to it anyway. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear! 

DR. P. J. McNICHOLAS : Secondly, we are all loyal members of the 

P.C. Party. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

DR. P.J.MCNICHOLAS: Mr. Speaker, I want to congratulate the hon. 

the member for St. John's North (Mr. J. Carter) and his Committee for the 

terrific job they did. They travelled under very trying circumstances 

throughout Newfoundland and Labrador anci came in with a report and a proposed 

flag. 

Christopher Pratt is, as we all know, one of 

Newfoundland's most illustrious sons. He has an international reputation as 

an artist, and he composed this flag. It was his idea combined with thoughts 

and views of the Committee as they interpreted them from the views of people 

right across Newfoundland and Labrador. It is an abstract picture. I suppose 
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DR. MCNICHOLAS: symbolism is in the mind 

and eye of the beholder. But some people find it 

extremely difficult to fit the Island of Newfoundland 

into a t~iangle and to fit the rest of the country, 

Labrador, into another triangle and to really figur~ 

out what the arrow in the centre means if it ~s 

pointing to prosperity or a rosy future. 

Mr. Speaker, I have a 

suggestion of my own. I have not consulted anybody 

about it. It may not be a popular one. We have 

waited a long time for a flag. I would like to make 

sure in my mind that it is a flag that is accepted by 

the majority of people, and I would like to suggest, 

it may be a cumbersome means, but I think we should get 

a coloured plaque together with the proposed flag, 

with the Newfoundland native flag, with the proposed 

Legion flag, with other representative flags and have 

them all in colour~ and have them in the polling booths 

at the next provincial election. 

MR. WARREN: Right on! 

DR. MCNICHOLAS: At that time, when we are 

voting, I am sure we will be voting for the P. C. Pa·rty, 

at that time everybody would have an opportunity of 

indicating his or her choice for a flag. 

Mr. Speaker, I consulted 

a cross section of the people of my district, St. John's 

Centre. I must admit there were quite a number of them 

who liked the present flag. They felt that the flag 

was for their children and their children's children. 

I had a nice old lady who rang me - she might not like 

being called an old lady, but she was a nice lady from 

Carpasian Road, who rang me just last night at supper­

time and said to me that she was very pleased with the 

flag and she hoped that I would support it. 
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DR. MCNI"CHOLAS: But, Mr. Speaker, that is not 

themajority view in my district. I think the majority 

indicate that . they should pay tribute to history in 

what is ~alled, or what I would call, an understandable 

way. And they feel, and r feel, that our future is a 

continuation of the endeavours and sacrifices of the 

past. And I completely agree with that. 

Mr. Speaker, there are 

three main founding races in Newfoundland, the English, 

the Scottish and the Irish. The two former are 

represented in the colour of the proposed flag but, 

Mr. Speaker, there is no green in that flag to 

represent the Irish people. I think that is a sad 

reflection on the unselfish dedication of a large number 

of -

AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible) . 

MR. SPEAKER(Baird): Order, please! 

DR. MCNICHOLAS: - Irish meJ and Irish women who 

over the generations contributed so generously to 

education and to the development of the intellectual 

and moral fiber for which Newfoundlanders are so well noted. 

MR. NEARY: Forty-seven per cent of the 

population. 

DR. MCNICHOLAS: Mr. Speaker, I suppose 

Newfoundland is the most British of all the Provinces of 

Canada. I suppose British Columbia is probably the next 

British, and they see fit to include British in their 

title and also in their flag. 

We have countries like New 

Zealand and Australia who have basically the same ethnic 

background as Newfoundland and they also incorporate a 

British, if you like, or the Union Jack in their flag. 
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DR. MCNICHOLAS: 

Mr. Speaker, it may sound strange coming from an Irishman that I am 

advocating such an -inclusion in our present flag but I do not have to 

remind hon.·members on each side of this han. House of the tremendous 

contribution of Irishmen in the First World war and the Second World 

war, volunteers who contributed way above their population and whose 

names1 in many cases,are part of the history of the times. I may be 

wrong, Mr. Speaker, but I believe that I am the only member of this 

hon. House who was in active service in the last war in a war zone. 

I was in the BritishMerchant Navy in 1943 and 1944.in the Battle 

of the Atlantic. I am very proud of the fact that I can wear the ribbon 

of the Battle of the Atlantic. 

Red Ensign at that time. 

I was very pleased to serve under the 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if this flag is passed 

and proclaimed and becomes the official flag of Newfoundlanc, I do not think 

I need assure the House that I will pay it all honour and respect. Mr. 

Speaker, in the final analysis one has to use one's judgement and vote 

according to one's conscience. I will vote against the resolution. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear , hear ! 

MR. SPEAKER (BAIRD): The hon. member for Torngat Mountains. 

MR. WARREN: Yes, Mr. Speaker. First I would like 

to say at the offset that I will be voting against the flag . 

AN HON. MEMBER: 

MR. W)\RBEN: 

MR. NEARY: 

MR. WARREN: 

Hear, hear! 

I am just wondering -

Vote with the people. 

- where this government is putting 

its priorities. I notice that the Minister of Consumer Affairs and 

Environment (Mrs. Newhook) brought a very worthwhile, very important 

bill into this House in the last session, an environmental bill and 

so far that bill is not proclaimed, And yesterday the Minister of 

Manpower and Labour (Mr. Dinn) made a Ministerial Statement concerning 

Workers' Compensation for fishermen. However, he did clue up his 

statement by sayi ng he is hoping to hav~ it implemented, if not at the end of 
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MR. WARREN: 

this year,early in 1981, and here we are trying to get the flag passed 

by the twenty-fourth of June. Mr. Speaker, I believe our priorities should 

be carefully looked at. 

Yesterday I had a call from the Chief 

of the Indians in North West River. He asked the same question, where 

does the priority go? There was an environmental hearing which cost 

somewhere in the vicinity of $40,000 on the Kitts Uranium Mine in 

the Makkovik area. Now we have a flag that has cost the government some 

$22,000 and we want to get it through right away. I am just concerned, 

Mr. Speaker, about where the priorities of this government lie. Do they lie 

to the future of Newfoundland or the work of the fishermen, the labourers 

and everyone else or do we still need a flag to make sure that the fishermen 

on those boats get Workers' Compensation. Do they have to wait until we 

get the flag first or will Workers' Compensation come before the flag? 

Mr. Speaker, I want to go on record and 

compliment the Committee. I believe the Committee did do an admirable 

job under the circumstances. Now, if I want to talk about the reaction from 

my district I am sure I have very little reaction because, as of today, 

I have not received one telephone call, I have not received one letter, 

I have not received anything whatsoever. And it is not what probably 

most people think
1
it is because most of the people in the district have 

not got a clue about the flag, what is going on, because 

3674 



May 8, 1980 Tape No. 1399 GH-1 

MR. WARREN: only two communities have 

radio and television. And I understand from the Chairman of the Committee 

that he is inten~ing to send out 200,000 copies of the flag throughout 

the Island and Labrador. Well, I suggest that if we are waiting for a 

reaction back from the Island and from Labrador, we will have to wait many 

more weeks before we will get any reaction back on thi~ flag. I have 

sent it out to the schools in my district but, again, it will definitely 

take two or three weeks before it comes back. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to bring up something 

that - I notice in this flag - now it is really flashy1 but 

I am just wondering if Mr. Pratt really thought out what this flag 

really represents. When we take this flag with our athletes - next 

time around we have to march with this flag. Well, why do you not 

look at it very carefully. I understand that this flag will be on the 

flagpole and the flagpole will be down on this side, and the athletes 

will be marching forward. Now, it says here, "A golden arrow points 

the way to what we believe will be a bright future". Now, here we are, 

we are marching forward and the arrow is pointing backwards. That is 

not bad, you know. So here is an example that if we mind to take this 

flag, we can really pick out that if that means that this arrow points 

to a bright future as our athletes are marching forward, I believe 

the flag is either upside down or inside out. 

Mr. Speaker, today I received a telegram, 

I believe the other hen. members from Labrador received a telegram, and I want 

to read this telegram into the record of the House. It is from the 

Labrador Heritage Society, the main branch in Happy Valley-Goose Bay. 

Here is the text of the telegram, which may be interesting, however, 

very debatable. It is just as debatable as we are debating this flag 

today. It says: "We remind our representatives that the Labrador 

Heritage Society is expecting the Labrador flag to be officially 

sanctioned and named officially by the Government of this Province 

and declared as the official flag of Labrador. The provincial flag 

will be flown alongside the Labrador flag. There is little interest 

in the flag issue from Labrador, clearly and simply because the people 

of this part of the Province have their own flag in the Labrador flag. 
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MR. WARREN: "At the conclusion of the Flag meeting of 

January 16, 1980", when the members of the Committee were there and I 

was there also, "our case was stated - and stated they would seek and 

recommend that the Labrador flag be officially adopted by the government 

to represent Labrador along with a provincial flag. We believe that 

failure to see the importance of doing that and carryi~g out the 

recommendations will further foster a poor relationship between the 

two parts of the Province, that is Labrador and Newfoundland, and we 

look forward to a reply." No~ I am sure that that is just as debatable 

as this flag is. I am sure if there was a resolution brought forward 

for this House to debate on Labrador having its own official flag, it 

wouldbe debated just as importantly as this flag would be. I do not 

see why the rush of getting this flag carried forward so fast. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the Committee members said that six months was 

lots of time for people to react. At that time, Mr. Speaker, one 

thing the Committee is forgetting, one thing we are all forgetting, 

is at that time, within six months, the people of Newfoundland and 

Labrador did not have anything to react to. There was not anything 

to react to. If this Committee went out now and had their twenty-six 

hearings throughout Newfoundland and Labrador with this example, then 

they would get a reaction, but they did not have anything to react to 

at that time, and now this is the reaction and this is why the people 

across the Province are reacting to this monstrosity. 

Mr. Speaker, if this is passed, which, 

in all probability it will be passed1 although it is said it is a 

free vote but I doubt it, I am just wondering if the people three 

years down the road will forgive this administration for the unjustness 

that it has done to this Province. Now, I would like to see a flag 

that has some symbolism in it. Now, there could be many, many forms 

of symbolism, and it is not going to suit everybody but as other speakers 

who are going to vote 
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MR. G. WARREN: 

against this flag have said, at least we should let the people 

decide. I think the member for St. John's Centre (Dr. Mcllicholas) 

brought out a good point, he brought out a qood sugqestion and ~ 

would definitely support it,that the next time around in. the polling 

booths give an example of different kinds of flags and see what 

kind they would select, just see what kind they would select. And I 

will b~ my bottom dollar that this flag,if this is shown 1 I bet it 

would not qet ten per cent of the voters okay across this island. 

Mr. Speaker, also Mr. Pratt says in his little bit of literature or. 

the flaq, he says, for example, the Christian cross, the Beothuck and 

the Naskaupi omamentation. Now, we have 227 Naskaupi Indians in the 

Province, we have 517 Montaqnais Indians so, you know, all of a sudden 

we have projected, for some reason or another, we have projected a 

little symbol. of the Naskaupi. I do not see anything in the :re about 

the Inuit, not a thing at all about the Inuit, ~d there are close to two 

thousand.The:re are all the other ~cups throughout Newfoundland that 

have settled here. So, you know, I believe that - the member from 

Twillingate (Mr. Rowe) said earlier that we should have gone out to 

all the artists, to all the artists here in Newfoundland and Labrador 

and said n !!ere are 400 examples try to select a flag for us= G.t.ve 

all the artists a chance, why just qive one man recoqnition for 

drawing up a flag and a flag that we want. Give all the artists a 

chance to submit a flag that they think that Newfoundland wants. This 

is the big important thing, this is the flag that Mr. Pratt wants but 

it is not the flag that Newfoundland wants. I think we should get that 

quite clearly that this is what the people in this Province are saying. 

Mr. Speaker, if this flag goes through I would probably-

if this flag does qo through with one change I would probably support 

it. I am going to say this in conclusion. because if it does go through-

if you take the arrow out completely, get rid of the arrow 

completely and put three big letters in there, CPP in place of the 

arrow and if this flag is passed I think the people of Newfoundland 
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MR. G. WARREN: will definately support it because 

then it would be, the flag of carter, Pratt iUid Peck ford. 

SOME BON. MEMBERS : Bear, hear I 

MR. G. WARREN: So, Mr. Speaker, you know, I woul~ 

probably support it and all the rest of the people beca.use then it 

would be an indication that is a flag that those three gentleman 

really want. The Premier c- out on the first day when he saw 

it and he was in fa'V'OUZ' of it and Mr. Pratt was saying ' Do not 

ehanqe it' and the Chairman of the Committee is saying. • It is 

the best flaq ever' and the chairman also said in releases that 

it is going to be passed. So~ regardless of what t!;le people think. 

So, Mr. Chai%!11Sn, I think we definitely should delay our tactics. 

We should wait awhile and let the concexns of the people across this 

Province, let the concerns of the people trickle in to government, to 

their elected members and if it needs to be changed_-maybe not too many 

changes need to be made to this flag-but if there are changes needed 

and if it is satisfying to most of the people of the Province and 

Labrador then we should have our flag. I am convinced that we need 

our own flag, I am convinced that we have been under the Union Jack 

for too long, I am convinced that the Union Jack probably could be 

incorporated in a flag but we need our own distinctive flag, I am 

proud that when our Athletes can qo and march with all other athletes 

across the Province and in the commonwealth, that there will be a 

flag that they can carry instead of not being allowed to carxy the 

Union Jack as happened in the past. ~o, I am in support of a flag, 

I am in support of a flag for this Province and the sooner the better 

for the proper flag but not for this piece of paper that illustrates 

what this flag will be. And I hope that c;overnment Members who 

kave not fully made up their minds on which way they are going to lean, 

in support or non-support of the flag, will take into consideration 

the concerns that have been expressed by members on this side and 

by the member from St. John's Centre (Dr. McNicholas), Let us take 
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MR. G. WARREN: our time, let us wait three or four 

months and get rid ·of Same of the employ.ent bills. Make au~ that 

the asbezmen of this Province ha'VIa ~kers. Compensation. Make suze 

that thez. is an enYircmaent bill ~ place that will be sat.isfyinq 

to any filzther development in this Province. But let u8 wait on this 

flaq a11<1 wait v.ntil the people are satisfied and make sure that we 

ours'!!l vas ~ satisfied u the e1ect:ed zepzese~~tatives. 

SOME !:ION IIIEMBERS: Hear, bear I 
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MR. SPEAIC!!R: (Butt) The hon. the Minister of Health. -MR. W. HOUSE: Mr. Speaker, will we call it 5:30? 

I wish to adjourn the debate. 

MR. SPEAKER: Is it agreed to call it 5:30. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Agreed. 

MR. SPEAJCER: It being 5:30 a motion to· adjourn is 

deemed to be before the House. 

The matter for debate raised by the 

hon. the member for Grand Bank (Mr. Thoms) is QPP carrying guns in 

Newfoundland. 

The hon. member for Grand Bank. 

MR. L. THaG: Now, Mr. Speaker, we can get down to the 

serious debate. Seriously, Mr. Speaker, to me the answers given by· 

the Minister of Justice (Mr. Ottenheimer) this afternoon were 

absolutely incredible, absolutely, Mr. Speaker, incredible. We have 

had a situation in this Province, the Province of Newfoundland and 

Labrador, where our own Newfoundland Constabulary are pe:rmi tted to 

carry guns only in certain and special·circumstances. Yet, in the 

past few days we have a situation wbere the Quebec Provincial Police-

and after the treatment thAt we have given Quebec over this last few 

weeks it makes one suspicious why the QPP would be here with their 

guns to start with. But here we have the Quebec Provincial Police 

coming into our Province and armed with guns, something that our own 

Newfoundland Constabulary cannot do . 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Oh, ohl 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please. 

MR. L. THOMS : Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Justice in 

answer to my questions this afternoon stands on his feet and says, 

'·Basically I do not know. I do not know if they have had permission. 

I do not know whether they were granted a permit. I do not know by 

whom . they were --if they did have a permit , I do not know who granted 

them that permit. Now, Mr. Speaker, I ask you, I ask this House, 

how long, how long does it take to obtain that information? I asked 
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MR. L. THOMS: that question at about 3:35 this 

afternoon. The Minister of ~ustice (Mr. Ottenheimer) should have 

been back in the ijouse with an answer to that question by 4 o'clock. 

It was as easy to obtain the infromation as that. But I view the 

matter with some concern. The question of whether or not our own 

police should be peEmitted to carry firearms has been debated. 

There has been no change in that decision. They_ cannot carry 

firearms except under certain and special conditions • But yet 

here we have a foreign police force because, judically speAking 

Mll - 2 

of course, Quebec is a foreign jurisdiction. Nova Scotia is a foreign 

jurisdiction. And I do not want to see the Quebec Provincial Police 

Force be permitted to operate in this Province with guns. 

MR. P. WHITE: Hear, heart 

MR. L. THOMS: Because, Mr. Speaker, you can rest assured, 

you can rest assured, that there is going to be a life taken if this is 

to continue. There is going to be a life taken and then you are going 

to see a border war. Then you are going to see - If you think the flag 

debate is going to create controversy in this Province let a provincial 

policeman from the Province of Quebec either accidentally or otherwise, 

drunk or sober, cause the death of a Newfoundlander in this Province and 

then we are going to have the war that my friend from LaPoile says we are 

going to have over the flag. 
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MR. THOMS : 

And, Mr. Speaker, it is just so unbelievable that this could happen 

without the knowledge of the Department of Justice in this Province. 

It is just unbelievable! And it is unbelievable that the question 

could be asked in this House and the Minister of Justice (Mr. Ottenheimer) 

stand up and say, "I do not know. We are investigating. that". Well, 

Mr. Speaker, he should know whether or not the QPP are coming into this 

Province with guns and carrying guns because it could have to do with the 

life arid safety of Newfoundlanders. And I would suggest to the Minister 

of Justice that he take this matter in hand immediately and prevent the 

QPP from operating, investigating,for whatever reasons , in this Province 

with guns. Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear! 

MR. SPEAKER (SIMMS): The hon. Minister of Justice . 

MR. OTrENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, number one I will say that 

I question the hon. gentleman's wisdom of using these terms, war with 

Quebec, the Quebec Provincial Police in here drunk or sober, people 

could be killed and all of this. I really think that this is taking 

it out of the area of the factual and rational and serious, admittedly 

serious,but it is taking it out of the area of the factual and putting 

it into the area of emotionalism and alarmist. So I certainly deprecate -

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear! 

MR. OTTENHEIMER: I strongly criticize and take exception to 

his use of the terms of war with Quebec,that Quebec Police drunk or sober, 

and the references to people being killed. Now to deal with the facts 

rather than the emotion and the alarmist statements and the. hysterical, 

almost,position taken by the hen. gentleman. 

MR. THOMS: (Inaudible). 

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! 

MR. OTTENHEIMER: Now the hen. gentleman please will do me 

the same courtesy that I have done him and that was not to interrupt him. 

And I think it is only fair, it is a serious matter and I intend to deal 
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MR. OTTENHEIMER: 

with it in a serious and not an emotional, alarmist or hysterical manner. 

And I listened to the hon. gentleman's alarmist presentation quietly 

and I ask him to listen to my rational presentation quietly. 

I informed the han. gentleman earlier 

today that approximately forty-eight hours ago it came to my attention 

that Quebec Provincial Police were in Wabush City, Labrador City in 

uniform and part of their uniform,indeed,is wearing the firearm. I 

immediately asked for an enquiry and to be fully briefed on all the 

facts. Now I may not have all the facts now and that might displease 

the hen. gentlemen but it has never been my habit nor is it my present 

intention to speak on a specific matter until I have all the facts. 

Now that might be somewhat different from some hen. members perhaps. 

You know there are those who have no aversion to speaking without having 

the facts and that is their privilege but I am going to stick to my 

procedure and that is to speak with the facts. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear~ 

MR. OTTENHEIMER: And the facts that I have now and that 

is all I am going to give the hen. gentleman, the facts that I have now 

is that when this came to my attention approximately forty-eight 

hours ago I asked for a complete briefing on it. The information that 

I have, not the speculation or the possibilities but the information, 

data, facts that I have now is that the Quebec Provincial Police in 

Ferment and areas adjoining Labrador and the Newfoundland Police 

Service, in the persons here of the R.C.M.P. performing provincial 

police duties, frequently confer at the office of either one or the 

other, sometimes in the Newfoundland part of the Province, sometimes 

in Quebec, and they confer because the two areas, you can drive from 

one to the other in a few minutes and because of our matters of crime 

prevention and crime detection on which they co-operate, have co-operated 

for years and will continue to co-operate, so that it is not unusual 

to have these consultations and good working relationships. 
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MR. OTTENHEIMER: 

The one specific matter on which I am 

waiting for information, and I am not going to say anything until I 

have the information, and that is with respect to the wearing of 

firearms. I know 
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MR. G. OTTENaEIMER: 

it is part of their uniform and the question co~es up whethe~ 

when they are in this Province,they should indeed be required 

to take off that part of theu uniform, not :to wear the fire­

cu-m. But whether they were authorized or they d,id it assu·min9 

an authorization or they did it improperly that,until r have 

a11 · the facts., ·r am not 9oin9 to comment on. r will have all 

of the facts by next week and thEm r will give all of the 

facts to the House. so r think, Mr. Speaker, that that should 

clari.fy the •matter for the time being in a rational as opposed 

to an alarmist manner. 

SOME HON. M E~BERS : Rear , hear! 

on motion, the House at its 

rising adjourned until tomorrow, Friday at 10:00 A.M. 
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