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The House met at 2:00 p.m.

MR. SPEAKER (McNicholas):
order, please!

Oral Questions

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Qpposition.

Leader of the

Mr. Speaker, in the absence of the
Premier, I would ask the Minister
of Transportation (Mr. Doyle) or
the Minister of Intergovernmental
Affairs (Mr, Dawe), since both
have signed that dastardly
agreement that was signed today.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

SOME HON. "MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. WELLS:
Mr . Speaker, I would ask the
whichever minister is disposed to

answer - and I do not know, I will
let them decide - in view of the
complete about-face, by the
Premier and the government, with
respect ko Newfoundland's
entitlement in terms of

transportation, and in view of the
abandonment by the Government of
Canada of its constitutional
obligation, and the complete
sell-out by the Newfoundland
Government -

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!
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MR. WELLS:
— of our constitutional rights,
My . Speaker, I ask whichever

minister dis going to answer how
does the governmeaent propose Lo
take on the responsibility of
providing transportation services
to this Province in the future
when they have to close hospital
beds and have to get children out
working to provide chaulk For
schools, how do they propose to
fund the +transportation system in
those circumstances?

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Minister of
Intergovernmental Affairs.

MR. DAWE:

Mr. Speaker, I think it is obvious
from = the series of guestions,
which started off on the railway

and got into hospital beds, that
the Opposition are attempting to
distance themselues From this

particular agreement because it 1is
g0 posilive.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
lHear, hear!

MR. DAWE:

Members opposite would not wish to
be connected with anything that is
positive, Mr. Speaker. The Leader
of the Opposition refers to the
constitutional obligations and the
constitutional rights that we have
under the Terms of Union. The
very same member, Mr, Speaker,
when he was a member of a former
administration sitting on this
side of the Legislature, was quite
willing net to try and influence
his colleaques at that time with
all these constitutional arguments.

When +the railway was downgraded
over a series of years, M,
Speaker, the passenger train was
removed and the Trans-Canada
Highway built, I do not see
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anything with regard to
maintenance agreements in that
particular arrangement,

And, Mr. Speaker, I do not see a
particular maintenance arrangement
assoclated with the removal of the
train service for Argentia in
place of a road, roads that we
have, Mr . Speaker, through
successive agreements with the
Federal government, being able Lo

negotiate cost—-shared agreements
to reconstruct this plieca of
highway that was built 1in the
mid--1960s, Lo reconsbkruct 11, Mr,

Speaker, because it was buillt in
haste, it was build on cost-plus,
it Was built without public
tendering, and it was built in a
manner, Mr . Speaker, that the
people of this Province and the
people of Canada are continuing to
have to pay for because of the
incompetent way that they
negotiated that arrangement. Mr .
Speaker, this particular agreement
and this particular action that
has been taken by the Government
of Canada and this Province, 1is
one that as Newfoundlanders we can
be proud of, we can be wvery
supportive of, because, Mr .
Speaker, at this particular point
in time, it addresses the
twenty-first century, including
renegotiation, something that the
hon. memher 1is not familiar with.
If we had a renegotiation clause
after eight years in the Churchill
Falls contract, we would rnot be in
Lhe kind of mess we are in hoday.

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WELLS:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Opposition.

Leader of the
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MR. WELLS:

Mr. Speaker, I ask the minister if
there are no constitutional
cbligations, why does the
agreement which he himself signed
this worning say that it dis 1in
satisfaction of Canada's
constitutional obligations with
respect to the railway if they do
not. exist? Why s he abandoning
it?

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. DAWE:

Mr ., Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Minister ofF

Intergovernmental Affairs.

MR. DAWE:

At the beginning of this session
the Leader of the Opposition tried
this same tactic. Of course, as
was pointed out, his own legal
advice must have been at the time
that other arrangements dealing
with phasing out and changes 1in
the transportation system in this
Province must have been that there
was no constitutional obligation
as it relates to the railway in
this Province, There isg a
constitutional obligation, as is
stated din this, to take over and

absorb all the cosks associated
with the Newfoundland Railway.
This particular clause in the

agreement says that; obviously you
are nol: going to have bthe railway,

it has served its usefulness
through the vyears. As well, Mr,
Speaker, I might point out that

railways across Canada have
reduced from about 70 to 75
percent of the marketplace down to
less than 20 percent, which dis

what has happened in this
Province. There is nothing
happening to. the railway 1in this
Province different than is
No. 59 R3207



happening right ACIroOss the
country. The only difference, Mr.
Speaker, is even though the
federal government did nol have a
constitutional obligation to
compensate or ko provide
transportation infrastructure
beyond what they were doing, they
had every right in the world, as
is stated in the Terms of Union,
for the railway to run out 1its
existence over the next three to
five years, so there would not be

any special compensation For
employees, there would not be any
special compensation for the

communities most affected, there
would not be any dinfrastructure
expenditures for the highways in
this Province, there would not be
any of that. They could have
easily let it go its natural
course, but they did not do that,
they took a responsibile
attitude. This particular
administration was successful 1in
negotiating what is, Mr. Speaker,
the hest, the largest:
transportation package evear
negotiaked in this country.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WELLS:
A Final supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
A final supplementary, the Leader
of the Opposition.

MR. WELLS:

Mr. Speaker, I ask the minister
does the government realize that
it was the provision of
transportation that made this
country, as it was then, bankrupt
in 19347 Fifty per cent of the
debt which put us bankrupt in 1934
was due to transportation. Did
the government consider this and
did the government consider what
the provision of transportation
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services in this Province will
cost the government in the future,
and that it will put us bankrupt
again if this deal goes through?

SOME_HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

MR, SPEAKER:
The hon . the Minister of
Intergovernmental Affairs.

MR. DAWE:
Mr . Speaker, my colleaqgue is
chomping at the bit to answer
these questions as well, and T am
sure he will have an opportunity
as Question Period progresses,

The Leader of the Opposition, I
understand, during the week has
been trying to develop some kind
of an argument to say that there
ig no provision 1in this agreement
for ongoing maintenance, like
snowclearing and grading and the
kinds of day—-to-day activities
thal: go on with wmaintaining a
transportation system. I would
just like 1.0 point out, Mr .
Speaker, that one of our biggest
problems in this Province with
regard to our provincial
constitutional right to maintain
highways, which 1is a provincial
responsibility, is exaggerated and
compounded and made more difficult
by the fact that our whole highway
infrastructure is inadequate, and
because of those inadequacies of
dirt roads, of winding roads, of
road improperly graded, it is
very, very onerous on this
Province to maintain these roads.

What this agreement will do, Mr.
Speaker - it will not add
significantly to the numbers of
miles of road; as a matter of fact
new roads to be built are very
negligible - dis begin a process
that: will wupgrade and pave the
roads in this Province to bring us
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up to what will be a national
standard, Mr. Speaker, far beyond
what 1is realized din the rest of
Atlantic Canada. We will have the
best road system in Atlantic
Canada and will be on a par
nationally. The more you dimprove
the roads, the more roads you
have paved, the better the
alignment of the roads, the more
efficient the whole maintenance
program becomes.

"As a matbter of fackt, Mr. Speaker,
this agreement does not 1increase
maintenance, but dramatically
decreases the maintenance cost to
this Province.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEARKER:
The hon. the member for Mount Scio
— Bell Island.

MR. BARRY:

Mr. Speaker, the absence of the
Premier, I wonder if this d1is a
strategy by the Premier to
distance himself from this
announcement?

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:

It shows something less than
courtesy to this House and to the
Province that +the Premier would
not be here when there 1is an
announcement: of this magnitude

being made for the Province. But
in his absence, I ask does the
Minister of Transportation agree,
Mr. Speaker, with the statement of
his predecessor, the member who
was just speaking, made on October
31, 1980, when he expressed his
extreme disappointment and
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frustration over the fact that
while Western Canada was being
promised at that time $40 million
for the upgrading of their railway
system, Newfoundland was being
forced to make a choice between
the railway and the Trans-Canada
Highway, both of which, he said,
is- our right as well as that of
any province in Canada?

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Transportation.

Minister of

MR. DOYLE:

First of all, Mr. Speaker, I would
like to explain where the Premier
is today. After we lelft the
Radisson Hotel +the Premier had o
go to the Investment Dealers of
Canada, who have their convention
on today, and the Premier will be
here when time permits, M,
Speaker.

But first of all I would like say,
as my colleague did a few minutes
ago, that this is indeed a great

day for the Province of
Newfoundland and Labrador, Mr .
Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. DOYLE:

We have Ltoday, and let nobody
mistake it, Mr. Speaker, signed a
greal. deal for the Province of
Newfoundland and Labrador which
will take our people into the
Twentieth-First Century with a
good, effFicient transportation
system.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. DOYLE:
No. 59 R3209



Now, Mr. Speaker, to specifically
address the question that the hon.
member asked with respect to the
comments made by my colleague, the
Minister of Intergovernmental
Affairs some years ago, as the
hon. membar should k1ot times
change. I remember when he was on
this side of the House, now he ‘s
over there on that side, so times
change, Mr. Speakar. And times
have changed to the extent with
respect to Newfoundland's railway
that right now Newfoundland's
railway only has 20 per cent of
the freight in Newfoundland and
Labrador. That is their share of
the market, 20 per cent. It is
forecast next year to go down to
approximately 9 per cent or 10 per
cent. The Newfoundland Railway
would have died a natural death
anyway, Mr. Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. DOYLE:

Then we would not have had bthe
opportunity to negotiate a deal
with the federal governmenl. They
could have said to us when that
day arrived, 'We do not have to
negotiate with you, the
Newfoundland Railway is dead.' We
as a government did not want to
see Lthal happen, Mr. Speaker, and
we took the initiative, we took
steps to ensure that we got a good
deal before that happened.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Mount Scio
— Bell Island.

MR. BARRY: :
Mr. Speaker, that response is like

L3210 June 20, 1988 Vol XL

starving a person to death and
then asking for his funeral cost
because he is going to be dead in
a day anyhow.

Mr . Speaker, I would ask the
Minister of Transportation whether
he agrees with the conclusions of
Lhe Sullivan Royal Commission,
where it said that by the letter
which Prime Minister St-lLaurent
signed prior to the Terms of Union
Lhat the operation of the
Newfoundland Railway and Coastal
Service were placed on the same
footing, for all practical
purposes, as the operation of the
Gulf Service? If, in fact, that
is the case, Mr. Speaker, 1if the
railway and the Gulf ferry system
are on the same footing, as the
Sullivan Royal Commission found,
what 1s to keep members on that
side, 1in conjunction with their
Tory friends in Ottawa, From
selling us out with respect to the
Gulf ferry and having the
responsibility for the cost of the
Gulf ferry end up on this Province
as well?

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Minister of
Transportation.

MR. DOYLE:

Mr . Speaker, the Gulf Ferry

service 1is protected under the
Terms of Union, and all the best
legal advice that we have tell us
that it 1is protected under the
Terms of Union. The rail service
itself is not protected. The only
thing that the Government of
Canada had to do under Term 31 of
the Terms of Union back in 1949
was to take over the service and
relieve Newfoundland of the public
cost incurred with respect to that
service.
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Mr. Speaker, with respect to the
Gulf ferry service, we are
protected under the Terms of Union
with Canada, that the Gulf ferry
service will continue and it
cannot be touched.

MR. BARRY:
A final supplementary, Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
A final supplementary, the hon.

tLhe member for Mount Scic - BRell
Island.

MR. BARRY:

Will the Ministker of
Transportation explain to this
House Mow the people of

Newfoundland and Labrador are
going to be relieved of the public
cost of the railway if in fifteen
vears time there is no more money
left from this payment, but the
cost of that freight, the railway
freight that you are wiping out,
is dumped onto khe highway system,
which it dis then going to be the
responsibility of this Province to
pay for?

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Minister of
Transportation,

MR. DOYLE:

Mr . Speaker, what most members
fail to realize dis that CN is not
leaving the Province of
Newfoundland and Labrador. It 1is
the rail service that i1is being
shut down. We have a guarantee

from CN that they will now
implement an dintermodal service in
the Province of NewFoundland.
With respect to the amount of
traffic that 1is going Lo bhe on the
Trans—-Canada Highway in
Newfoundland, we have done surveys
on that, Mr. Speaker, over the
last number of months, and hon.
members will be very surprised to
hear that as a vresult of the

L3211 June 20, 1988 Vol XL

closing down of the Newfoundland
Railway we will not have any more
than fourteen tractor-trailers per
day more travelling between Port
aux Basques and St. John's. These
are surveys that have been done by
my department, and it is an
indisputable fact that there will
not be any more than fourteen
tractor-trailers per day on
Newfoundland's highways, simply
because, now that the rail service
is shub down, there will be other
alternatives that can be used,
like the water mode which will
take freight directly dinto St.

John's, Argentia, and Corner
Brook, to replace the existing
rail service. Andl the Freight

that will go by truck will be to
the tune of about fourteen tractor
trailers more per day.

So there will be no significant
increase 1in the amount of traffic
travelling on the Trans-Canada
Highway .

MR. GILBERT:

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the member for Burgeo -
Bay d'Espoir.

MR. GILBERT:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

I just heard the minister talking
about the fourteen trucks a day.
Statistically there was a study
done one time that said there was
a gas station on the 401 every
five miles, but a fellow who ran
out: of gas had to walk fifty miles
to a gas station.

What he 1s talking about 1is when
he puts a wharf in Gander to take
care of this traffic that is
coming in.

This question was originally for

No. 59 R3211



the Premier. The oapening of the
Premier's statement this morning
said that his government was

taking responsibility for
providing a safe kransportation
system for this Province., When he
agreed to the Sepl. 1 closing of
the railway, thus putting an
additional” 30 percent mnore
trucking transports on roads
considered by Lransportation

experts to be 83 percent defective
when compared %o roads in other
provinces in Canada, how can this
be improving the safety of the
highways in Newfoundland?

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
When did he say that?

MR. GILBERT:

In the opening statements he talks
he 1is going to put in a safe
system. So how can this be
considered a safe system?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Transportation.

Minister of

MR. DOYLE:

Mr. Speaker, I suppose 1in that
line that the hon. member just
gave to the House there must be a
question somewhere, although T did
not detect what it was.

Mr . Speaker, this governmenl,
again I will repeat, can be very,
very proud of the deal that we
have signed today for this
Province. It ensures a complete

transportation package for the
whole Island of Newfoundland, not
just one section, for the whole
Province. It will be a $100
million extension to the present
ERDA Agreement that we have, which
will start up roads immediately.
I will be announcing, as a matter
of fact, over the next couple of
days, roads under this extension
to the ERDA package will go to
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tender right away to the tune of
approximately $25 million. We got
a new major $4.5 million
Trans-Canada Highway Agreement Lo
come on top of that existing
agreement, and, Mr . Speaker, a
major new secondary roads package
of $235 million. It was this
government which ensured that the
workers of this Province were
looked afler, Mr. Speaker, with a
labour adjustment package of
approximately $75 million, a
community adjustment program which
will sea Port au  Basques and
Bishop's Falls get roughly about
$7 million each to make up Faor the
impact that these communities
might feel as a result of the
closure of the railway, and a
program of port improvements also.

506, Mr. Speaker, what the hon.
gentleman is saying is just a red
herring. We have a good deal for
the people for Newfoundland and
lLabrador, a good, aefficient
transportation program which will
take our people into the
Twenty-First Century.

MR. GILBERT:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
A supplementary, the hon, the
member for Burgeo - Bay d'FEspoir.

MR. GILBERT:

The minister 1is forgetting that
the railway, which now carries all
the dangerous goocls in this
Province, is closing. Now how can
a highway that cannot carry the
present traffic be expected to

handle the additional freight
without putting the lives of
Newfoundlanders in jeopardy? How

can that be, since it is going to

take this dangerous freight as
well?

MR. SPEAKER:
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The hon. the Minister of

Transportation.

MR. DOYLE:

I would like the member to repeat
that question because T cannot
hear what he is saying down here.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Burgeo -
Bay d'Espoir.

MR. GILBERT:

What I am saying d1s that the
railway din this Province carries
all of the dangerous freight,
chemicals and the logs and all of
that. You are now going Lo
increase this traffic because the
railway 1is now going te close as
of September 1. How can the
highway system be expecked Lo
accept the present traffic load
and handle the additional freight
on & highway that is not safe at
the present time?

MR. DOYLE:
My . Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Minister of
Transportation.

MR. DOYLE:

Mr, Speaker, the hon, member

should be aware that we have a new
Dangerous Goods Act, which is one
of the best 1in the world, as a
matter of fact.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. DOVYLE:

We have trucks presently carrying
dangerous goods from their point
of entry into the Province and we
do not see this agreement in any
way affecting that, Mr. Speaker.
We will have a major, new upgraded
highway system and T am sure bthose
companies that now depend upon
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rail for the transportation of
dangerous goods will bhe able to
make that transition quite
smoothly to the truck service when
it is brought into operation.

MR. GILBERT:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
A tinal supplementary.

MR. GILBERT:

I will ask the Premnier, now that
he 1s here. How can the Premier
claim that the agreement provides
a safe highway system d1n this
Province when the agreement he
signed today is going to increase
the truck traffic on an already
unsafe highway? How can he claim
that, it 4s going to dmprove safety
on the highway at this time when
he has signed an agreement today
which is going to c¢lose out the
railway and dincrease the traffic
on the highway at present?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon., the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Mr. Speaker, as I understand it,
there is going to bhe $4.5 million
spent on the Trans-Canada to
improve it.

MR. GILBERT:
In five years time, ten years time.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

And we are going to be spending
money on other roads around the
Province to improve the
transportation system, and
Lherefore that will make it safep
for the trucks and cars and
everything else to run on the
highways of the Province. We are
improving the highway system of
the Province. As no doubt
somebody  has already mentioned,
the little bit of freight that now
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travels on the railway dis less
than 20 per c¢ent of the total
freight volume that comes into the
Province, and will only mean about
fourteen trucks more a day on the
highways, and at the same time we
are spending upwards of $800
million to improve the highway
system. I cannot understand what
the hon. member is talking about.
Is $800 million going to dimprove
the highway system of Newloundland
or dis it not? If it dis that means
il s going to be safer hecause 1t

is going to be dimproving 1it. I
cannok understand what the hon.
member for Burgeo - Bay d'Espoir
is talking about. It 1is silly.
When vyou 1mprove and upgrade a
road, does that not improve its
safety? Is that not what

improvement is all about?

MR. SIMMS:
Plus, there is money for the
Burgeo Road.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Does the hon. member want to keep
his Burgeo Road, that he
complained about all Spring, 1like
it is now? We are going to spend
millions more on it to make it
better and 1improve 1it. Is that
not what we are going to do? We
are going to do it in Plum Point
across to Englee. We are going to
do it on the Burgeo Highway and on

the Burin Peninsula Highway. We
are going to do the Trans-lLabrador
Highway . We are about the

business of improuving the road
system in the Province, which will
therefore make il safer.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

We did not ignore the hon.
gentleman, we did not ignore the
Great Northern Peninsula, we did
not ignore Labrador, we did not
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ignore the South Coast, we did not

ignore Central Newfoundland, or
East Coast Newfoundland, or
anywhere, In every part of the

Province the road system will
improve, and when you dimprove the
road system, make 1t wider and
pave it, therefore you increase
its safety. What the hon. member
is  saying 1s downgrade roads and
leave them like they are and they
will be safar,

MR. BAKER:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Gander.

MR. BAKER:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The Premier, who I think 1is the
same person who a very short time
ago was calling for widening of
our railway in the Mainland papers
mentioned, $405 million for the
Trans-Canada Highway, and I would
like to ask the Minister of
Transportation a few questions
about that $405 million.

We have been spending money over
the past number of years on Uthe
Trans—-Canada Highway. During the
last Len years there has been a
certain maintenance amount of
money we have been spending. It
seems to me this $405% million, the
expendilture really does not start
for a few years., Ten million in
1990 - 1991, and it goes to $25
million, but most of it 1s loaded
further down the road.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. BAKER:

T would like to ask the minister
if this is not, as it seems to me,
simply an extension of the normal
maintenance program we have with
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the federal government?

MR. SPEAKER:

The haon. the Minister of
Transportation.

MR. DOYLE:

No, Mr. Speaker. This is not an
extension of the existing
agreements that we have with the
federal government. This 1s all

new monies, all brand new monies,
which will not hinder in any way
our ability to get other
agreements with the federal
government on the Trans—-Canada
Highway as times goes on.

Quer the 1last number of years,
federally and provincially, we
have been putting approximately
$30 million dinto the Trans-Canada
Highway, $40 million from my own
deparcment but $30 million Federal
- provincial, This is all
brand--new monies, a $405 milldion
program that will accomplish an
awful Tot in this Province. Tt
will accomplish, for instance,

twenty-seven kilometaers from
Clarenville to the Welkomin,
twenty-three kilometers from

Glenwood to Notre Dame Junction,
thirty kilometers from Notre Dame
Junction to Bonne Bridge, eleven
kilometers from Grand Falls to Red
Cliff, 143 kilometers from Badger
to Howley, six kilometers from
North Branch to South Branch -

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. DOYLE:
- fifty-eight kilometers from
South Branch to Port aux Basques,

a divided four-lane highway
constructed.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

MR. DOYLF:
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Forty-five kilometers from Witless

BRay lLina to Argentia Access, a
four-lane, divided highway .
AnotLher twenty—-saevuen kilometers

from Donovan's to Harding Road,

including the connection to
Kenmount Road. Fifty-one
kilometers from Deer l.ake to

Corner Brook, Mr. Speaker, will be
a divided highway.

SOMFE_HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

MR. DOYLE:
Oon  top of that there will be a
major program of  hridge repair,
widening, and replacement across
the Island, and resurfacing of the
Argentia Access Road for
thirty-seven kilometers. That is
the road T believe that was done
during the days of the Libheral
administration and we have to redo
it again, Mr. Speaker.

MR. DINN:
Because it was not done right in
the first place.

MR. DOYLE:
And absolutely no guarantees on
that one either, that there was to
bhe a maintenance program
undertaken by the federal
government.

S0, Mr. Speaker, that is a very,
very extensive program, one which
will bhe a good program for the
Province of Newfoundland and
lLabrador. What we should see over
the next fifteen year period is
approximately $100 million per
year, along with the provincial
program, going into the
Trans—-Canada Highway and
rebuilding the road right across
the Province, Mr. Speaker -

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!
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MR. DOYLE:

— not just in one area of the
Province, not just on the West
Coast, not Jjust on the Avalon
Peninsula, but an extensive roads
program which will be applied to
all of Newfoundland and Labrador.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BAKER:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEFAKER:
The hon. Lthe member for Gander.

MR. BAKER:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

If the minister will ldisten and
stop crowing- for a few minutes, is
he aware that the amount of money
spent to upkeep the Trans-Canada
Highway in Newfoundland din the
last ten years, in today's dollars
amounts to about $470 million, and
that he has now helped negotiate
an agreement, over fifteen years,

Mr Speaker, that in today's
dollars is worth only $270
million? Is the minister aware

that he has not only given away
the Newfoundland Railway, but he
has negotiated a cut of $200

million in our Trans—Canada
Highway money? Is he aware of
that?

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Transportation.

Minister of

MR. DOYLE:

Mr. Speaker, I do not know where
the hon. gentleman gets his figure
of $470 million to maintain the
Trans—-Canada Highway over the last
ten-year period. He must be
getting those figures from the
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federal member For Gander -
Twillingate Mr. G. Baker), that
i¢ the only thing T can figure
out, Mr. Speaker, claiming $470
million to maintain the
Trans-Canada Highway over the last
ten years.,

Well, Mr . Speaker, the hon.
gentleman makes reference, as well
to the inflation factor that might
very well be legitimate. But, Mr.
Speaker, as a govermment we have
ensurecd thal F we do not meet our
objectives under the current
package of Ffunding that we have
put 1in place today, 1if we feel
Lhat we cannot meel our
obhjectives, we have a re-opener
¢lause 1in  this agreement which
will kick in eight years from now,
and we will be able Lo examine the
agreement to ensure that we have,
indeed, attained the objectives
that we set out for ourselves in
doing these various projects right
across the Province.

So, Mr. Speaker, as the Minister
of Intergovernmental Affairs
mentioned a few minutes ago, if we
had had that re-opener clause in
the Churchill Falls agreement, we
would be much better off than we
are today, Mr. Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. LONG:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. FUREY:
a supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. the member for St. John's
East.

MR. LONG:
Mr. Speaker, in the short time
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remaining 1in Question Period, T
would 1like to give the Premier an
opportunity to address what T
think are two very real questions
on the minds of most people in lLhe
wake of the arnnouncement today.
Fssentially, T gness, it has to do
with what happens next
specifically with reference to the
end of tLthe ERDA Agreement. After
the new monies have been added on
top of the already existing
agreement, what happens in 1992
with all the dimportant work that
will be left to be done? and also
the question which the Premier
missed earlier in the segsion
today: What happens at the end of
the fifteen years?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Well, Mr. Speaker, as 1t relates
to the ERDA Agreements, we have
been negotiation E&ERNDA Agreements
for years, and we will, after the
presaent ERDA Agreement has
expired, negotiate a new one.

Just Jook at what we have done
today . We have topped up an
already existing ERDA Agreement.
I do not know if there s anywhere
else in Canada where a provincial
governmenkt has negotiated a top-up
to an existing agreement. Usually
it has Lo run out first, then you
negotiate another one. We have
got $100 million now built on top
of one that is already running.

So as soon as these ERDA
Agreements run  out, or a year
before, we will begin to negotiate
a8 new ERDA agreement to continue
the process of rebuilding and
paving, and so on, around the
Province. And, of course, we have
to allocate the $235 million that
is in this package which has not
been identified for projects.
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S50 we have the $23% million ko put
into the pot and decide what
projects it will be used for, and
we have also the opportunity,
hecause there is a provision in
the agreement which says nothing
in here will interfere i th
ongoing agreements, to negotiate
another FERDA agreement in the same
way as we have negotiated this one
now .,

As it relates to after fifteen
years, I think one has to look at
what happens after eight. I think
that is going to be the critical
area.

The reopener clause which we have
here is a very, very good
safeguard for us, because a full
review has to bhe done at that
point 1in time to see wihether we
are 1living up to what we said
today 1is going to happen. And I
think that is where we are going
to have to negotiate and organize
ourselves, after the eighth vyear,
after the Commission reports, To
try todo e fifteen years now would
he difficult, to do it with only
seven years left on the agreement
would bhe a lot easier and we will
know where we are going.

So I think that after that eight
year period, with the reopener
clause, dis the time we have to
look at.

And by the way, Mr. Speaker, I
want to table for hon. members,
while I am on wmy feet, a copy of
the legal opinions which show that
there 1s no legal obligation on
behalf of the federal government
to keep the railway going 1in
perpetuity.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
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Order, please!

The +time for Oral Questions has
elapsed.

Notices of Motion

MR. BLANCHARD:
Mr ., Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
'Me hon. the Minister of Labour.

MR. BI.ANCHARD:

Mr. Speaker, I give notice that I
will orn  tomorrow ask leave to
introduce a bill entitlecd, "An Nct
To Amend The Fishing Tndustiry
Collective Bargaining Act, 1971,"
and "I'he labour Raelations acl,
1977."

DR. COLLINS:
Mr. Speaker.

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

DR. COLLINS:

I will on tomorrow ask leave to
introduce a bill entitled, "An Act
Respecting The Registration And
Licensing OF Hearing Aid Dealers,k"
and "An Act To Amend The
Physiotherapy Act."

MS UVERGE:
Mr. Speaker.

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

MS VERGE:
Mr. Speaker, T give notice that I

will on tomorrow ask leave ko
introduce the following two
bills: "an Ack Respecling The

Fstablishment of Services For
Victims OFf Crime" and "aAn Act To
Amend The Provincial Court Act,
1974."
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MR. BRETT:
Mr. Speaker.

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

MR. BRETT:

Mr. Speaker, I give notice that I
will on tomorrow ask leave ko
introduce a hill entitled, "An Act
To Amend The City OF Corner Brook
Act, 1985, " "The City Of St.
John's Ack," and "The
Municipalities Act."

finswers to Questions
for which Notice has been Giuven

MR. RUSSELL:

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon . the Minister of
cnvironment and Lands.

MR. RUSSELL:

Mr. Speaker, I wish to table the
answer to Question 102 on the
Oorder Paper of March 15 asked by
the hon. member for Fortune -
Hermitage, and the answer to
Question 122 on the Order Paper of
March 18 asked by the hon. member
for Menihek.

MR. YOUNG:
M. Speaker.

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

MR. YOUNG:
Mr. Speaker, T would like to table
information on an oral question
asked by the hon. member  for
Waterford - Kenmount (Mr. Gullage)
on Friday.

MR. WELLS:
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Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Opposition,

Leader of Lhe

MR. WELLS:

Mr. Speaker, before entering into
Orders of the Day, I ask leave to
move the adjournment of the House
pursuant to Standing Order 23 to
debate a matter of urgent and
public importance, namely the
agreement signed this morning by
the government of +this Province
and the Government of Canada with
respect to the abandonment of the
railway in this Province -

SOME HON, MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WELLS:
- and, thereby, the +transfer to
the government of this Province of

the full Dburden of maintaining
within Newfoundland the
Newfoundland portion of the

National transportation system
which, at this moment, is a
constiltulbional obligation of the
Government of Canada.

I believe, Mr. Speaker, -

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
on, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!

MR. WELLS:

-~ this dis a matter of urgent
importance and it 1s urgent that
this matter be debated now because
there 1is no other opportunity on
the Order Paper, as 1t stands at
the moment, to debate this idissue.
I feel that it 4s a matter where
the interests of the Province are

very significant and it is
important to the people of this
Province that the matter be
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debated at this time.

Steps are already, 1in fact, being
taken to dmplement: that agreement
and Canadian National Railway are
in Lhe process of closing and they
are about to close the railway on
September 1.

[ beliaove the matter 1is of urgent
importance and I ask leave, Mr.
Speakaer, to move the adjournment
of the House to debate the matter.

MR. SIMMS:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Council.

President of the

MR. SIMMS:

Mr. Speaker, with respeck to this
particular proposed motion by the
Leader of the Opposition, we have
dealt with matters of this nature
many, many times before, we all
know it has nothing to do with the

importance of khe issue. We all
know the dissue 1is dmportant, but
generally speaking, this
particular reference in the
Standing Orders deals with the
urgency of debate. In other
words, that there 1s no other
opportunity in the near future for
this matier to be debated. Your

Honour is aware of that.

So I just draw to your attention,
wikthout getting +intoe a lot of
discussion and debate with the
Leader of the Opposition, the
Address in Reply ds still on the
Order Paper; Committee of Supply
is on the Order Paper; Committee
of the Whole on Ways and Means,
which 1ds the budget debate, 1is
still on the Order Paper. We have
Question Period remaining for the
next four days of this week. We
have Private Members' Day,
incidentally, on Wednesday, which
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is i:he hon. member's owin
resolution with respect to
unemployment, Certainly, the hon.
members can debate the railway
issue on Wednesday during that
period. It was already debated.
We had two full days on the
railway, as all hon. members will
recall.

So really, Mr . Speaker, with
respect to this particular
Standing Order, 1t is very clear
there are lots of prouvisions, lots
of opportunities, and will be -in

the very near future. In fact, I
gave notice myself on Fricday - the
Leader of the Opposition will
recall - that T will be calling,
hefore this week is out, to
conclude the budget debate. S50
there will be lots of
opportunities fFor dabate, Mr .
Speaker.

MR. RBARRY:

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon., the member for Mount Scio.

MR. BARRY:

Let me just briefly address that
point. Mr. Speaker, it 1is not
often that a matter relating to
the Terms of Union of this
Province with Canada are being
dealt with by an administration
which did not have a mandate 1in
the last election, Mr. Speaker, to
so act and, in fact, were speaking
to the contrary with respect to
their position.

Tt comes down to, if there 1is
nothing to hide on the olher s'ice,
if  there is a pride in the
agreement that has been been
negotiated, if this agreement
gets, Mr. Speaker, what the people
of Newfoundland and Labrador
should getk, T submit this is
something that should be debated,
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not 4in ten days time when it is
history, Mr . Speaker, but it
should bhe debated today . The
Government House Leader (Mr.
Simms) knows, =

SOME HON. MEMBERS:

Oh, oh!

MR. BARRY:

Yes, the Government House Leader
can persuade Your Honour this
should nok come up today. Bul the
people of this Province will not
be done a service, 1f that s, in
fact, the case. I would ask the
Praemier and the Governmenl House
Leader to consider having, by
agreomenl

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!

I recognized the hon. the member
For Mount Scio, bhut actually he
does not have a right to speak at
this particular Gtime at all. Ir
he has a very brief submission, 1
would be gquite prepared to hear it.

The hon. the member for Mount Scio.

MR. BARRY:

I thank Your Honour for your
indulgence. I will wind wup by
saying that the people of the
Province are out there. Just in
Lo minutes walking down the
street this morning, I could see
groups of people clustered and
talking.

There is no great, as far as I can
see, public outcry in gpposition
to the agreement, But that does
nol wmean, Mr. Speaker, that on
sober second thought or on proper
deliberation or proper debate in
this House, Mr. Speaker, there
mou L not bhe  some serious
questions raised.

I ask members opposite to consider
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that and let us have a debate on
the Newfoundland Railway and let
us deal with this dissue head on,
with some courage.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
M. Speaker.

MR. SPFEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMTER PECKFORD:

There are two points the han. made
which have to bhe addressed in the
consideration of Your Honour to
the motion put forward by the
Leader of the Opposition (Mr.
Wells) . One, that the member for
Mount Scio - Bell Island (Mr.
Rarry) made is not wvalid and,
therefore, in your consideration I

would submit the following: The
hon. member says that it has
something to do with the Terms of
Union, It has nothing to do with
the Terms of Union, nothing
whatsoever., I have tabled the
legal opinion which confirms that,
and there are mary legal
opinions. So it has nothing to do
with the Terms of Union. The
Terms of Union have heen
safeguarded 1in this agreement. So
nothing as it relates to the Terms
of Union are al issue. If fhere
was, then the hon. member might
have a case. Rut as it happens,

there is nothing in the Terms of
Union which is being changed.

Secondly, to deal directly with
the point that the Government
House Leader made, opportunity to
debate is the issue and there have
been two Private Member's Pays in
which the railway has been debated.

MR. STMMS:
That 1is correct.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
There will be opportunity on
Private Member's Day, Question
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Period, Budget Debate far the hon.
membhers Lo get into this
completely.

MR. SIMMS:
lLots of opportunities.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

30 if there Was not an
opportunity, then obviously this
wottld have Lo apply. But Lhere
are opportunities. The Terms of
Union are nobk heing violated and,
therefore, the hon. memher's

submission is invalid,

SOME MHON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER (McNicholas):
Order, please!

I musk say T agree that there are
opportunities to debate this
matter in the Address in Rely and
the Budget Debate, So the matter
is not in order at this time.

Orders of the Day

MR. SIMMS:

Mr. Speaker, we will do a few
Lhird readings here, beginning
with Order 3 and going right down
Lo Order 18, We could perhaps
save a bit of time if there was
some  kind of an agreement to do
the third readings without the
Speaker having to go through each
individual one.

MR. TULK:
(Inaudible).

MR. SIMMS:

I want to do third readings.
There are about fifteen or sixteen
there and rather than have the
Speaker go through the ritual of
every single one, perhaps we could
agree to do third readings of
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bills outlined from Order 3 down
to Order 18.

MR. BARRY:
(Inaudible) Bi11l 147

MR. SIMMS:
Yes.

MR. BARRY:

Mr. Speaker, I would object to
that as a member of this House,
and I would point out that the
railway is going to be debatable
under this bill, which is An Ack
To Amend And Consolidate The Law
Relating To The Use And Operation
of Vehicles, and I insist wupon my
rights to debate Lhat.

MR. SIMMS:
We do not debate third readings
and this is a third reading.

MR. BARRY:
on third reading.

MR. SPREAKER:
The hon. the
Council.

President of the

MR. SIMMS:
Oorder 4.

MR. BARRY:
Order 3 was called, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SIMMS.
T did not call any order.

MR. BARRY:
Order 3 was called, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SIMMS:

It was nokt called. T did nok call
any order. I asked if there was
an agreement.

MR. BARRY:
A point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
A point of order, the hon. the
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member  for Mount Scio -~  Bell
Tsland,

MR. BARRY:

The Gouernment House Leader called
Order 3 and  asked that we deal
with them in order from Order 3.
This 1is before this House, Mr.
Speaker, and this cannot be now
changed by the Government House
Leader.

MR. SIMMS:
To the point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. Lhe
Leader.

Government House

MR. SIMMS:

T asked if there was an agreement,
or an understanding to do all
third readings starkting at Order 3
down to Order 18. There 1is no
agraement to do thalt so kherefore
the Government House Leader will
call Order 4.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. TULK:
To that point of order, Mr .
Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
To that point of order, the hon.
the member for Fogo.

MR. TULK:
Mr. Speakear, the hon. gentleman

clearly stated, and I think if
Your Honour reviews Hansard he
will see that he stated, 'I now
call Order 3 and I ask for
agreement to call all Orders to
Order 16.'°

MR. SIMMS:
Why wotld I bother that?

MR. TULK:
TF Your Honour cares to recess the
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House and look at Hansard, he will
see what the hon. gentleman did
say. That is exactly what he
said, so Order 3 has been called
before this House. What he 1s
trying to do is deny the member
for Mount Scio (Mr. Barry) the
right +to debate third readings.
@ knows he can do ik and he is
trying to move the order of the
House around.

SOME HHON., MEMRFRS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Government House
Leadar

MR. SIMMS:

Mr. Speaker, I will not stand for
that kind of nonsense and
foolishness by the hon. the member
for Fogo. Any other day the hon.
member would be asking me to do
precisely what I just suggested we
do! So, do not try to cover up or
try to kid the people, or the
people who are in the galleries
over these matters. These are
House maktters only.

AN HON. MEMBER:
You are afraid of it.

MR. STMMS:
Afraid of what?

SOME HOM. MEMBERS:
Afraid of (inaudible).

Ooh, oh!

MR. SIMMS:
Do not be so silly.

Anyway, Mr . Speaker, if Your
Honour wishes to recess that 1is
fine with me, I have no problem.
However, I would not have called
Order 3 and then gone on to ask
for agreement. I would have asked
in totality if there was an
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agreement to do third readings,
but if members want to filibuster
or create delays, it does not
matter to me. Your Honour can
certainly check 1t out. It does
not matter to me.

MR. SPEAKER:

T am going o recess For five
minutes to look exactly at the
conversalbtion,

Recess
MR. SPEAKER:
Order, pleasel
I am sorry about the delay. I

listened to the tape, but I wanted
to get a typed record of what was
actually said. I will read 1it, as
it is here:

"MR. SIMMS:

"Mr. Speaker, we will do a few
third readings here beginning with
Order 3 and going right down to
Order 18. MWe could perhaps save a
bit of time 1f there was some kind
of an agreement to do the third
readings with the Speaker having
to go through each individual one.™"

"MR. TULK:
"(Inaudihle)."

"MR. STMMS:

"I want to do third readings.
There are about fifteen or sixteen
there, and rather than have the
Speaker go through Lthe ritual of
every single one, perhaps you
could agree to do third reacdings
as they are outlined from Order 3
down to Order 18."

"MR. BARRY:
"(Inaudible) BRill 147?"

"MR. SIMMS:
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"MR. SPEAKER:
"“The hon. the member for Bell
Island."

"MR. BARRY:

"My,  Speaker, I would object to
that as & member of this House,
and I would point out that the
railway 1is going to be debatable
under this bill, which 1s AN Act
To Amend And Consolidate The Law
Relating To The Use and Operation
OF Vehicles, and T insist upon iny
rights to debate that."

UMR., SIMMS:
"We do not debate third readings
and this is a third reading."

"MR. BARRY:
"On third reading."

1 nust  rule that aclually that
order was not called. There was a
reference to calling from Oorder 3
to Order 18 and the hon. the
President of the Council said:
"We could perhaps save a hit of
ne if bhere was some kincd of an
agreement to do the third readings
without ithe Speaker having bto 4o
through each individual one."

Ns Far as I am concernad, that
order was not called.

We are back to Orders of the Day.

MR. SIMMS:

Due to some technical
difficulties, Mr. Speaker, I am
going to move to Order 4, to begin
with Order 4, just heginning.

MR. TULK:
A point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
A point of order, the hon. the
member for Fogo.

MR. TULK:
T

understand the hon. gentleman

L3224 June 20, 1988 Vol XL

now is reneging on his comnitment
to this House on Friday, and not
only Friday bul every day in the
last two or three weeks, that when
we sitarted on the Order Paper, if
we started to do second readings,
we would do second readings in
order; if we started to do third
readings, we would do them in
order: and if we did Committee of
the Whole, we would do that in
order,

1 wonder if the hon. gentleman has
gok some specific reason why he
does not want to do third reading
on Order No. 3. T wonder would it
have something to do, Mr. Speaker,
with that dastardly, sell out
agreement he made this moarning
with the federal government on the
railway.

SOME HON. MEMRERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. STMMS:

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon . the pPresident of the
Council.

MR. SIMMS:

No, Mr . Speaker, absolutely!

There 1is the imagination of the
hon. members opposite again going
wild.

The hon. member will alsao knouw,
and he should have been person
enough to admit it to the Speaker,
to the House, and to the people in
the gallery, that when we followed
that routine 1in the past couple of
weeks, there were also occasions
when we skipped over a particular
item, and I called what I wanted
to call for different reasons,
whatever the reasons would be.

Mr. Speaker, [ have not  said we
will not call Order 3. I have not
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said that. So members opposite
should not get +too excited. I
will call order 3 in due course,
Mr. Speaker.

Right now I have called Order 4.
So we can get on with some third
readings, and get on to some other
business.

MR. SPEAKFR:
To that point of order, there is
no point of order.

on motiaorn, & hill, "An Act
Respocting The Regulation of
Private Training Institutions, "
read a third time, ordered passed

and dts title he as on the Order
Paper., (8111 No. 2)

MR. SIMMS:
Order 5,

On motion, a bill, "An Act To
Amend The Hospitals Act, 1971,
read a third time, ordered passed
and its title be as on the Order
Paper. (Bill No. 19)

MR. SIMMS:
Order 7.

On motion, a bill, "An Act To
Amend The Newfoundland And
Labrador Hydro Act, 1975," read a
third time, ordered passed and its
title be as on the Order Paper.
(Rill No. 24)

MR. SIMMS:
Does the Leader of the Opposition
wish o make an intervention?

MR. WEILILS:
Yes .

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon, the
Opposition,

lLaader of the

MR. SIMMS:
Before we call the next Oorder?
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MR. WELLS:
No, before third reading of this
hill.

MR. SIMMS;
Which we did.

MR. WELLS:
Well, during third reading of the
bill.

MR. SIMMS:
Tt is done.  Third roeacding is done,

L s okay. U owill deal with 1t
later,

MR. SIMMS:
Mr. Speaker, we will justk Jump
right now to Order 9.

MR. BARRY:
Mr . Speaker, I would like to
debate that bill,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Mount Scio
— Bell Island.

MR. BARRY:
Mr Speaker, this is a bhill
designed to raise -

MR. SIMMS;
A point of order, Mr. Speakear.,

MR. SPEAKER:

A point of order, the hon. the
President of Lhe Council.

MR. SIMMS:

Mr. Speaker, jusk to a point of
order, because we need to have
clarificaltion on #his. TL is very
rare that we have debate on third
readings 1in this House, as the
hon. member and all hon. members
woulcd know, S0, I do not want
there to be a dangerous precedent
set  here which would, perhaps,
preoccupy us for the rest of our
lives 1in this Legislature. I am
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sure Your Honour would want.  to
consider the matter.

T will just give him & couple of
references. For example, from
Beauchesne's Fifkth Edition, Page
239, which deals with debate on
third reading stage. [t points
out, among other things, "When an
order of the Day for the third
reading of a bill is called, the
same type of amendments" - it
deals with amendments for a very
specific reason which I will
explain when I refer to Erskine
May - ‘which are permissible at
the secand reading stage are
permissible at the third reading
stage with the restriction that
they cannot deal with any matter
which is not contained in the
bill. "

S0 the matter for debale at third
reading, if there was ever debate
allowed and permitted under the
proper circumstances, which are
described in Erskine May, would he
very narrow and very Jimited.

It goes on to say, Mr. Speaker,
when it goes on to the other
reference, talking about how you
cannot contradict the principle or
the bill as adopted on second
reading, and certainly the third
reading stage of the hill s not
directly connected with any
provision of the bill. So the
debate has to be wvery narrow in
its scope.

Now, with respect to Erskine May,
which is perhaps the most
important reference here that the
member for Mount Scio, I am sure,
must have brushed over in
preparing for his opportunity to
debate, Erskine May's Eighteenth
Edition, Page 531 - Your Honour
will wank to  mark this  down
because I know he will want to
1ook abt it - wunder the paragraph
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dealing wii th debate on third
reading - this is the very
pertinent point:

"wWwhen a motion has bheen made for
the third reading of & bi1ll, the
question is put without debate
unless at least six members have
given notice of an amendment to
the question or he motion thak
the question be not put forthwith."

As far as I understand, M .
Speaker, there has hean no notice
given of any amendment or of any
other gquestion. Therefore,
according to Erskine May, the
question is put without debate.

Mr . Speaker, if the hon, the
member for Mount Scio - Rell
Tsland (Mr. Barry) wants to put
himself above Erskine May, that is
Fine, bhut T am passing 1t on to
Your Honour for your information
because you will want ko consider
this matter, no doubt, if members
opposite start vo kick up a big
fuss over this minor matter. They
may well want to do that.

There are other references there
in Erskine May which T will not
bore Your Honour with. If it
comes to having to present Further
arguments, we will do so.

MR. BARRY:
Mr. Speaker.

MR, SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Mount Scio
— Bell Island.

MR. BARRY:

There is only oane member in this
House I put ahead of Erskine May
and that is Your Honour, and
predecessors of Your Honour, Mr.
Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!
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MR. BARRY:

I ask Your Honour to check the
precedents of this House.. I have
been din this House long enough,
Mr. Speaker, to see a number of
debates on third readings and
never with any of this
gobbledegook the Government House
Leader was going on wikh today
about notices that the motion not
be put forthwith, or that there be

notice of an amendment, M,
Speaker . It has been treated tho
same as on second reading where
members gei up and youl Are

entitled to debate the principle
ofF the bill for a Ehird time.

Mr. Speaker, T would Tike o make
this point: While there is
obviously a reason for the games
the Government House Leader is
playing, Your  Honour has the

responsibility to protect the
prerogatives of all members and o
protect the Opposition, Mr .

Speaker, as part of the protection
of members of this House,

MR. SIMMS:
Who wish to waste time.

MR. BARRY:

If the Government House Leader is
successful  din his motion  here
today, it will have the effect of
hampering the Opposition 1in Future
from enjoying the prerogatives
they have had, and indeed that all
the members have had in the past
in this House, which has been to
debate the principle of the bill
on third reading.

Mr. Speaker, what is st that the
Government House Leader is
concerned abouytb? The Government
House Leader is trying to say that
the debate must bhe narrowu,

MR. SIMMS:
I am not saying 4t, FErskine May
anc Beauchesne are saying it
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MR. BARRY:

But you are asking the Speaker to
ignore that.

MR. SIMMS:

No .

MR. BARRY:

No, you are asking the Speaker to
pay attention to that. You want a
narrow debate. Why does he want a
narrow debate? Because he is
afraic A debate on the
Newfoundland Railway and the
agrecment.  anbered dinto will come
before this House today .

SOME_HON, MEMRERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:

Why, din heaven's name, are they
afraid to debale the agreement on
the Newfoundland Railway if they
are proud of it as they say?

SOME HON. MEMBERS;

Hear, hear!

MR. TULK:
They want to railroad the railway.

MR. SIMMS:

We are going to. This has nothing
to do (inaudible),

MR. BARRY:

The member for Fogo (Mr. Tulk)
macl e A good point. They are
trying to railroad the railroad
through this House, or out of this
House. They are trying to
railroad the Opposition, Mr .
Speaker, and they are trying to
railroad  this House lo avoid a
proper debate.

There 1is debate on third reading
of Lhis bill and we want to
participate in that debate Fully.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!
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Third reading of a bill, "An Act
To Amend The Insurance Companies
Tax Act," 1is the bill which has
heen called.

The hon. the member for Mount Scio
Baell TIsland.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:
Mr. Speaker, this 1s a direct -

DR. COLLINS:
My, Speakear.

MR. SPEAKER:
Oorder, please!

The hon. the Minister of Health.

MR. BARRY:
This is scandalous.

DR. COLLINS:

A point of order, just for
¢clarification. The hon., House
Leader raised a point of order and
then the hon. member gpoke Lo k.
T am not sure if Your Honour has
ruled on thal point of order.

MR. SPEAKER:
The debate on third reading is in
order.

DR. COLLINS:
Your Honour has made a ruling?

MR. SPEAKER:
Yes.

MR. DINN:
We did not know that.

AN HON. MEMBER:
It is?

MR. DAWE:
That is the first time -

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
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Oh, ohl

MR. BARRY:

The former Minister of Finance,
Lhe Minister of Health (D,
Collins) will have to learn the
rules and T hope he does not try
to learn them from the GCovernment
Hose leaader.

Mr. Speaker, this bill is an act
designed Lo wmake more efficient
the collection of tax revenue in

Lhis Province. T is an act ko
modify the process of tax
assessmenk. Mr., Speaker, one has

to ask why should government make
the process of Eax assessment more
efficient?

MR. SIMMS:
On a point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
A point of order, the hon. the
president of the Council.

MR. SIMMS:

Mr . Speaker, I am trying to
determine whal il is we are doing
here. I think you yourself said
the debate is on An Act To Amend
The Insurance Companies Tax Act?

MR. RARRY:
Right! Right! Right!

MR. SIMMS:

The Insurance Companies Tax Act
deals with filed tax returns that
differ -in amount froin the audibted
returns. Presumably the debate
must be narrouly kept to that
particular point. I get the
feeling that the horn. member
opposite wants to play a few more
games .

MR. EFFORD:
You do not know, do you?

MR. SIMMS:
Oh yes, [ do. T can read his mind
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very easily.

I was not quikte sure whether the
hon. member was starting to stray
a 1ittle bit  from the third
reading part of the bill, Mr,
Speaker, or not, because he should
not be permitted to do that.

MR. SIMMONS:
Mr Speaker, Lo that point of
order,

MR. SPFAKFR:
f'o that poink of order, ithe hon.
the member for Fortune - Hermitage,

MR. STIMMONS:

Mr, Speaker, T understand the
nervousness of the gentleman for
Grand Falls (Mr. Simms) din bthal he
is at the point of reading the
. nel nefore the gentleman For
Mount Scio -~ Bell Island (Mr.
darry) even says what 4is on the
ming,

Now, Mr. Speaker, there is another
reference in 8Seauchesne -

MR. SIMMS:
(Inaudible) my taxes old boy.

AN HON. MEMBER:
Oh, ohl

MR. SIMMONS:

I know he is hurting, and
sometimes when he hurts he gebs
dirty. I understand that,

Now, Mr. Speaker, in Reauchesne
there 1is another reference and it
is on the top of page 221 of the
Fifth Fdition. Tk is  Paragraph
712 (5), "Third Reading - The
purpose of the third reading is to
review the bill in its final form
after the shaping it has receivecd
in its earlier stages "

MR. SPEAKER:
What page is that?
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MR. SIMMONS:

It is Paragraph 712 (5), page
221. The top of 221, "Third
Reading - The purpose of the third
reading is to review the bill 1in
its final form." I submit that
that is exactly what the gentleman
for Mount Scio - Bell Island 1is
doing. He dis reviewing the bill.
The gentleman for Grand Falls
never gave him a chance to enter
into the review because he decided
to start being clairvoyant about
the whole thing. The fact is we
have some 1licence here 4in this
review if we are to ensure that
this Jegislation in <its final form
is the kind of legislation that
will serve the Province well.

MR. SPEAKER:

To that point of order, there is
no point of order. As was pointed
out just a moment ago, "The
purpose of the kthird reading is to
review the bill in its final Form
after bthe shaping it has received
in its earliest stages." T would
ask the hon. wmember to keep his
remarks to that.

The hon. the member for Mount Scio
-~ Bell TIsland.

MR. BARRY:
Absolutely, Your Honour, The
point T am trying to make 1is this

bill dis designed to make more
efficient, to streamline the
assessment and collection of
Laxes . T was about to say, we

have to ask for what reason the
administration would be interested
in streamlining the assessment and
collection of taxes.

MR. STIMMS:
Involving dinsurarnce companies, and
thal -is all,

MR. RARRY:

Well, oﬁﬁiously, Mr. Speaker, they
are going to have to pay to -

No. 59 R3229



SOME _HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Oorder, please!

MR. BARRY:

Mr . Speaker, the insurance
companies are going Lo have to pay
tax. Under this act, they have to

pay tax.

MR. SIMMS:
They already pay tax.

MR. BARRY:

Mr. Speaker, T ask Your Honour to
protect me from interjections so I
can make a few points here before
my time is up . I ask the
Government House Leader %o obhey
the rules of the House.

AN HON. MEMBER:
You have (inaudible).

MR. BARRY:

Yes, but ten of those minutes are
already gone. I am going to need
at least half an hour to debate
what I want to debate.

Now, Mr. Speaker, we are dealing

wikh the assessment of tax. Why
will the Province need Lo improve
the efftciancy of its fax

collection?

MR. SIMMS:

To fix the highroads, I suppose.

MR. BARRY:
Absolutely, Mr.
Absolutely!

Speaker!

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMS:
A point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!
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MR. BARRY:
Absolutely! To
highway!

maintain the

MR. SPEAKER:
A point of order, the hon. the
president of the Council.

MR. SIMMS:

Now that the hon. the member For
Mount Sc¢io nas admitted, has
confessed that what he wants to
ralk aboul: is the highroads and
fixing the highways, that,
obuiously, Mr. Speaker, 1is tokally
out of order. It has nothing to
do with this particular Bill.

MR. BARRY:
No, no, no!

MR. SIMMS:

This bill talks about notices of
assessment ilssued only where filed
tax return differs in amount from
audited return. It has nothing to
do with highroads, nothing to do
with highways, nothing Fo do with
maintainance of highroads or
highways, and he has now admitted
that is the game he is trying to
play. IFf T were Your Honour, I
would not let him trick me like
thal.

MR. TULK:
To that point of order, M,
Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
To that point of order, the hon.
the member For Fogo.

MR. TULK:

The hon. gentleman seems to be
awfully edgy or upset about
something. The hon. gentleman
should get this through his mind:
wWwhat the hon. gentleman down here
is talking about is the efficiency
of collecting taxes and how
important efficlency 1s, and he
said something about highways . of
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important to
important Lo

course, it is
highways, it is
hospitals.

MR. BARRY:
i did not say that. The
Government House Leader said it.

MR. TULK:
He said that,

MR. BARRY:
Sure,

MR. TULK:
Yes, he said that ik WA s
important,

MR. BARRY:
I agreed wikh him.

MR. TULK;

- and we agree, We agree the
efficiency of the governmenl: Lo
collect taxes is important

hecause, depending on how
efficient the government is, that
means  how much money Chey will
have .

Now, Mr. Speaker, we know what the
hon. gentleman Hs really uptight
about. He dis afraid the hon.
gentleman from  Mount Scio is
somehow going to  mention the
railroading of the railroad
through this Legislature. That is
what he is really scared of, Mr.
Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

Order, please!

I have not had an opportunity of
hear-ing the hon. member but T
would again repeat what I said:
"The purpose of third reading s
to review the bill 4n its Final
Form after the shaping it has
received in dits earlier stagesg "
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Dealing with the highroads, I know
the hon. member jusk repeated what
the President of the Council said,
but that would be getting away
from the substance of this
particular bill.

The hon. the member for Mount Scio.

MR. BARRY:
Mr. Speaker, it 1is highly unusual,
of course, Ffor Your lonour ko be
asked to make preliminary rulings
on a member of this House, on his
feelings, on what he might be
getting +dinto and what he might
propose to get into. And again, I
thought T heard the Government
House Leader, earliepr this
aflerncon, Mr, Speaker, say Lhere
were lots of opportunities forpr us
on the Order Paper to debate -

AN HON. MEMBER:

(Inaudible).

MR. RARRY:
Can [ mention the word, I wonder?
Can I get away with mentioning the
NewfFoundTand Railway? Can I
mention that there will bhe lots of
opportunities to debate it, Me,
Speaker? He did not want to block
or interfere with our
opportunities to debate it.

Well, now, Mr. Speaker, what I am
debating here is this bill. Tt is
a very significant bill. It 1is a
three-liner, Mr. Speaker, and it
is going to add the words, 'when
the amount of the +tax has heen
altered'.

Mr, Speaker, what is the
significance of altering the tax
the dnsurance companies are going
Lo pay? The significance ds
members opposite are going to bhe
able ko increase the Lax. Tt can
go up or it can go down. IFf they
are going to alter ik, 4k is going
to go one way or the othepr. Now,
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which way are they going to go?
Are they going to go down, Mr.
Speaker? They will go down if
they do not permil debate in this
House on the Newfoundland
Railway. They will go down, Mr.
Speaker, but which way will the
Lax qo?

Mr. Speaker, T think the insurance
companies of this Province are
entitled to know and T khink Lhe
general public of this Province 1is
onlitled to know, ULhat their tax
and the taxes of the people in
thiis Province are not going Lo ¢o
down ouver the next few years,

One reason they are not going ho
go down is because of an agreement
that was signed today, agreed to
today .

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:

Mr . Speaker, does Your Honour
realize your taxes gqo Lo
maintaining the Trans—Canada
Highway, for example? The taxes
of the insurance companies go to
maintaining the Trans-Canada
Highway .

Mr . Speaker, talk aboul
insurance! hWhen the dangerous

goods, +that the member for Burgeo
- Bay d'Espoir raised today, start
travelling the highway, T do not
know if we are going to have too
many insurance companies left by
the time they start paying out for
the fatalities and the accidenls
that are going to occur.

AN HON. MEMBER:
What are you talking aboutb?

MR. BARRY:

I am talking, Mr. Speaker, about
the fackt that we are going to have
a greater insurance risk for
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people travelling our highways
when +he dangerous goods from the
Newfoundland railway get on those
highways.

MR. DAWE:

What are you talking about?

MR. RARRY :
Mr. Speaker, bhat is what 1s going
to happen.

AN HON. MEMBER:
What kind of goods?

MR. BARRY:

We will talk about chemlcals, Mr.
Speaker.,

MR. DAWE:
Which ones different from what is
on the highways now?

MR. BARRY:

Mr. Speaker, there is going to be
20 per cent by wmembers -

MR. DAWE:
Name one.

DR. COILLINS:

A point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

A point of order, the hon. the
Mimister of Health.

DR. COLIING:

Mr, Speaker, Your Honour has ruled
there may be debate an this point
on this hbill din third reading.
There is no problem wilth that.
But Your Honour did not rule, and
he was nol required to rule at
that point, on the width of the
debate. That is my point of order
now.

MR. BARRY:

The width 1is a narrow gaude, &
narrow gauge,
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SOMEF HON. MEMRERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMS:
They were not Jlaughing at you a
year adqo were they, leo?

DR. COILLINS:

What I am suggesting 1is the hon.
member now is not debating as he
should din third reading. He 1is
now debating as he should have 1in
second reading. In other words,
he ds going back in & very broad
way to the principle of the bill.

Mr. Speaker, T put it ~Ffor vyour
consideration, if that happens, we
are in a very difficult situation,
because, in essence, we will have
two  debates on the principle of
the bill, All members can only
speak once on thoe principle of the
bill. If they can speak once on
the principle of the bill in
second reading and then they can
speak once on the principls of Lthe
bill dn Lhird reading, to  my
information that. s a Lotally
strange parliamentary situation.

For that reason, ifF thera is
debate 1in the third reading, it
has to he not on fthe principle of
the bill, but it has to be much
narrower than that, it has to bhe
on a specific point that is in the
bill HAtself. Otherwise, we will
he repeating the second stage
reading, which  would he quite
outside the bounds of British
parliamentary practice.

80 T would say, Mr. Speaker, that
the hon. member has transgressed
the limits to which he should be
debating, as Your Honour has
permitted him ke do, 1in  Ehird
reading and he is getting into the
limits that apply to sacond
reading. He should be called to
order,
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MR. BARRY:
To Ehat point.  of
Speaker.

order, M.

MR. SPEAKER:

To that point of order, the hon.
the member for Mount Scio - Rell
ILsland.

MR. BARRY:

Mr, Speaker, there are highly
unusual interjections from members
opposite, from the Government
House leader. One has to ask, why
is that happening?

MR. STIMMS:

Because you will not let us get on
with kthe business of the House.

MR. BARRY:

It dis obviously to try and stifle
debate by members on this side of
the House on a matter that has
coma up.

DR. COLILINS:
He is just debating parliamentary
procedure, that is all.

MR. SIMMS:

We would bhe on Order 3 now if he
had not wasted so much time. We
would have been back ko it by now.

MR. BARRY:

Yes, we will be on Order 3, Mr.
Speaker, the day members have
agreed the House 1s going to
close. We will be on oOrder 3, Mr.
Speaker, that day, whenever that
may  be, bthree weeks or a month.
There were interjections, Mr,
Speaker.

MR. SIMMS:

A point of privilege, Mr. Speaker.

MR. BARRY:
I am speaking Lo a point of order.

MR. STMMS:

You would not say it. I thought
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you were going on for hours and
hours in debate.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Mount Scio
- RBell Island.

MR. BARRY:

Mr. Speaker, it would he a lot
casier For me to keep to the wmain
thrust of this bill and to the
points raised by the Minister of
Health's point of order, 1if there
were nol these interjections from
members opposite.

ns Far as bthe point of order s
concerned, M, Speaker, T am
talking abouk this phrase: "When
the amount of the tax has bheen
altered." T am talking ahout, why

is the administration's concern
about altering tax For the
insurance companies of this

Province? Now, Mr. Speaker, this
is a bill to increase taxation.

MR. LUSH:
It is almost unlimited.

AN HON. MEMBER:
Decrease the number of (inaudible).

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. BARRY:

Mr. Speaker, [ an s1t411 on Lhe
point of order. The point I am
trying ko nake is thal. members
oppousite are continuing to object
so as ko Gtake away my right Lo
debate this bill as I am entitled
Lto.

MR. SIMMS:
A point of order, Mr. Speaker.

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

MR. SIMMS:

Ohviously, the hon. member has
gotten off on the wrong foot
here. It 1is evident from what he
just said two minutes ago, 'We
will be on Order 3 on the day that
we adjourn here.'

I said forty-five minutes  &go,
that T was going bto proceed on to
do the other third readings and
Chat T would  come hack Lo Order
3. I said that in due course I
would be back Lo Orcder 3.

MR. RARRY:
Iin duae course.

MR. SIMMS:

—ee

Yes.

MR. BARRY:
When is that?

MR. SIMMS:

As soon as we finish Lthe other
third readings. Would that make
the hon. member happy? Because
that 1is what I said forty-five
minutes Aago.

MR. BARRY:
Will that be this afterncon?

MR, SIMMS:

Assuming you do not. dinterrupt,

SOME HON. MFMBERS:
Oh, ohl

MR. STMMS:

Oh, no, Mr. Speaker, I make an
agreement., unlike the hon. members
opposite, I will make an
agreement, if we can do the other
third readings -

MR. BARRY:

I am not cancerned about that.
Mr. Speaker, can T debate the bill
that is before the House?
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MR. SIMMS:

- down to Order No. 18, T wiill
call Order 3 as the last oane,
absolutely.

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

MR. SIMMS:
I am  just
obviously he has
what I have said.

saying it hecause
misinterpreted

MR. SPEAKER:

To that point of order, I would
again refer hon. members o  the
quote that I read some time ago.
This debate should be confined to
a very narrow debate, and we are
debating An  Act To  Amend The
Insurance Companies Tax Act, I
think it s stretching it very
much to say that if one increases
or decreases tax it 1is going to
effect railway or highways or
anything. Obviously things are
effected by the taxes, but what we
are doing here 41s debating third
reading on this particulap aspect,
Lthe dnsurance, T would ask the
hon. member to confine his remarks
Lo bhat .

MR. BARRY:

Yes, Mr. Speaker. Can I speak
about insurance, Your Honour? lLat:
us balk about dnsurance for a
while,

Let us talk about in fifteen
years, Mr. Speaker, as a result of
the agreement signed by the
members opposite, when members are
in this House, Mr . Speaker,
considering how to deal with Cthe
escalating rate of insurance 1in
this Province because of the
damage to motor wvehicles riding
over a Trans-Canada Highway thakt
the Province cannot afford to
maintain. Can I talk aboub +hat

insurance, under The Insurance
Companies Tax AQct?
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If I cannot speak about taxes, Mr,
Speaker, let me Lalk about
insurance.,

The submission I am making here,
M. Speakaer, and it g a
submission the member for
Bellevue, Mr. Speaker,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. BARRY:

Mr . Speaker, if T could Fust
briefly deal with the increased
insurance this present  agreement
entered into today 1is going to
result in for this Province.

AN HON. MEMBER:

(Inaudible).

MR. BARRY:
No, increased insurance,

Because what has happened, Mr.
Speaker, is that the Government of
Canada has been Tlet off the hook
in a big way. There has been a
sell ouk of the NeuwiFoundTand
Railway .

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. wmember +is not 1in ordar,
He is getting away from the
substance of this particular bill.

MR. BARRY:
Well, Your Honour, T am going Lo
ask for Your Honour's protection
and I am going to ask for the same
liberty to be given to all members
of this House, to be permitted to
say enough about their 1line of
thought to let Your Honour
understand fully whether my
compents are on this bill or not.

Your Honour, [ am talking about

insurance. I am talking about the
fact that if the highways of Ehis
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Provuince are not maintained as
they should be by government, that
is going ko result 1in increased
insurance, Mr. Speaker. That
relates directly to The Insurance
Companies Tax Act. It relates to
whether insurance companies will
be wviable, as to whether there
will be any need for this act, for
amending this clause in the form
that it is proposed to amend it.

Will Ethe “insurance companies of
this Province be able to bear the
burden? Will the general public
he able to bear the burden, Mr.
Spoaker, of the increasead
insurance that is going to result
when Lhe Trans -Canacda Highway in

fifteen years will not he
maintained because Fherpe will not
be enough dollars in the

provincial  kreasury bo  maintain
it, Mr. Speaker.

MR. PATTERSON:
You do not know what will be in
the treasury in fifteen years, hoy .

MR. BARRY:

et us talk about what will be 1in
the treasury, Mr . Speaker, in
fifteen years and what will have
to be raised From insurance
companies and others.

What dis going into the treasury
today from the Government of
canada amounkts, Mr. Speakaer, o
Jass than $300 million for the
Trans -Canada  Highwiay jtsalf. T
believe the Premier discussed
something about the cost  of $2
hillion. Ts Lhat the figure that
4+t wonld take to properly double
the Trans--Canada Highway?

MR. SPENKER:
Order, please!

rhe. hon. member is straying From
this particular hill.
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Mr . Speaker, we are seeing
something in Cthis House today that
I thought we would never see. We
are seeing an attempt to stifle,
block, impede, and prevent debate

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:

----- on a matlter, Mr. Spaaker, which
is of significance to the people
ofF this Province, which 18 not
irrelevant, which relates to the
Faxes, which relates ro nsurance,
which relates ko Lhe insurance
companiaes of this  Province, and
which relates to why this bill
should be amended 1o include the
words, 'when the amount of the tax
is heing altered'.

Taxes will have to be altered for
insurance companies, Mr. Speaker,
in order to pay for the
maintenance of  the Trans-Canada
Highway, because the Government of
Canada 1s not going to he paying
for the maintenance of the
Trans—-Canada Highway, hecause, Mr.
Speaker, there is less than $300
million in today's dollars cowing
fFrom the Government of Canada for
the Trans-Canada Highway.

Does Your Honour know what the
cost Lo the federal Lreasury has
hean last year and year hefore for
mainkaining the NewfFoundland
railway? Approximately $60
milTlion.

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!

The hon. member 15 again straying
from ‘the narrow confines of the
third reading of this b1l

The hon. the member For Mount Scio
- 8ell TIsland.
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MR. BARRY:

Your Honour, if this is The
[nsurance Companies Tax Act and iF
I am talking about the fact that
there are only $300 million going
into the coffers of this
government. from Lhe GCovernment of
Canada, we are entitled, Your
Honour, to  ask  when will the
Province have to start increasing
the taxes, altering the Laxes of
irsurance companies, in order to
help pay For the maid ntenance of
the Trans-Canada Highway?

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hearpr!

What we are seeing, Mr. Speaker,
is the Government of Canada, which
right now is paying out  $60
million in transportation for this
Province a year being let off the
hook -

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. member 14s not confining
himself to this bill. The hon.
maember  appears Lo e taking an
opportunity of debating the
railway which s not being debated
at the present time,

The hon. the member for Mounl Scio
- Rell Tsland.

MR. BARRY:

Mr . Spegier, I realize it would he
an  horrendous thing to debate the
railway and the tearing up of the
Terms of Union relating to the
railway, but, Mr. Speaker, that is
not what I am debating.

I am debating the Insurance
Companies Tax Act and I am
submitting to Your Honoupr thak the
taxes for dinsurance companies in
this Province are going to have to
be increased, altered. I am
submitting to Your Honour Lhat Eax
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is going to have Lo he altered and
it is going to have to be altered
Hp .

T am  entitled, Your  Honour, I
helieve, as a member of Lthisg
House, wilh respeck Lo aex plain my
reasons why I believe the tax of
insurance  companies ds going Lo
have to be altered up .

The reason it 1is going to have to

be altered up Mg because the
amount of money paid by the
Government of Canada to improve

the highway is nok anougf .

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:

It is approximately five years of
what they are paying now, Five
vears of the deficit of the
railway.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, pleaseo!

SOME HON. MEMRERS:
Hear, hear!

DR. COLI.INS:
Mr. Speakar.

MR. SPENKFER:
Order, please!

The hon., the Ministraep of Health,

DR. COILIINS:

Mr. Speaker, the hon. member makes
a statement that he Ffeelg he has
the right to broaden this debate,
and T have absolutely no doubt he
feels that way, but in this House
a member's prights . are determined
by Your Honour. Unless Your
Honour's ruling is challenged 4in
some way, we abide by what Your
Honour rules +in that regard, Your
Honour has ruled that no matter
what the hon. member feels he has

No. 59 R3237



a right to do in termns of this
debate, Your Honour has ruled that
he must confine himself precisely
to the narrow wording of this bill
in third reading. Your Honour has
clearly ruled that and unless the
hon. member accepts that, he .is
actually challenging Your Honour's
ruling and that would be out of
order.

To  that point of
Hanour.

order, Your

MR. SPLEAKER:
To that point of order.

MR, BARRY:

T would never challenge Your
Honour bubt T would be happy Lo
challenge the interpretation of
the rules presently given hy Ghe
Minisler of Health (Dr. Collins).

Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to see
some people from Port aux Rasques
in the gallery.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. BARRY:

Mr, Speaker, to the point of
order., They, 1like everybody else
in this Province, must he amazed
by the way in which the Minister
of Health 1s trying to  block
debate.

MR. SPEAKKER:
Order, please!

T am prepared to rule on that
point of order.

The hon. the Minister of Health
rose on a point of order and Uthe
point is well taken. I have
menltioned bto the hon. mamber on At
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least three occasions that he was
straying from the narrow confines
of this bill and, 1if he continues
to do that, I will certainly rule
him out of order.

The hon. the member For Mount Scio
- Bell Island.

MR. BARRY:

7, VYour Honour, intend to keep
trying. T am only human and I
cannot foresee Your Honour how far
the rules today are going to Dbe
changed from the way in which
mambers  have bheen permitted o0
previous occasions to explain
their reasons for & gubmission
bhey give Lo this House

[ have difficulty in Foreseeing
Your Honour's rulings with respect
o ny  humble atlempls Lo give Ay
reasons, Your Honour, but, of
course, T will listen to your
rulings and I will now go hack Lo
trying o deal with Ehis bhill
which talks about altering the
forms  relating  to  the taxes of
insurance companies.

It does not matter, I can speak *to
either taxes or insurance. T
would 1like to speak to hoth. 1
attempted to point out that
insurance rates are going to go up
if the Trans—Canada Highway 1is not
maintained, Mr. Speaker, and taxes
are going to go up if the present
administration cannot afford to
maintain the Trans -Canada Highway.

If this does not relate ko
insurance ard Laxaes into The
Insurance Companies Tax Act, Your
Honour, well, T will do the best I
can once more to try and relate it
to Lhat bill.

When the Government of Canada pays
only five years deficit on the
railway, and gets of f the hook
after paying only five YRArS
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deficit on the railway, Mr,
Speaker, then members opposite
cannot be vaery proud of the

agreement that they have signed.

MR. DAWE:
What hook are they on?

MR. BARRY:
The hook that the Government of
Canada is Ol is Lo mee the
deficitl of the railway every year.

MR. DAWE :
No, they are not on thatr hook ,

——

Mr. Speaker, I refer the member
opposite to -

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. member is out of order in
the way he is debating this bi11,

MR. BARRY:

Well, Your Honour, again, I have
always understood it Fo a practice
of this House for members in the
course of debalke, if they are
improperly interrupted, contrary
to the rules by members opposile,
to attempt in an aside to deal
with that inkerruption again, Mp.
Speaker . That is &)l I wanted to
tlo .,

T wan bad Lo roafaor lhe Formar
Mindister of Transportation to a
statement by Lhe hon. FEpik Nielson
when he was the Government House
Leader for the Government ofF
Canada where he confirmed the
Government of Canada recognized a

legal obligation under the
Constitution to maintain the
Newfoundland Railway. The
Government of Canada recognized

that constitutional obligation.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please! Order, please!
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The hon, the member 1is oul of
order,

MR. BARRY:
Okay, Mr. Speaker, that was just
to  deal with the Former Minister
of Transportation's point.

N, i T conld  jusk 4o  on,
whether or not there is a
constilutional obligation, Mr.
Speaker, the fact remains is that
i he Government: of Canada Was

prepared to consider that there
was  and Lhey were praepared to pay
an amount, Mr. Speaker, Lo  get
them off the hook.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. member is out of order, .
He 1is dealing with a completely
different matter. We are dealing
wikh thiprd reading, "An Act To
Amend The Insurance Companies Tax
Act . "

MR. BARRY:

Okay, Mr. Speaker, I will get back
ko k. O am dealing with money,
Mr. Speaker, and I am dealing with
taxas and T am dealing with, Mmp.
Speaker, the fact that there is
only $7 willion going to Port aux
Rasques,

MR. SPEAKFR:
Order, please!l

The hon. member is out of order in
dealing with the agreement of
Loday . Tt has absolutely nothing
directly associated with "An Act
To Amend The TInsurance Companies
Tax Act".

MR. BARRY:

Yes, Your Honour, again T have not
had the opportunity to Ffinish my
sentence because what I was trying
to say is that insurance taxes and
payments under The Tnsurance
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Companies rax Act, although ik
might be paid directly by
companies, they collect it Ffrom
the general public, Mr. Speaker.
50 thak, residents all around this
Province, in Port au Basques, in
Bishop's Falls, in SEt. John's, ‘in
various railroad communities and
communities where there are no
railroads - pretty soon there will
be no railroads anywhere, Mr .
Speaker - but right now I Jjust
give you, For example, &the three
main railroad communities, I
suppose, and point out that
although there will be money
coming into those commund lies,
there will also be money going out
in taxes, Mr. Speaker, or payments
to insurance companies.

When one considers there is $7
mill:ion going into say, for
axample, a community like Bishop's
Falls or Port aux Rasques, taxes
are going Lo go  up For the
residents of these communities,
Mr. Speaker, not only insurance
taxes, but other taXxes, personal
income tLtax if, Mr. Speaker, the
Province cannot afford to maintain
the Trans-—-Canada Highway because
they never had a good enough deal.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
That is right! Hear, hear!

MR. PEACH:
Legal fees will not go up.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
oh, oh!

MR. BARRY:
No, legal fees are pretty good
right nou.

MR. STMMS:
on & point of
Spaaker.

privilege, Mr .

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!
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4 point of order, the hon. the
President of the Council.

MR. SIMMS:
Mr. Speaker, 1 an on 4 point of
privilege.

MR. SPEAKER:
A poinkt of privileqge, the hon. the
president of the Council.

MR. SIMMS:

Racause 1kt 1s very ¢clear to me,
Mr. Speaker, that the hon. the
member for Mounkt S¢io < Rall
Island (Mr. Barry) 1s hreaching
tthe privileges of all members of
this hon. House.

SOMFE HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMS:
Your Hopour has ruled the member
out of order at least on seuven

aceasions. M. Spaaker,
irregardless of the fact that they
wan i o play politics hecause

there are some people in  the
gallery thay want Lo try ko wmake
an impression on, -

AN HON. MEMBER:
Trrespective.

MR. SIMMS:

_ irrespective of all of that, 1is
the Fact that the rules of the
House must be followed . I am
surprised that members opposite
and the House Leader (Mr.  Tulk)
opposite 18 allowing Fhis to
continue because clearly the hon.
member is  showing disrespect for
the authority of the Chair by
continuously speaking outside to
this particular hill, outside of
Lhe parameters of this bill.

Mr. Speaker, it is important that
everybody . knows what the purpose
of the bill is. The purpose of
the amendment 1is to require that
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notices of assessment be issued
only where the filed tax return of
the dnsurance company differs 1in

amount  fron  the audited return,
At present, notices of assessment
are sent  to all companies which

file a return.

MR. RARRY:
That is exactly what T am Lalking
about

MR. STMMS .

That is all this act says,
Nothing else! TL has to do with
the return, the form, Lhat is sent
in by the insurance company -
not.hing to do with railways,
nothing to do wi th highways,
nothing Lo do with anything else!

Surely, Mr, Speaker, in the
parliamentary references and
guides when they Falk about the
debate on third reading being very
narrow and limited to this
particular aspect of the bill,
there 1is no better example of
abuse of that particular ruling
and that particular parliamentary
reference and tradition than what
the hon. wember for Mount Scio 1is
trying to do. He 1is simply trying

to  play polilics with ik,  Mr.
Speaker, Nothing more! Nothing
less!

T have indicated already +9f he
wants to do it under The Highway
Act, or whatever it is, it might
be a bit more relevant, perhaps it
might be. T said we would do that
if we got through the other third
readings, bult  he conltinues Lo
abuse the rules of the House,
continues Lo abuse Your Honour's
authority, which I find to be most
distasteful, quite frankly. L am
ashamed of a member who stands up
and shows disrespeck for the
authority of the Chair.

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:
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You should be ashamed of your own
agreement .

MR. SIMMS:

We are not ashamed of our ouwn
agraaemenl:, Do not be so foolish,
my son, about the agreement! We

are proud of the agreement, and we
will show it, too, before the time
s over.

SOME HON., MEMRERS:
Hear, hear!

MR, STIMMS:

Hon. members will be burned by
this, you need not ROy,

SOME_HON. MEMBERS:

Oh, oh!

MR. SIMMS:

You see, Mr. Speaker! Do you see
what they are attempting to do?
They are attempting to use this
particular bill, or whatever other
bill they can find, to get into a
debate on the railway agreement.
I have said there are going to be
lots of opportunities for that. I
am going to be calling the budget
debate, which is wide open. f
the hon. members want to do it
under Order 3, T sadid they could
do that. No problem! But surely,
Mr. Speaker, 4k  has absolutely
nothing to do with The Insurance
Compainies Tax Aol That -is an
abuse of Lhe rules and il
certainly is an affront  to Youpr

Honour's authority. I suggest
Your Honour cimplement the okher
reference that i's in the

parliamentary referances; +4if the
hon. member continues, if the hon.
member  will  not  Tisten ‘o your
ruling, then Your Honour can order
the hon. member to take his seat.
And that would be the appropriate
thing to do.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!
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T am satisfied there is no point
of privilege.

The hon. member 1is consistently

and persistently continuing a
debate that I have said 1is out of
arder, Now, i1f the hon. member

starts that, I will ask him to sit
down: If he continues, I am going
to name the hon. member.

The hon. the member For Mount Scilo
~— Rell Island.

MR. BARRY:

Mr. Speaker, I have great respect
far Your Honour and great respecth
for the rules of this House. All
T ask, Mr. Speaker, i1g that they
be applied fairly and evenly and
equally to auvarybody.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:

T will say to Your Honour that I
have acceptad Your Honour's
ruling, but I do not helieve that
T have been straying From what T
am entitled to debate on this
bill. 1 will try and reword my
remarks to fall within Your
Honour's criteria. T have
difficulty, because I am not sure
what the criteria 1is, because 1t
is not normal to set out criteria.

MR, SIMMS:
He is playing games, now.

MR. BARRY:

T wonder who started playing games
today? wWhen he started off, he
wanted to go through from Order 3
in order, and then suddenly
realized we could debate the
Newfoundland Rallway on order 3
and yanked it back, Mr. Speaker.
Who was playing games thaen?

SOME HON. MIMBERS:
Right on! Right on!
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MR, BARRY:

Mr. Speaker, the Government House
lLeader gol caught oul. He forgot
we could debate third readings of
bills. e youermnent House
Leader got caught out, and he 1is
now trying Lo make Your Honour an
accomplice to bailing him out of
his embarrassment, because he is
afraid to debate the Newfoundland
Railway in this House.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
That is right.

MR. BARRY:

nnd he +is ashamed of the little
money they got for tearing up The
Terms of Union and getting rid of
the Newfoundland Railway. That 1s
the only reason thab he will not
debate 1it.

MR. TORIN:
A point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

n o point of order, bthe hon. the
Minister of Social Services.

MR. TORIN:

I have sat through nost of Lhe
debate this afternoon listening to
whall is going on, and again the
member  for Mount Scio - Bell
Tsland 1is involued in the Terms of
Union and the railway which 1s not
relevant to the debate, as Your

Honour has ruled on several
occasions in  terms o Ff the hon.
member. He 1is continuing to do
it, Mr . Speaker, despite your

ruling, and I ask that he be
brought to order.

MR. BARRY:
To that point of
Spaaker.

order, M.

MR, SPEAKER:
To Irhe point of order, bthe hon.
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the member Ffor Mount Scio - Bell
Island.

MR. RARRY:

Again I have to say that the
member for Burin - Placentia West
did a good job for the people of
Petit Forte, Mr. Speaker, who I
had  the honour to represent., in
getting & road to Petit Forte
under that agraamnent, hut he
should consider the cost to all
the  Province and  notl Just  lhe
benefils of his constituents.

For  example, when we gel Lo Lhe
retadl sales tax, which Lhe
Gavernmeni  House Leader skipped
over, we will gel a chance to +talk
about retail sales lLax, But: now
we are talking about insurance
companies taxes and they are going
to have to go up because members
opposite did not gek enough money
for tearing up the Terms of Union,
did nok  get enough money for
railroading the railroad.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

There is no point of ordep.

The hon. the membher for Mount Scio
- Bell TIsland,

MR. BARRY:
Thank you, Your Honour,

I realize Your Honour is being pul
in a difficult position, but T ask
Your Honour 1o keep din mind that
the precedents Lhat are sat here
in ruling what dis in order and
what s not in order on third
reading, will exist for this House
For all time.

MR. CALIAN:
(Tnaudible) .

MR. BARRY:
Mr. Speaker, I am delighted to
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hear from the member for Bellevue,
because last vyear he had the
opportunity to second a motian
asking for the preservation of the
Newfoundland Railway.

SOME HOM. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:

T wola Tikea Lo Fable Lhie
resolution of May 13, 1986 which
the member Tor Bsllevue had  the
opportunity of seconding.

MR. CNALIAN:

Do you want to talk about some of
the things you supported when you
were on this side?

MR. BARRY:

Mr, Speaker, do you krow
something? I supported the
railway when T was on that side,
and I support the railway now that
I am on this side,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. member 1isg again out of
order,

MR. RARRY:
Aut he was interjecting)

MR. SPEAKFER:

Fowill read For the final time
Reauchesne Section 712 (5), page
221, which whas quoted hy the hon.
member for Fortune - Hermitage:
"Third Reading - The purpose of
the third reading is to review the
Dill in dits Final Form after the
shaping it has recejued in  dts
earlier stages. "

The hon. member knows quite well
he 1s straying way off that narraow
confine here, I would appeal to
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the hon. member because I do not
want Lo name him, but I will do so
if he continues on that tack.

MR. HARRY:

Wi th respect, Your Honour, my
respect for yourself and for the
Chair would nol be reduced if that
were ro happen. [ just hope khal
when Your Honour does thal,
because il may become necessary if
T am to be prevented From speaking
im this House - I intend to assert
my  rights as an individual MHA,
duly elected for the District of
Mount Scio — Bell Island, and
while I will try to reword my
remarks, Mr. Speaker, Lo comply
with Your Honour's criteria, I
will just ask Your Honour to keep
in mind that Your Honour will be
setting certain precedents.

i am prepared to accept the
consequences of speaking out, but

if Your  Honour does not kaep
menbers opposite quiet, I am

anliitled Lo deal wikh their
interjections 1in the course of my
debate.

SOME MON. MEMBIERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RBARRY:

I have great respect for tLhe
Speaker. vYour Honour is known as
somebody who knows how to manage
monetary affairs and T know he has
concerns about Ethe way in  which
the Faxes on insurance companies
in this Province are likely to go
up as a result of the inability of
the government to pay for the
maintenance of  the Trans—Canada
Highway.

Mr. Speaker, what we had as far as
the railway was concerned was a
perpetual obligation, and what we
now have as far as the highway is
concerned is not perpetual. Mr .
Speaker, there was a Jegal opinion
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Filed -

MR. SPFAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. member is out of order.

MR. BARRY:

T was reading in The Globe and
Mail about Singapore, mhere there
is one opposition member. Mayhe
Your Honour had the opportunity of
meeting him on one of your

parliamentary kours. There  wWas
one popposition member in
singapore, and every time he gok
up members opposite would

interject, laugh, rant and roar o
try and shout him out. The same
thing is happening here., Whenever
you get close to a nerve, Mr.
Speaker, in debate in this House,
you get members opposite trying to
drown you out.

MR. PEACH:

Singapore has nothing to do with -

MR. BARRY:

That, is nob the way parliamentary
democracy works. It is nolt even
the way Lhe Carbonsar council used
to work, Mr. Speaker.

MR. PEACH:

The Carbonear council worked a lot
hetter then than it does Now.

SOMFE HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. BARRY:

Mr. Speaker, all I can say is that
I bet the Carbonear council were
not as quick to raitse taxes now,
or as quick even when the member

fFor Carbonear was in, as
government is going to be as @
result of this Trans-Canada
Highway agreement, or should T say
this Faeble attempt at a

Trans—Canada Highway agreement..
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MR. PEACH:
How did you get on with the mayor
and delegation at the kime?

AN HON. MEMBER:
Oh!  Doubly blessed, were they?

MR. RARRY:

Yes, we were cursed in two
directions. It dis like the double
burden of Faxation that +s talked
about .

MR. SPEAKFR:
Order, please!

AN _HON. MEMBFR:
(Tnaudible) the member Ffop Port de
Grave

AN HON. MFMRFER:
Maik him elected.

MR. BARRY:

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have heard
election coming into play,
Although the Government House
Leader accused mne of speaking
politics, I have not mentioned
once in this House the objective
of getting a little slush fund on
highways for the next provincial
election, I have not mentioned
it, and I did not intend ko raise
it if election was not raised by
members opposite.

MR. SPFAKER:
I ask the hon. member to confine
his remarks to the bhill.

MR. BARRY:
Okay, Mr. Speaker.

Gekting back Lo insurance, We
have @all had the experience on

travelling the Trans -Canada
Highway, as we meet one of these
big transport brucks coming

towards us, of wondering whether
our insurance premium  has b Qe
paid wup, because you never know
when you are going to need it on
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Lhe Trans -Canacda Highway these

days.

Mr. Speaker, by the admission of
the Premier, the minister For
Newfoundland in the federal
cabinet and Lhe Newfoundland
Minister of Transportation, 20 per
cent of the freight carried 4into
this Province 1is now carried by
the railway. Now, that 1is going
to have to go somewhere, Let wus
assume b owill pol all go oankbo the
roads, but I would say 15 per cent
att least is going 1o go to roads.
Now, 1f you get anothepr 15 per
cent.  of  the volume of Freight
coming idinto this Provirnce going
onto he Trans -Canada Highweay
does Your Honour not think that he
will bhe checking to see whelbher
his dnsurance premiums have been
paid up before he hits the highway?

And when you consider that there

are many products and goods
carried on the railway which are
hazardous - you have chemicals,
you have many dangerous items
carried in these shipments - which

are now going to he on the highway
Wit A risk of accident and
collison for the normal motorist
on the highway, make no wondear
they brought 4in this Insurance
Companies Tax AcE; Lhey were
looking ahead to this day, and
that is why they want to get third
reading of this hill today .

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Haar, hear!

MR. RARRY:

Ti s obviously the most important
piece of Jlegislation on the Order
Paper, nexlt: to the Ragulalion of
Private Training Institutions, An
et To  Amand  Thea Hospitals Act,
and An Act To Amend The
Newifoundland  And Labrador  Hydro
Act. Next to those three, this is
tha nos & important piece of
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legislation that could be brought
hefore this House. Why? Because
the Gousrmnent House Leader, Tike
the Premier, knows that as soon as
this agreement that was anteraed
into on the railway today is
implemanted, look oubt for your
insupance premiums; Jook out an
make sure your insurance conhkractk
is paid up, Mr. Speaker, because
there is going bto be @ greater
hazard on the highways of this
Province.

Maintenance of our highway system
is partly paid For by idnsurance
baxeas.

DR. COLLTINS:
A point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR, SPEAKER:
Oorder, please!

A point of order, the hon. the
Minister of Health.

DR. COLLINS:

Mr. Speaker, 1t s quite clear
that  the hon. member has been
speaking now for approximately
half an hour, and this is on third
reading. Fuen to speak for filve
minutes on  third reading is most
unusual. Clearly we are into &

Fildibustar, Thal is obvious. But
the hon. member 1is $O boring in
i s presentation of the

fFilibuster, would he sit down and
give us a bik of a break and have
someone else get up, perhaps the
hon. member for Port de Grave, He
would be much more interesting 1in
a Filibuster than the hon. memher,
because he is making almost no new
points. He 1is terribly, terribly
boring. I just rise on that point
of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. TULK:
Mr. Speaker, to that point of
order,
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MR. SPEAKER:
To the point of order, the hon.
Lhe member For fFogo.

MR. TULK:

Mr. Speaker, what we see again 1is,
as  Lhe maember For Mounk Seio said
just now, an interruption. I
would c¢lass  that as & needleass
interruption by the Minister of
Heallh, o disparaging remark thatb
is not worthy of him.

What the hon. the membeyr for Mount
Scio 1s doing is perfectly within
his right.

AN HON. MEMBER:

et us do Ekhe bills, ¢ lose the
House and call an election. What
are you waibting for?

MR. TULK:
Ah! The good old backseater over
theral

Mr . Speaker, what the hon.
gentleman rose on ig the amount of
time the member for Mount Scio -
gell  Tsland has been speaking.
Now, obviously Your Honour knows
i:he amount: of e the hon.
gentleman has, and he will call
him +o order when his time is up,
not the hon. gentleman.

He 1is taking over now fFrom the
Government  House Leader who s
slumpted down 1in his chair because
he could not P the things
through this House that he wanted
to ran through. e hon.
gentleman has taken over and what
he 1s attempting to do 1is Lthe samne
thing as we have seen go on here
all afternoon, attempt to divert
us from the dssue we believe
should be debated, and that this
House should obviously debate,
namely, the railroading of the
railroad.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
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Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
There is no point of order.

I would like to point out to Lhe
hon. member he has about nine
minutes left o sum up .

MR. BARRY:
Oh, good!

MR. SPEAKER:
The han. the member fopr Mount Scio
Rell [sland,

MR. BARRY:
Your Honour, T had just gotten
into some preliminary remarks,
there have hean SO many
interruptions.,

SOME HON, MEMAERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RBARRY:
T am sure members opposite,
however, will, by Jeave, permibt me
to fully elaborate on my remarks.

Mr. Speaker, one of the things
that dis most important to the
preservation of democracy s a
free and open exchange of ideas.
We have really seen that here
today as far as the tax position
of this Province is concerned, and
whether or not we are going to
have to raise taxes 1in Fukure
years to raise taxes in future
years to pay For thing such as,
for example, the maintenance of
the Trans-Canada Highway .

Mr, Speaker, members opposite
cribticized Lhe liberal
Administration of Joey Smallwood
For entering into A conktract

relating to Churchill Falls which
wenk on For sixty years. T do not
know if they realize thai they are
now antering  into an ayreamenl
that goes on for perpetuity,
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There will, Mr. Speaker, no longer
be any obligation on the part of
the Government of Canada -

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. membher 1is again straying
from the narrow confines of the
bil1.

The hon. the member for Mount Scio
Bell Island.

MR. BARRY
If I could just finish the
senkance, n perpetuily, there

will be no longer the opportunity
Lo raduce insuranca companies
taxes because of the moeney that s
coming in from the Government oF
Canada.

MR. SIMMS:
(Tnaudible).

MR. BARRY:

Mr.  Spaaker, [ Jove Fhe way  the
Government House Leadepr attacks
the principle that is before the
House.

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:

T love ko see the way , Mr .
Speaker, he gets right to the gquts
of legislation in this House,

MR. STIMMS:
How about you? You have been told
vou were oul of order bten times.

MR. BARRY:

And T have bried  to adjust  ny
remarks to deal with taxes and
insurance, Mre. Speakor,

DR. COLLINS:
"lLeo", what does that mean?

MR. BARRY:
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I+ means that we will never more
hear that Newfie Bullet whistle,
Mr. Speaker, the old toot-toot. I
do mnot know if Your Honour was
aware that in the course of paying
insurance companies Laxes or
premiums, T had the opportunity to
work as a wadtaer on the Newfie
Rullei, and I am sure this has to
ha in order.

MR. DTNN:
Thal is why she went downhill.

MR. HARRY:
M. Speaker, as @ waitar on the
Newfie Bullet -

MR. MATTHEWS:
Waiter or waitress?

MR. BARRY:

— 1 had the opportunity, from time
to time, of seeing the cargo that
was carried on the Bullet, both
passenger and freight trains that
we passed. Well, that was not too
long ago. T know bthe member for
Burin - Placentia West will say,
TMowmny ,  what i a btrain?' but the
memher far Mount Scio -  Rell
Tsland had the opportunity of
working on the trains, and 1t was
yary plaasant, I have Lo say. Now
1 do not want to get nostalgic in

tLhae dabatae. I Lhink Lhe
disappearance of Lhe passenger

service ds a faikb accompli. and,
My . Speaker, T am prepared Lo say
maybe the people of this Province
want to see the phasing out of the
freight radll system. Maybe thal
is the case, but we will never
know, Mr, Speaker, unless we have
a debate. unfortunately, I have
not been able to debate this in
the context of The Insurance
Companies Tax Ackt, it has only
been mentioned incidentally in
passing; we have not  had the
opportunity of a full debate.

When the Government House Leader
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calls Order 3, I am sure we will
have tha opportunity For a full,
flowing, open and complete debate
on  Lhe Neufoundland Raillway, and T
look forward to that.

MR. SIMMS:
T would have done thai an hour Qgo
if you had sat down.

MR. RARRY:

Do T understand the  Governmenh
House leader will call 1t next on
the Order Paper?

MR. SIMMS:

No, 1L am going U0 do  the olther
third readings (inaudible) and
then we will call Ordaer 3.

MR. BARRY:

And we will get Lhem  through
quickly and then we will get to
Order 37

MR. SIMMS:

Yes.

MR. BARRY:
Okay, Mr. Speaker.

We [ave the comni tment  of Lhe
Government House Leader and
members on the other side of the
House?

MR. SIMMS:
You had Lt oan hour a4go.

MR. BARRY:

M. Speaker, Lthe Insurance
Companies Tax Acl 1s very crucial
and important to this Province,
obyiously, or it would nobt have
been called.

MR. SIMMS:
Your hour is up anyway.

MR. BARRY:

No, I think members on this side,
Mr . Speaker, feel that The
Insurance Companies Tax Act must
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be important. We are trying to
analyze it to see how it could be
more important than the
Newfoundland Railway Agreement,

and that 1is why, maybe, we are

having so much debate. I regret,
Mr, Speaker, that like the
Newfoundland railway, I
occasionally got off the track in
the course of these remarks. Mr .
Speaker, I do not think we can
trust the Government House
Leader, Regrettably, I have to

say in terms of the order of
business, din terms of what the
Government House Leader tried to
pull out earlier this afternoon —

MR. SIMMS:
What do you want me to say?

MR. BARRY:

I think the Government House
Leader should say he 1is sorry; I
think the Gouvernment House Leader
should admit that he 1is afraid to
have a free-flowing debate on the
Newfoundland railway; I +hink the
Government House Leader should
admit he made a mistake 4n trying
to keep a covep over this
agreement so that the people of
the Province will not find out it
is a weak, poor agreement, it does
not pay enough money to this
Province for what 1is being given

up.

MR. DINN:
You are just being sooky, that is
all.

MR. SIMMS:
There is a strong letter to
follow. What do you want me to do?

MR. BARRY:

A strong letter to follow, yes. I
think the Government House Leader
should make it clear, Mr, Speaker,
that one of the main reasons For
entering into that agreement was
to have a 1little slush fund on
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highways in the event members
opposite have the courage +to call
an election.

MR. SIMMS:
Would the hon.
question?

member permit a

MR. BARRY:
A question? Of course,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Council.

President of Lhe

MR. SIMMS:

I have asked vyou what you wanted
me to  say, and  if I offer a
response —

MR. BARRY:
Gel up on a point of order.

MR. SIMMS:

I did not want to interrupt the

member, unless he wants me to
interrupt him. I just wanted to
respond.

MR. BARRY:
I would be reserving the right to
finish my remarks?

MR. SIMMS:
Oh, ves. I am not taking your
time, I just wanted to respond to

what the hon. member said.

I am not going to say I am sorry,
because I have not done anything
vet, My responsibility 1is to try
to get legislation through the
House, and that is what T have
been attempting to do. I am not
going to say we are afraid to
debate the Newfoundland Railway
Agreement, because we are not
afraid. We are quite proud of it
and quite prepared to debate it

MR. BARRY:

When!
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MR, SIMMS:

Well, as we said earlier today for
those who were not around, there
are all kinds of opportunities. 1
have already said I am going to
call the budget debate this week,
and that is very wide-ranging.

Anyway, forget all that.,

MR. TULK:
When?

MR. SIMMS:

This week. T sajid T am going to
call it this week. Forgetting all
of that, what the hon. member 1§
asking me dis would I go back to
order 3. I said, 'Yes, T will go
back to Order 3. I would like to
get the other third readings done,
and you have my assurance that we
will return to Order 3. Third
readings will take five or ten
minutes, and then we will revert
to Order 3. While that dis not
exactly the railway debate either,
it perhaps might be a bit broader
to allow some comments as opposed
to The Insurance Companies Tax
Act. That 4is all I am saying.
But I am gquite prepared to do
that, and I said that an hour
ago. But the hon. member refused
tg listen to me, or perhaps Jjusk
did not believe me, I do not
know. That dis what T am prepared
to do.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member For Mount Scio
— Bell Island.

MR. BARRY:

Mr . Speaker, I appreciate the
Covernment House Leader trying to
correct the mistake he made
earlier in the day, but I have a
responsibility to members on this
side who may want to debate this
legislation as well. I cannot
make any commitments. That is for
the Opposition House Leader to
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decide. put I will say, Mr .
Speaker, that I have many more
remarks with respect to the debate
on the Newfoundland railway than I
have had the opportunity to only

mention incidentally and in
passing here. A1l T would say to
members aopposite is that The

Insurance Companies Tax Act 1s
going to bhe a very important piece
of legislation din future years
because taxes of all kinds are
going Lo go up, including taxes oOn
insurance companies, in order to
help pay for the grievous mistake
that is being made today by the
prasent adminisktration in signing

off for too few dollars. There
was a sellout. You know, I am not
sure the word 'sellout’ is
appropriate to what has been done
today, Mr. Speaker. It dis more
like a giveaway. I do not think
'sellout' is the right word.
Because what is happening is that
the responsibility of the

Government of Canada to compensate
this Prouvince and to help us keep
insurance companies' taxes down -

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!
The hon. member's time has elapsed.
MR. BARRY:

1s being given up for oo little

money .

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Opposition.

Leader of the

MR. WELLS:
Mr. Speaker, I understand the hon.
the House Leader is suggesting he

wants to do third readings of

those remaining on the Order
Paper, and he would then revert
immediately to third reading of
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item 3.

MR. SIMMS:
That is correct,

MR. WELLS;
I bhave no objection to that, do
you?

MR. TULK:
No.

MR. BARRY:
Adjourn debate on this one, Jjust
in case.

MR. WELLS:
No, I will not make 1life too
difficult for him,.

on the hasis of that
representation, we will take the
hon. member at his word and move
on.

On  motion, the following hbills
were read a third time, ordered
passed and Lheir titles bhe as on
the Order Paper:

A bill, "An  Act To Amend The
Insurance Companies Tax Act",
(Bill No. 11).

A bill, "An  Act To Amend The
Public Utilities Act", (Bill No.
25) .

A bhill, "An  Act To Amend The
Retail Sales Tax Act, 1978",
(Bill No. 10) .,

A bill, "An  Act To Amend The
Mineral Holdings Impost Act",
(Bill No. 12).

A bill, "An  Act To Amend The
Newfoundland And Labrador Housing
Corporation Act And To Repeal The
Harmon Corporation Act, 1966-67",
(Bill No. 6).

A bill, "An Act To Amand The Fish
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Inspection Act". (Bill No. 15).
A bill, "Aan Act To Amend The Fatal
Accidents Act", (Bill No. 15).

A bill, "An Aact Respecting The
Newfoundland Hospital And Nursing
Home Association." (B1ill No. 20).

A bill, "An  Act Respecting An
Increase Of Certain Pensions . "
(Bill No. 28).

A bill, "An Act To Incorporate The
Newfoundland And Labrador School
Trustees' Association." (Bill No.
9).

N o hill, "An  Act To Amend The
Newfoundland Teacher (Collective
Bargaining) Actk, 1973, (Bill No.
27).

A bill, "an Act Respecting The
Newfoundland Institute Of
Agrologists." (3111 No. 38).

MR. SIMMS:

There were six notices given
today . Could we get agreement Lo
do first readings on those six
notices so khat they appear on bthe
Order Paper tomorrow undepr second
readings and the bills can be

distributed? Otherwise, there 1is
another day gone. There are only
Six notices. We have them 4in

lists, so the Speaker could ask
the Clerk to do read first
readings of those six. The
Speaker has the 1ist as well.
Then we will go to Order 3.

MR. SPEAKER:
Would you like each separate one?

MR. SIMMS:

No, Jjust the firstk readings of
Bills Nos. 61, 62,63, 64, 65, 66,
and the Clerk can so read, by
agreement: .

On  notiaon, The  following bills
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were read a first time, ordered
read a second time on tomorrow:

A bill, "an Act To Amend The
Fishing Industry (Collective
Bargaining) Act, 1971 and The
Labor Relations Act, 1977."

A bill, "An Act Respecting The
Registration And Licencing of
Hearing Aid Dealer."

A bill, "aAn  Act To Amend The
Physiotherapy Act. "

A bill, "An Act Respecling The
Fstablishment of Services For
Uictims Of Crime".

A bill, "an  Act To Amend The
Prouincial Court Act, 1974".

A bill, "An Act To Aamend The City
of Corner Brook Act, 1985, The
city Of St. John's Act and The
Municipalities Act.

MR. SIMMS:
Order 3, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Intergovernmental AFfairs.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:

A point of order, M. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
order, please!

A point of order, the hon. the

member for Mount Scio - Ball
Island.
MR. BARRY:

Mr. Speaker, I would like for Your
Honour to notice, and I would like
for everybody present to notice,
why T would not sit down while I
still had time to continue my
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Minister of

remarks.

MR. SIMMS:
Your time was up.

MR. BARRY:

I said, and this confirms 1it, Mr.
Speaker, that the Gouveprnment House
Leader could not be trusted to
permit debate on the Newfoundland
Railway this afternoon.

SOMFE HON, MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. TOBIN:
That is not a point of order, Mr.
Speaker.,

MR. BARRY:

What we see now is the Minister of
Transportation getting up and he
will talk out the day and avoid
debate.

MR. SIMMS:
The hon. member finished an hour
long speech a moment ago.

MR, BARRY:
Do you want to interject?

MR. SIMMS:
To the point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
To the point of order, the hon.
the President of Lhe Council.

MR. SIMMS:

Mr. Speakar, members on this side
of the House have as much right to
debate as members opposite.
Surely the hon. member would agree
to that.

MR. DAWE:
Having pubt up with an hour of his
drivel.

MR. SIMMS:
There is no intent here for the
Minister of Intergovernmental
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Affairs to speak out the clock for
the nexkt half hour. We have no
intention of doing that. We will
give hon. members opposite lots of
time +to talk. But the minister
over here wants +to make a Few
introductory comments on this
particular bill, which is An Act
To Amend And Consolidate The Law
Relating To The Use And Operation
Of Vehicles. That dis the only
intent for five minutes or so, and
then you can talk away , No big
problem. Because third reading is
very narrow and limited, and
probably does not require much
more than five minutes in the
usual circumstances. That is
all! Do not get excited!

AN_HON. MEMBER:
He just had an hour.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

T am quite prepared to rule on the

matter, Third reading was called
and I recognized the hon. Fhe
minister, There is no point of
order,

The hon. the Ministar of

Intergovernmental Affairs,

MR. DAWE:
Mr. Speaker, it is —

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. DAWE:
Mr . Speaker, I would have
preferred my colleague, the

Minister of Transportation, to
introduce this, as it is his
bill. He was not here at the
time, so I got to my feet and T am
going to take the opportunity -
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SOME HON. MEMBERS:

On third reading? fhis s third
_reading.

MR. DAWE:

Mr. Speaker, T understand it is
third reading, A slip of the

tongue dis not necessarily a slip
of the mind. I mean, we are going
through ik. We would have
preferred that that had occurred .

However, din relationship to this
particular bill, "An Act To Amend
And Consolidate The Law Relating
To The Use And Operation OF
Vehicles", hon. members will
recall that I was the former
Minister of Transportation and had
a great deal to do with bringing
this forward, this consolidation
of a number of amendments which
affected the operation and
government's control, if you will,
of the highways in the Province.

This bill reflects a number of
changes which have occurred over
many years with respect ko
transportation in this Province;
it reflects the number of laws
that have changed with regard to
violations and penalties and is
outlined in this particular Act;
it didentifies a number of changes
that have been found necessary as
ik relates to Fines, and some
programs have been removed from
TE. It also refers, Mr. Speaker,
to a number of other activities,
because it consolidates so many
things in the area of
transportation in the Prouvince:
It consolidates a number of
amendments that have been relating
to various aspects of highway
transportation din this Province,
and vehicular transportation.

Important aspects of new changes

that have occurred, of  course,
have been the ongoing improvements
to  the transportation system 1in
No. 59 R3253



the Province, which have required
changes in speed limits and
required changes in various
aspects of individual driver
habits, if you will, on the
highway system.

I think it is dmportant to point
out, Mr. Speaker, that some of
these changes arse a result of this
Province having the best safety
record, and I think that is

important for all members Lo
realize. I Lthink they can be
proud as Newfoundlanders to

highlight the fact tLhat this
Province has had the hest safety
record 1in Lthe past aighlt. to ten
years within canada, and we are
always held up as an example: our
various regulations, our changes

we have initiated in the
transportation sector in this
Province, in seat belt
legislation, in various other

activities, and particularly as it
relates to the improvement 1in our
transportation system.

Mr. Speaker, the hon. the member
from Mount Scio - Bell Island went
into somewhat of a tirade about
increasing taxes to pay somehow
for this perception that there
will be an increase in the
maintenance cost.

Mr. Speaker, 1f you look at an
hon. member's, unfortunately, play
to politics rather than look at
the record, out of the wvarious
budget speeches and Lthe various
programs for the Department of
Transportation over the past ten
years, you will be amazed, Mr.
Speaker, and it 1is based on the
kinds of things this consolidation
of the Act addresses, the sorts of
things that have heen occurring,

particularly in the area of
maintenance.
Maintenance, Mr . Speaker, has
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continued to bhe at a wvery high
level and is, I think, one of the

major reasons why the safety
record and the record of
Newfoundland drivers is SO

exemplary in this country.

That, Mr. Speaker, i¢ a given.
There is a high, consistent
standard of maintenance in this
Province. And that is why some of
these consolidations were
necessary, because of the changes
in the highroad system. What you
will see 1is that the financial
cost Lo government, the current

cost to government of its
mainkenance progran, T would
suggest, has stabilized 1in real
dollars. T+ has stabilized wore
than any other government prograin,
and ik is because of the

improvements that have been made
in the transportation system in

this Province, to the Thighways
system. -

The hon. member refarred Lo
additional costs that would
somehow be involved in the

maintenance of the Trans-—-Canada
Highway 1in fifteen years time, and
other things. I would just Tlike
to point out to him, Mr. Speaker,
if I may, because it does reflect
directly on the contents of this

whole consolidation, these
amendments that are now heing put
in this particular act draw

together all the things that we
have been trying to do with regard

to transportation and highway
infrastructure 1in this Province
ouver the years. What you will

find, and what has been the
record, and what will prove to he
the case is instead of an increase
in the cost of maintenance of the
highway system in this Province,
thare will be, and it s proven
year in and year out, a tremendous
decrease in the real cost of
maintenance of our highway system
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in this Province, a dramatic and
real, identifiable, year--by-year
reduction in the maintenance costs
associated with the highway system

in  this Province., That 1is a
fact. Tk is certainly a crend,
but it dis & +trend based on the
fact Lhat road improvements
require and demand less
maintenance cost .

Mr. Speaker, we have heen involvead
in  capital programs, cost-shared
prograns with the federal
government and these have

contributed to these significant
improvements, and we will continue
with what today was the largest
highway pregram, or comprehensive
transportation program, signed in
Canada to date. We are very proud

of that, because it takes this
Province forward, into another
century.

I have heard members opposite say,
'Well, we will be the only
province in  Canada without a
railway, therefore, we will have
one less mode of transportation
than anybody else.! Mr. Speaker,
T would like to point out that Ccn
Marine has very few terminals in
Saskatchewan or Alberta or
Manitoba, and that this Province
enjoys, as one of Fhe intermodal
methods of bringing in freight and
passengers and personnel and doing
business in this Province, a wvery
important and a very
cost—effective method of
transportation, and that is  our
marine aspect, which is very
positive for this Province and SO
contributes significantly to the
economy of this particular part of
Canada.

It dis in that context that this
new system that is being proposed,
and will be developed over the

next number of years, will
integrate a number of the
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strengths that we have with regard
to transportation and, at the same
time, develop new strengths din
road and surface transportation,
both on the Island part of the
Province and on the Mainland part
of the Province, 1in Labrador, and
tLhere is no question.

Members opposite, T have no idea
where their arguments came from
about aintenance costs. Because
statistically, dramatically
statistically and every other way ,
that dis Jjust the opposite from
what will happen. In this
particular agreement we are not
adding any significant extra miles
of road, with the exception of
Labrador, and with the exception
of a short piece of road into
Petit Forte. I am sure, as this
particular bill does in
consolidating amendments that have
occurred over the past number of
years, the changes that will occupr
in the Newfoundland transportation
system will cause us to be back
here at some point 1in time putting
Forward another consolidation of
the law relating to the use and
operation of vehicles, based on a
number of the significant
improvements that will be occuring
as they relate to speed limits, as
they relate to signage policy, as
they relate to the development of
tourism, as they relate to the
development of the service
industry, as they relate to the
ability of Newfoundlanders to
generate revenue and economic
benefits from a much improved and
tremendously beneficial highway
transportation system.

Mr. Speaker, hon. members may not
realize that Newfoundland has more
major, 1in the classification of
major by Transport Canada,
airports in this Province than all
the rest of aAtlantic Canada put
together. We have more airports,
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It is a recognition by the federal
government that this Province has
a vast geographic region which it
has to address, and it is doing
so. and it is the same with the
marine services.

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have been
able to take advantage of a
significant amount of benevolence
on behalf of the federal
government who had no ohligation
to do this, and, at the same time,
we are taking advantage of what
has bheen recognized in this
Province for Aa nuinber of years,
the tremendous negotiating
abilities of the Premier and Lhe
leader of this particular
govermnent in developing this kind
of programu, and we are very proud
of it.

MR. SIMMS:
Bafore you adjourn the debate, a
point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
A point of order, the hon. the
president of the Council.

MR. SIMMS:

With reference to the discussion
and conuersation the hon. membher
opposite and I had earlier, I
would assume that hon. members
opposite are not going to not want
to adjourn the debate at five
o'clock, or anything like that.

AN HON., MEMBER:

(Inaudible) .

MR. SIMMS:

No? Well, we would like to know,
because we are trying to
accommodate everybody. We only
have thirty minutes Lo speak. The

minister wanted to speak for ten
minutes.

MR. BARRY:
Mr . Speaker.
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MR. SIMMS.:
To the point of order?

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

the member for Mount Scio - Bell
Island.

MR. BARRY:

Mr. Speaker, there is no point of
order. The Government House
Leader gave & commitment that the
minister would speak for
approximately Five minutes. He 1is

now saying ten.

e

No, T said five or ten.

MR. BARRY:
If he wants ten, fine, hut then we
are entitled to make our remarks.

MR. SIMMS:
Yes, but you did not respond to my
point of order.

e e e

We would like the minister to be
permitted to Finish, and then we
be permitted to make our remarks
as was promised and committed by
the Gouvernment House Leader.

MR. SIMMS:

Sure! T amn asking hon. members
opposite if they are going to try
and play another 1ittle gamne at
5:00 o'clock and not move
adjournment? Otherwise, the
minister has an hour to speak and
he would be entitled to speak the
same as you would.

MR. BARRY:

What do yoii mean, otherwise? You
made a commitment he is going to
speak For flive or ten minutes.
wWwhat are you talking abhout?

MR. SIMMS:
On Lhe assumpiion you are going to
play the game properly.
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MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. SIMMS:

You are not prepared to indicate
to me, then, what you plan at five
o'clock.

MR. BARRY:
That is shocking! Mr, Speaker, 4is
he in order?

MR. STIMMS:

I am asking the hon, membher a
question. T am asking if at 5:00
o'clock the hon. members are not
going to play a little gamne?

MR. BARRY:
You are just wasting our time, now.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. TULK:
The hon. gentleman asked us for a

commitment that if we moved down
through the Order Paper -

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. TULK:
I am on a point of order.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, pleasa!

MR. TULK:
Let me speak to the point of order.

MR. SPEAKER:

On the previous point of order T
ruled there was no point of
ordeyr, Now, the hon. member s
raising a different point of order.

MR. TULK:

Mr. Speaker, if the hon. gentleman
wants to speak for five or ten
minutes let him go ahead, and
whenever the time on the clock
rolls around, we will see what
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happens. That is the only
commitment we have made.

MR. SIMMS:
That s precisely my point, 'we
will see what happens.' So, hon

members opposike are not preparaed
to dindicate that they are going to
adjourn at 5:00 o'clock, They are
not prepared to indicate that?

MR. BARRY:
I would not even answer him, It
is insulting.

MR. SIMMS:

I was dnsulting? Tf you are not
prepared to indicate that, the
minister may very well speak for a
bit longer,

MR. TULK:
That is up to him.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of

Intergovernmental Affairs,

MR. DAWE:
Thank you, very much, Mr., Speakepr,

What is actually happening is very
obvious. The members opposite,
particularly the Leader of the
Opposition and now the Fformer
leader; the resurrected member
From Mounlk Scio Bell Tsland, the
Rip Van MWinkle of the Liberal
Opposikiaon s now on his feet
today, and it is somewhat of a
welcome change From what we have
been experiencing. But it 1s
skill the same old line they are
using over there.

Mr. Speaker, bill 14 14s a wvery
important bill. Hon. members may
not realize the significance and
the impact of this particular

o] 21 6 8 This dis a yery, very
significant bill and has been a
number of years in the making. It

will serve to facilitate a number
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of administrative problems which

have occurred, both in the
enforcement agencies and in other
parts of the whole highway

transportation system,

Mr. Speaker, unfortunately I got
so excited about the agreement we
are signing today and the
inability of the members opposite
to understand the dimport of the
improvements in the transportation
system, that I got somewhat
carried away. T would apologize
to the Leader of the Opposition.
He did indicate my remarks would
be in the order of about five
minutes. I strayed over that.
So, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
conclude my remarks and allow
members opposite to continue.

MR. BARRY:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member For Mount Scio
— Rell Island.

MR. BARRY:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

We are now dealing with an act
which is a new consolidation of
The Act To Regulate Motor Vehicles
in the Province. There 1is a lot
in that legislation, Mr. Speaker,
It is a wvery important pilece of
legislation for the people of this
Province. It deals with the way
in which we drive.

I am sure Your Honour never
thought that it would be possible
for anyone to drive on any but the

right-hand side of the road. T
knew it would never occur to Your
Honour. Your Honour thought that

that was a matter of a law of
nature For people to drive on the
right-~hand side of the road.
Well, +in fack, Mr. Speakaer, the
only thing that sees Uus drive on
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the right -hand side of the road s
this piece of legislation, or the
predecessor  of this legislation
which sets out that we shall drive
on the right--hand side of the road.

We have matters in this bill
relating to insurance faor
vehicles, responsibilities of the
general public to have their mobtor
vehicles insured and so forth. I
Was happy to see Your Honoutr
permit the minister to discuss, in
the context of third reading on
this bill, the Newfoundland
Railway and the money which the
government would be receiving for
the sellout of the Newf oundland
Railway or the glveaway, and also
to discuss the safety implications
of the deal on the Newfoundland
Railway .

what I would like to address, Your
Honour, is whether there was
enough money ‘obtained to improve
the safely of moktorists travelling
on our highways. Wwas there enough
money obtained? Mr. speaker, T do
not think there was enough money
obtained.

Why do I think there was not
enough wmoney obtained? Well, one
of the reasons has to do with the
fact that under our Terms of Union
there was a reference to the
NewFoundland Railway, ancd undear
our Terms of Union the Government
of Canada had to put 4 cartain
amount of money into the railway
side of our transportation
system. That was getting pretty
close to $60 million a year. So,
what was the value of that, Mr.
gpeaker, to our Province?

T would submit to Your Honour, 1t
was a Jlot more. That was an
increasing burden. That 1s 1in
today's dollars. That infusion of
funds, Mr. Speaker, was a lot more
than what the Covernment of Canada
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is now going to be infusing into
our transportation system,

MR. J. CARTER:
Would the member permit question?

MR. BARRY:

Mr . Speaker, I would prefer, -+Hif T
could, to continue. There are
only a Ffew minutes left, anca
members opposite have been able to
manipulate it so that we only have
fifteen minutes to debate one of
the most significant events that
has taken place since I have been
in politics, 1in kerms of how it
affects the tradition, the
herikage, of Ehis Province, the
Terms of Union, the Constitution
of this Province.

I would like to, first of all, Mr,
Speaker, point out that the
Premier is giving us a
one-paragraph legal opinion as the
justification for his saying 'we
did not have a leg to stand on in
terms of negotiating with the
Government of Canada, because we
had no constitutional entitlement.'

DR. COLLINS:
The federal government said the
same .

MR. BARRY:
Ooh! The federal government said
the same. Did they?

T wotlld like to refeap Lhe
Government House Leadepr to in
March of 1986, Mr. Speaker, and
there have been other statements.
As a matkter of Fact, they have
been Tabled in this House and
referred to in thig House last
year during the debate on the
railway. I will not belabour the
House by going through all of
them. I will just refer to one,
where the hon. Eric Nielson, then
the Government House Leader and
Deputy Prime Minister, in response
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to a question from the Leader of
the NDP in Ottawa, when he
referred to a campaignh promise
made by Mr. Mulroney in Halifax of
August 2, 1984, when he said: "a
Progressive Conservative
Gouvernment will support and
continue ko operate Lhe
Newfoundland Railway".

Mr. Broadbent asked, "Will the
Deputy Prime Minister assure us
that since his task force
recommends the abolition of Ehis
railway the government will live
Up to its election promise to the
people of Newfoundland and keap
that: ratlway?"

What did Mr. Nielson reply? He
said, "Mp, Speaker, what the
Leader of the New Democratic Party
is exposing is his ignorance of
the Terms of Union between the
Government of Canada and
Newfoundland. Clearly all that
the Prime Minister was saying in
the speech that was quoted by the
hon. gentleman was a reaffirmation
that this govermment intends to
honour the Terms of Union betwean
Canada and Newfoundland and that
is one of them."

This is the Deputy Prime Minister
saying it s one of the Terms of
Union to support and continue to
operate the Newfoundland Railway .,
There have been on a number of
other occasions, Mr. peaker, lLhe
same commitment.

The dirony is that the politiciansg
in Oltawa of all partics were more
committed to the fact that
Newfoundland had protection For
the railway under the Terms of
Union than this present
administration has been at least
in recent years.

Mr. Speaker, we do have garliepr
statements from the current
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Premier saying that, and I refer
to a statement of the Pramier on
the 18th January, 1980, where he
said, and L think Ehis was at the
time when he was proposing a new
plan Ffor, as this press release
indicated, amongst other things,
widening the NewfFoundland
Railway . The Premier  was not
prepared to give it up. He wanted
it widened in 1980. "The railway
must be made attractive to users.
I+ must be made to work. The
Government of Canada has that
constitutional obligation under
the Terms of Union."

AN HON. MEMBER:
Who said that?

MR. BARRY:
That is the Premier in January 18,
1980, said there was a

conskitutional obligation. That
was a legal opinion.

Mr-. Speaker, after the Sullivan
report, we had he hon. Mr.
Crosbhie saying the federal
Progressive Conservative Party ‘is
opposed to any abandonment of the
NewFoundland Railway - that was
while +they were 1in opposition -
and he questioned what position do
members of other parties take on
the dssue. We have had other
statements by ministers of the
Crown in Ottawa like Mr. Nielson,
for example, saying they recognize
there was a constitutional
obligation.

Mr. Speaker, on most issues one
can waffle and find a legal
opinion to suit the decision
government wants to make. In this
case, Mr. Speaker, it 1s just too
serious.

AN HON. MEMBER:
What would be yours?

MR. BARRY:
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Well, mine, I had the opportunity
of aclting as legal aduisor, not
the sole legal advisor, but on the
Terms of Union, I had Lhe
opportunity of hauving input into
sullivan's Royal Commission.

I indicated to the Sullivan Royal
Commission, the same way as this
legal opinion did, that bthere was
some question because of the
difference in wording of Section
32 and Section 31, because Section
32 requires the Government af
canada to maintain the coastal
ferry system, 1f T can find my
section here now.

Mr . Speaker, the section with
respect to the Newfoundland
Railway does not specifically say
the Govermnent of canada shall
maintain, but Your Honour should
know that in addition, Mr .
Speaker, to the reference in
Section 31, that the Federal
government twill take over" the
railway, it says it will, "At the
date of union...relieve the
Province of Newfoundland of the
public costs incurred in respect
of each service taken over."

Members will have to agree that
the Government of canada will no
longer he relieving us of the
costs of transportation of the
goods that were carried on the
railway when those goods are now
moved onto the highway systam in
the Province. After this funding
is completed, the Covernment of
Canada will not be relieving this
Province of those costs.

Wwhen you consider that section
talks about relieving costs - 1t
does not say for a year oOr two
years or three year or four years
or flve years - there is an
implication that it is a
continuing thing.
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That was why, Mr. Speaker, as the
Royal Commission indicated in its
report, a copy of which I have
here, as far as it relates to the
constitutional obligation, the
Sullivan Royal Commission believed
there was a very real obligation
here on the part of the Government
of Canada, particularly 1in 1light
of the letter the Prime Minister
of Canada then, Mr. St. Laurent,
had given to government just prior
to the signing of Ethe Terms of
Union.

Do you know what +hat letter
said? That letter said, M,
Speaker - and we should nok forget

- 'that after the date of union
Lhe Canadian National Railways
will be entrusted with the
responsibility of operating the
Newfoundland railway and coastal

steamship services' - and listen
to this! - 'and it will be theipr
responsibility to see that
services are furnished

commensurate with the traffic
offering.' Now, that is referring
to Section 31. Section 32 says,
'In accordance with the traffic
of fering. '

So the Prime Minister of Canada,
instead of saying din accordance
with the traffic of fering, is
saying commensurate with the
traffic offering. Tn okher words,
Mr. Speaker, as long as there was
traff-ic of fering Far the
Newfoundland Railway, and there
still +ds traffic of fering for the
Newfoundland Railway -

DR. COLIL.INS:
Tk is getting less and less.

MR. BARRY:
It does not matter if 4t is less

and less. As long as kthere was
traffic offering, the Government
of Canada had an obligation,

according to the then Prime
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Minister of Canada, Mpr . St.

Laurent.

MR. J. CARTER:
One train a month or one a vyear,

MR. BARRY:

Mr . Speaker, it  was for this
reason  that T pointed out that
there was, and I believe is, a
constitutional obligation.

MR. J. CARTER:

One train a century,

MR. BARRY:
You know something? The
Government of Canada should he put
on notice here today that there 1is
going to have to Iy e a
constitutional amendment if they
think ELhey are getking off the
hook on this, because the
submission of this side of the
House, Mr. Speaker, will be to
force the Government of Canada to
live up to its constitutional
obligations, 1if there 1is no such
constitutional amendment.

A legal opinion 1is not going to

change the affect of the
constitution. It is going to bhe a
decision of +the Supreme Court of
Canada which will determine
whether or not the Govermnent of
Canada is relieved of its
responsibility. Ak some point 1in

time that is going to oceur, if
there s not a constitutional
amendment .

Well, whatever the constitutional
obligakion, assume the
constitution will be amended .
Now, when vyou ask, 'Did we get
paid enough to give up that
constitutional obligation?!' i
would have to refer members to the
statistics contained in the report
prepared by Trip Canada for the

Canadian Construckion
Association, It 1is called, "The
No. 59 R3261



Road Information Progranm of
Canada," prepared December, 1986 .

They were, at bkhat time, saying it
was costing the average individual
$600 each as a bhad road'ts Lax.

AN HOM. MEMBER:
Come on, call it 5:00 o'clock.

MR. BARRY:
Yes, Mr., Speaker, I am aware of
the time on the clock.

It is costing dindividual members
of the general public of this
Province $600 a year in bad road's
tax. Now, Your Honour, this
association estimated it would
cost approximately $190 million
annually to take away this $600 a
year cost for euery
Newfoundlander. That was Jjust to
get the highway system up to an
acceptable Jlevel of standard, or
naintain it to where it is now.

MR. TOBIN:
Play the game.

MR. RARRY:

Mr. Speaker, Lhe member for Burin
- Placentia West (Mr. Tobhin) says,
play bthe game. The name of the
game is thatl there has got to he a
debate today, Mr. Speaker, on the
Newfoundland railway.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. BARRY:
There has got to be a debate today
on the Newfoundland Railway.

MR. SPEAKER:
Oorder, please!

It is now 5:00 o'clock. Would the
hon. member care toO adjourn the
debate?

MR. BARRY:
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No, Mr. Speaker. The members on
bhis side of the House want to
have the opportunity to debate the
agreement. We want to debate this
agreement. Wwe would have debated
it  this afternoon, but we have
been forced, Mr. Speaker, into
debating it Lhis evening and it is
not our choice to do that.

MR. SIMMS:

On a point of order, to help Your
Honour.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. e
Council.

President of the

MR. SIMMS:

We realize what has happened here,
precisely what I thought might
happen twenty minutes &go. But,
for Your Honour's henefit now, can
we agree that we will return at
7:00 o'clock, and sit from 7:00
o'clock to 10:00 o'clock, in
keeping with our adjusted hours,
as opposed to whal it says 1in the
Rules of Order, of 8:00 o'clock to
11:00 o'clock, $0 Your Honour
simply 1leaves the Chair and the
House comes back altt 7:00 o'clock.

MR. TULK:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for F0go.

MR. TULK:

As a matter of fact, if I read the
¢lock correctly, and if [ read
standing Order 7 correctly, Your
Honour 1s no longer suppose ko be

in the Chair. He 1is suppose to
have 1left some sixty-two seconds
ago now. Oof course, we have no
objection from 7:00 o'clock to

10:00 o'clock. Wwe do want to
debate this wvery important 1issue
of the railway and we want to
debate it tonight, and - on Ehat
basis, we have no problems .
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MR. SPEAKER (McN-icholas):
Order, please!

We will resume at 7:00 o'clock
tonight.
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The House resumed at 7:00 p.m.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please

The hon. Ethe mamber For Mounk Scio
— Rell Island.

MR. BARRY:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, first of all I want
to apologize to all hon. members
For getting us hack here on such a
nice evening, but due to technical
diFfFiculties we are not able to
get our debate on the railway
today. Tk is a good example, T
suppose, of how you can amend the
rules of the House, the Standing
Orders, all you want, but you are
not going to make it an effactive
forum, as a matter of Ffact it is
going to  become less and lass
effective, you are going to have
Fewaer and fFewer people paying any
attenlion to what goes on in the
House of Assemnbly, if you have

jssues as significant as the
closing of Ehe NewFoundland

Railway and @ payout for that
closure done without any reference
or opportunity for debate in this
House, How can the House of
Assembly of the Province of
Newfoundland and Labrador maintain
any significance, be considered as
having any lmpack upon how this
Province develops 1if you can have
decisions Tlike that taken without
any reference to this House?

Now the Government House Leader
will say say, oh, we were going to
have a reference - in three days
time or Ffour days time or five
days time we will have a debate on
it. Mr. Speaker, timeliness of
debate in this era of electronic
communication is euery hit as
fnporcant as opportunity for
debate. ns a matter of fact, if
you do not have a Limely debate, T
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would submit to Your Honour, you
are not being given any debate at
all. You are not being given any
opportunity o consider the issue
in this House of Assembly if 1t 1is
being considered three or four or
five or six days after the
announcement has been made, afbter
it has been covered 1in the media
and people's attention goes on Lo
something else. That is not good
enough. on significant fesuas
such as this you have to have a
timely debate. And Lhat,
unfortunately, is why we are hack
here on  bhis beaukiful evening,
the longest night of the year or
the second Jlongest night, whenever
it is.

MR. DAWE:
Were you up to the galf club?

MR. BARRY:

Yes, 1 had five holes in in the
break, and there might be a chance
to get another thirteen finished
heFore it gebts dark tontight. Tt
is a Jong night.

MR. SIMMS:
What 1s your handicap?

MR. BARRY:
My handicap is thirteen, and
fallling quickly. AU, M.
Speaker, we have more significant
things to talk about naw than my
handicap.

My biggest handicap while I am in
Lhis House % interjeckions by
members opposite.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:

T am not. going to kake a lot of
time of this House because I know
thare are okher wmembers who  wank
to speak. With some difficulty,
Bl recognizing Lhe i fFFiculty of
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Your Honour as well, I had an
opportunity to make a few brief
comnents this afternoon.

I wou JHike ko point outk,
however, that there are tuwo major
things to  be considered here.
Number one, there was a real
obligation on Ethe part  of the
Government of Canada; whether or
not it was spelled out clearly in
the Terms of Union, Mr. Speaker,

politically the Govearnment: of
Canada could not. Lake that
decision wibhout Ihe agraement. of

the admwinistration of the day .

The Sullivan Commnission
recommended, by Lhe WAy, )
reference to the Supreme Court of
Canada if there was going ko be a
closure of the railway and there

was no agreement beltween the
provincial and federal
governments. The Sullivan Royal
Commission recommended, Mr .

Speaker, and T quote -

MR. WARREN;
Ruote all of it, not jusk some of
it

MR. BARRY:

If I quote it all you will be here
unkil next Thursday, Fhis is just
the last paragraph. "The
Commission recommends iLhat in o any
instance where subsequent specific
recommendations of Lhis raport
require government action
adversely arfecting maintenance of
service in gulf, coastal or rail
oparations, prior agreement Lo
such action be obtained between
the federal and provincial
governments "

When you consider that ministers
of the Crown in Ottawa and Ehe
Prime Minister had recognized
their obligation to continuing the
railway in this Province, when you
consider, Mr. Speaker, that legal
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issue is  wvery, very  far  from
without doubt, that there was a
very real quesltion as to whether
the Government of Canada was or is
legally entitled to Eterminate the
railway service, then one has to

racognize Fhat Lhe present
administration had a very real
bargaining tool, Fe A good
bargaining position with thedir
Tory colleaques in Ol awa, e,
therefore, have to ask, Mr- .
Speaker, did bthey gek as good a
price, considering their
bhargaining position, as Fhey
should have gotten if, din fact, it
is a good thing to close out the

railway at all? One has to ask is
this something that we should have
gotten a plebiscite or @
refarendum on? Is kthis something
that we should have gotten some
greater Ffeedback ., From the people
of this Province on? Is this
something Lhat should be puk to
the people of the Province in an
election?

DR. COLLINS:
You mean the Iiberal Party does
not know? Has the Liberal Party
not made up its mind yet?

MR. BARRY:

Mr. Speaker, T am going ko be
delighted to hear the Minister of
Health (Dr. Collins) when he gels
up to speak. T will be happy to
tell him what my position cig: My
position is still very, very
quastioning  as Lo whether if
Hibernia 1is developed, if Terra
Nova is developed, if any of these
projects that are being promised
by members opposite euvep come ko
fruition, I have very real concern
that it may be something like Lhe
Come By Chance oil refinery, when
members opposite were prepared to
tear it down a few years before we
had somebody ready to start it up
again -

No. b9 (Evening) R3265



SOME HON. MFEMBFERSG:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:

— we may find members opposite
going around wilth egg on their
faces when they see the volume of
pipe and nud and cemant and
chemicals that are going to have
to  be brought in if any real

of fshore activity guer gets
going. Now, mayhe memhears

opposite are saying, 'Ah, this is
all pie in the sky. We know it 1is

pie in the sky. 0il 1s never
going to come. Do not wailh for

the oil, boy. Do not wait of the

oil.

DR. COLLINS:
Do you want to keep itk?

MR. RARRY:

I would Tike more information that
is not available to me. T would
1ike more information From members
opposite oar from the Government of
Canada, as Lo whal we are talking
aboul, as to why the front bench,
most of whom ware in Cabinet when
the Premier was getting up and
saying, "Wa should widan the
railway. We should turn it from a
narrow gauge to @ standard guage,’
when the famous Cabot Martin
Report received the sanckion of
Cabinet.

MR. SIMMS:
Ten years ago.

MR. BARRY:
No. Less than eight years ago.

I would 1love to hear members
opposite. Maybe T can bhe
persuaded to speak in the course
of Fkhis evening as bo what has
happened in the intervening eight
years. ( would be delighted Lo
hear how the last eight years has
made  the railway unviable when it
was uwiable, according to members
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opposile, ajghl years ago.

Mr. Speaker, we have the question,
"How A their hargaining
position?' We have the question,
tReally, should Lthey bhe bargaining
at all, should they be prepared at

all to give up the railway?! TF
they did, "What is their
bhargaining position?! The third
thing 1s: '"How did they do in

negotiating, in Fheir bargaining?
Did they get enough money to keep
up our highway system, Lo make up
faor the additional traffic that is
going to be there as a result of
¢losing the railway?’

I was just referring, Mr. Speaker,
Lo the report prepared in
December, 1986, by TRIP Canada for
he Canadian Construction
association. Now TRIP Canada is @&
public informa tion  committee of
the Canadian Construction
fAssociation, Ffor those who do not
know. This committee pointed out
Lhat  $190  willion —a year dre
needed for our highways Jjust to
keaep them Lo bthe g Landard they are
today . They said that 52 percent
of our primary roads neead
resurfacing, 32 percent of our
secondary roads; 18 percent of our
primary roads need reconstruction,
and A8.8 percent of our secondary

roads need reconstruction. They
esbimated, Lthis was in 1986, an
average cost of $120,000 a

kilometbre For resurtfacing our
primanry roads, and $500, 000 a
kilometre For reconstruction of
our primary roads. They said 499
kilomelkres had to he resurfaced at
a cost of just under $60 million,
and 178 kilometres had to he
reconstructed at a cost of Just
under $90 million,

S0 $150 million was required in
work for our primary highways, and
For our sscondary highways, ab an
average cost of 490,000 a
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kilometre to resurface 1,477
kilometres, $132 million and for
reconstruction of 2,220 kilometres
an average cost of $300,000 per
kilometre, $666 million,

S0 they are figuring that you need
$798 million to resurface and

reconstructk our primary anc
secondary roads . Now  that 1s
wi thout any Ewdnning af the
Trans- Canada Higlway, that is
wibhout Aany uridening of the

Trans-—-Canada Highway .

MR. DAWFE:

No, it is not. . It is
all -inclusive, Talk Lo the man

who wrote {Lhe report .

MR. BARRY:

Well, T will be glad to hear Fram
the Minister of Transportation,
In any event, if their figure 1is
right, $190 million a year is
needed.

Now, if you listen to the press
releases, if you 1listen to the
statements by nembers opposite, it
sounds like we are getting $800
million for the railway, That 1is
not so. That is not so.

We are getting, mMr,. Spaaker, less
than $400 million to deal with the
Trans -Canada Highway .

Bui, Mr. Speaker, ihe stgnilFicant
thing s how it s going to bhe
deliveraed. Te  is  going to be
delivered over a period of Tifteen
years,

Now what dis Lhe value of Chat?
The wvalue of that, 4if you were
being paid a 1 ump  sum  today  to
Finance that project, dis less than
$300 million.

Anc  that s really  all thal we

look at dn this agreement . The
Government of Canada, if the
L3267 June 20, 1988 Vol XL

railway were not closed, would
skill have to  deal with the
ordinary transportation
requirements of this Province over
the next fifteen years.

So it dis double counkting, it ig
cooking the books for members
opposilte Lo say thak those amounts
should be included for the closure
of the NewfoundTland Ravi. Tway .

MR. DAWF:
It dis all new dollars.

MR. BARRY:
Of course it 1is new moriey, just
Like it would he new money  next
year when the New Wighways
agreamani. i neqgotiated, or filve
years down the road it will be neuw
money, Mr. Spaaker. [t does not
mean that the railway has to be
closed, Mhe Minister of
Intergovernmental Affairs (Mr .
Dawe), I did not hear frim  deal
with his press release of October
31, 1980 when he got up to speak,
when he said -

MR. DAWE:
Do you wank me to answer that now?

MR. BARRY:

If the minister wanted to point
out why he was saying we should
not have Lo maka a choice between
the railway and the Trans--Canada
Highway T will yield For a momen k.,
provided T do not lose my Eturn.

MR. SPEAKFR:
The hon . Lhe Minmister of
Intergovernmental Affairs,

MR. DAWE:

Mr. Speaker, it is a very simple
mathematical problem and the hon.
member over there has dealt with
it himself. What he believed in
and  what  he said was the way
government should work when he was

on Ehis side is completely
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different than the way it ‘s over
there. Times change,
circumstances change, Mr, Speakar,
and what has happened since 1980
not only applias to khe pailway in
Newfoundland but it applies to the
radlway all ACPOSS Canada, it
applies Lo the railway all across
North America, it applies ko a
system thal has changed the whole
method of moving transportakion
goods through containerization,
has changed the whole method right
throughout North america and right
Ehroughout bLhe world. What
applied and what was relevant in
1980 in a transportation
perspective is not relevant today
because the traffic Lhat  was
available to the railway at that
time 1is not available to khe
railway at the present time. It
is simple.

MR. DOYLE:
Fxactly. I+ only has a 10 per
cent share of the markel now.

MR, SPEAKER:
The hon. the member For Mount Scio
 RBell Tsland.

MR. BARRY:
1T am smoking them out.

Mr. Speaker, T anm glad that tha
former Minister of Transportation
responded because Gt actually was
the former, former Minister of
Transportakion T was quoting from,
but the former minister also made
the samme remark in 1981.

so, we have the Former, Fformer
Minister of Transportation, and
the former Minister of
Transportation, and the present
Minister of Transportation, and
all three have said we should not
have to chose between a proper
highway system and @& railway.
Now, all of a sudden, Lhay are
saying, yes, we are going Lo be
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Forced to chose bebwaen a highway
system and a railway. M.
Speakar, Lhe signifFicant thing,
and it 1is a real concern, ig dn
Fifteen years time we are going to
have a super-duper Trans—Canada
but not as good as peop le were

expecting, not a four-lane
Trans -Canada, not @ twinned
Trans—-Canada right ACross Lhe
Province. We are nob going bo
have that.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:

It is not needed,

MR, BARRY:

It is not needed? Mambears

opposite say it is not needed.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
oh, oh!

~

MR. SPEAKER:
Oorder, please!

MR. DOYLE:

There +1s one area of Lthe Province
wheare braffic volume jusbkiFies
Four lanes.

MR. RARRY:
Which araca s vhat?
and how far?

Raetwean here

MR. DOYLE:

From here to Whithourne -
Argentia, rhe Argentia turn- of f.
There are about 9,000 cars & day .

MR. BARRY:
From here to the Argentia
turn-off, members opposite are
saying, 1s the only area of the
Province where there should be
twinning.

SOMF HON. MEMBERS:
No. No.

MR. DAWE:
The second araa is hetween Corner
Brook and Deer Lake, and that s
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in the agreement as well.

MR. BRARRY:

The second area is between Corner
Brook and Deer Lake. Well, I
would say the people around Gander
and Grand Falls are going to have
a few things Lo say about that,
The people around Clarenville are
going to have something to say
about that.

MR. DAWF:
Tt is Four laned, but not twinned .

MR. DOYI| F:
Nobt divided.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. WARRFN:
He has not bawn
overpass !

outsicde the

MR. RARRY:
That ds krue, I nevep 4o oukside
the overpass, Mr. Speaker.

By the way, now that I heard that
burp from the right corner there,
we should keep in mind that what
ts being said in the Mainland
media is not correct, and I think
people have fallen into it here:
Newfoundland dis not going to be
wikthout a railway. There is still
going to be a railway in the
Labrador portion of the Province,
just to correct that Lechnical
misconception that Newfoundland s
now wilhout a railway . There is
sEill  a railway in Labrador, Ehe
QNS & . connection to Wabush and
Labrador City will si411 be there,
but. for the Island portion of the
Province, this s the and of Fhe
road for the Newfoundland
Railway. There s no turning back
after this agreement.

Now, Mr,
great concern that in

Speaker, T have a very
fifteen
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years time we are going to see a
province burdened with an improved
highway transportation system and
withouk Lhe wherewithal e
maintain it, Now the former
Minister of Transportation got up
and said there 1is actually going
Lo be less cost to maintain 5

MR. DAWE:

I did not say that,

MR. RARRY:
Now I would 1like +to have the
minister indicabte o us how  the
laws of nature are going to be
turned back, From the  Taws of
nature are going to be stopped.
e hiave parks of  the highway
system of the Roman Empire stil]
Ehera, Mr . Speaker, without
maintenance. I have seen parts of
it here and there across Furope.
But, Mr. Speaker, euen if for two
years or three years or Four yaars
of five years there may bhe a
period when maintenance cosks are
reduced because there has been a
renewal of surfacing on the road,
the Minister of Transportation s
incorrect 4if he says  that in
perpetuity the cost of the
maintenance of the highway system
is going to be reduced if we put
in four lanes 4inskead of two going
across this Province.

MR. DAWF:
There s more to this “graeament
than the Trans-Canada Highway .

MR. BARRY:

Well, thaoere is mnore to thisg
agreement  than the Trans-Canada
Highway, T agree with Fhe member,

MR. DAWE:

Every time you pave a gravel road
itocosts less bo maintain i,

MR. BARRY:
And T agree with the minister on
that as well. Every time you pave
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a gravel road it costs less to
maintain, provided you contiinue to
expend the dollars to keep it
pavaed.

SOMF HON. MEMBERS:
Right.. Right.

MR. BARRY:

Mr. Speaker, we have carlain money
fFor a cerlain period of time under
FRDA agreements, and T am surs we

are goivg to have a better
maintained highway system For the
next fiflLeen years. But, Mr .

Speaker, heyond Lthat there ts no
commitment from the Government of
Canada.

PREMTER PFECKFORD:
We have always had ERDA and we
will always have ERDA.

MR. BARRY:

Yes, but what has that got Lo do,
Mr. Speaker, with what we, are
being paid ko gilve up our rights
with respect to the Newfoundland
Rl Lwiay ? Nothing. The  Premier
Wa s not here, but T agree
complately wikh the Premier thak
these are monies under FRDA, or
money that  would coma Lo tLhe
Province whether the railway was
closed or not.

MR. TULK:
That is right.

PREMTER PECKFORD:
e have another 155 YRArs to
prepare for maintenance costs.

MR. BARRY:

I agree. I agree, but it has
nothing to do with the ¢losing of
the railway.

PREMIFR PECKFORD:
No, exactly.

MR. BARRY:
T am glad to have the Premier
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admit that.

After fifteen years, Mr. Speaker,
in order to sustain the poink the
Premier is making, we would have
to  have & conbinuing comi tmaent
from the Government of Canada for
an cincreasecd ERDA agreament, or an
increased expenditure under ERDA .
That is the only way that we wou Ld
1ive up to that.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
e w1 alwiy s have ERDA
agreements.

MR. BARRY:
Where is the commitment that we

are going to have increased
expenditures under ERDA? Tt s

not there. and that is the real
flaw in this agreement.

MR. DAWE:
There have heen ERDA agreements
euer since we have had to repair
"We'll Finish the Drive in '65%'
projects.

MR. BARRY:

Mr . Speaker, I want to say that T
am prepared to keep an open mind
in the course of this debate. T
want to keep an open mind to have
members opposile persuada  me Fhat
the agreement they are presenting
to Lhis House is a good agreemenkt
that can be supported. But, Mr.
gpaaker, Lhey havae to deal with
these issues., They have to
axplain how we can give up A
right, which was there in the
Terms of Union for perpetuity

MR. DINN:

That 1% where you are wrong
again. It is not in the Terms of
Union.

MR. BARRY:

Oh'! It is not there in the Terms
of Union for perpetulty, desplte
Prime Minister St-Laurent saying
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that the Government of Canada will
continue to operate the
Newfoundland Railway in accordance
with braffic of fering?

MR. DAWE:
Did he put that in the Terms of
Union?

MR. BARRY:

Mr. Speaker, that is not 1in the
Terms of Union, hbhut the Sullivan
Royal Commission -

MR. DAWF:
Oh, 4t ds not in the Terms of
Union!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. RBRARRY:

[ think ) said Lhat this
afternoon, and I will say it again
nou  in case members did not hear
it. In the Sullivan Royal
Commission, Mr. Speaker, and Lhe -

MR. DAWE:
The Royal Commission is not in the
Terms of Union either.

MR. BARRY:
~ government of the day in this
Province agreed Fo  accepk  the

appointment of that Royal
Commission, the report  of the

Sullivan Royal Commission said
that the Terms of Union had to be
read in conjunction with that

letter,

Now, T wi 1l quote From the
Sullivan Royal Commission report,
if the Former Minislar of

Transportation has forgotten it.

MR. DAWF

T have not Forgollen, it s just
that there is no relevance 1in the
Terms of Unijon.

MR. BARRY:
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Just one paragraph, Your Honour.

MR. DAWE:

Mr . Sullivan was not  given a
mandate to change the Terms of
Union.

MR. BARRY:

'The Commission takes the position
that this letter must be pread
together with the Terms of Union
in order to arrive at the full
constitutional obligation and
undertaking of Canada. '

'If the Commission's opinion 4in
this lebter s  corroeck, ik is
clear that the Terms of Union must
be considered to be modified Eo a
significant degree by the letter,
i Lhiat by Lhe Tettapr the
operation of the Newfoundland
railway  and coastal service were
placed on the same footing, for
all  practical  purposes, s Ehe
operation of the Gulf service and
that Lhere therefors, an
obligation to maintain the rail
and coastal services, regardleass
of cost, as long as Lraffic
reasonably offers and al level
commensurate or in accordance with
thakt offering.

Mr. Speaker, the Sullivan Royal
Commission identified a continuing
obligation on the part of the
Government of Canada. The present
administration s accepting that
the Government aof Canada can
cancel that conlinuing obligation
for a once and for all payment .
That is a very, vary serious f£1law,
as far as T can see, in  the
agraement which memhers are
agreeing to. They are not looking
to  Ethe future for this Province.
They are putlting a yoke and
millstone around the neck of  this

Province by adopting a once and
For all, one-shoi payment, and
Lhey are saying, 'Let us leave 11
to the government of Fifleen Yadars
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time to decide how to gek the
Province out of the mess that we
are now going to leave them in.'
Now, that is not responsible, Mr.
Speaker. That is not @& proper
approach. I+ is nol responsible
and it dis nol a proper approach.

Mr. Speaker, as far as that lebier
from the Lhen Prime Minister is
concernaed, in  that Jetlaer, which
the Royal Commission said we have
to road as well as the Terms of

Urion, there is & express
commi kment herae to macinbain a
certain Jevel of service
commensurate with the traffic

of fering.

Mr. Speaker, Jlook at it  From a
moral point of view. You know
that sweeping majority that voted
to bring wus into Confederation,

that massive majority, Mr .
Speaker, of 1 percent. How many
of those were induced - How do we
kriow? We will never be able to
say - to agree ko thak
Confederation Referendum because

they were aware of that Jebter
from the Prime Minister of Canada
of the day which was sent to the
National Convention and widely
published around this Province,
Lhat the Prime Minister of Canada,
s part of Lhe inducement Lo
gelting Newfoundland finto Canada,
was  saying, e will conivinue Lo
operate the railway"? and il s
ironic, L Find, Lhatk membears
opposite are Jess supportive of
Ehis Province in its
constitutional enlitlement under
the Tarms of Union than Aare
members of the government in
Ottawa, many of whose wministers
have gotten up and said that they
pacognize the constitutional
obligation. And it is a fact that
the Premier has in the past, and
if he wants chapter, verse and
dates T can give them to him, has
said-
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PREMIER PECKFORD:
You must have a good memory.

MR. BARRY:
Well, T wi 11 just refar the
Premier to one place where he said

it, when he issued his report, khe
Cabot Martin Submission.

MR. SIMMS:
Mo MAry yedrs ago Was Fhat?

MR. BARRY:

Rack around 1980.

MR. SIMMS:
Well, things have changed since
then.

MR. BARRY:

It is very intriguing, Mr .
Speaker, what 1s being submitted
by the Government House Leader
now. The Premier said there was a
constitutional obligation in 1980,
but circumstances have changed and
it is not a constitutional
obligation in 1988.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:
MNow fihiad i a vary
submission.

curitous

AN HON. MEMRBFR:
You must have,

MR. BARRY:

T used to be a half-decent chess
player, Mr. Speaker, in my day,
but I have not played recently.

Mr. Speaker, on January 18, 1980,
tao be specific, the Premier said,

"The railway must be made
attrackive to users. T+ must be
made to work. The Government of

Canada has that constitutional
obligation under the Terms of

Union." and then on October 9,
1980, "Newfoundland SEES its
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demands for an improved railway
system, including resumption of
passenger service, as  being a
right under the Terms of Union
with Canada and not linked with
possible federal spend ing on
needed highway improvement."

Mr. Speaker, I would 1like the

Premier to deal with those
statements made at those specific
Eimes ., Now, let us see what the

Premier said on October 18, 1979,
Following a krain ride From
Whitbourne to Bishop's Falls. The
Pramier said, "However, let us not
allow the railway detractors any
cheap shots. Our  policy on khe
railway is not based on nostalgia
but on the certain Ffact that  we
will need the railway +in an energy
expensive  Ffuture, thal we will
need ~ the railway to  meet the
demands of oFfshore oil, that we
will need the railway to ensure
thal we have Ihe Flexibility and
intermodal compelition of direct
water, bruck and padil. "

Now T would Tike the Premier to
tel]l us, Mr. Speaker, is he saying
that we are no longer going to
have an energy expensive future,
that energy prices are not guing
to rise any more? Is this the
Premier's conclusion? Are we notk
going to have the demands of
of fshore oil? Is that what the
Premier is saying? Are these the
circumstances that have changed?
Because the wording, Mr. Speaker,
of the Terms of Union and the
wording of Lhat Jetter of Prime
Ministep Skt-lLaurent hauve not
changed. They remain the same now
as kthey were in 1979 and 1980.

So these Are A e of he
questions, Mpr. Speaker, that I
would 1like ko haap members
opposite deal with. 7T could go on
For a Jong ftime, but, Mr. Speakoer,
I would rather have and ericourage
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a free flow of debate.

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible) Argentia Nccess.

MR. RARRY:
I would rather have a free flow of
debate, Mr. Speaker. Yes, under

the Argentia Access and the
Carbonear Access and the Bonavistka
Access, There are very real
questions as ko-

PREMIER PECKFORD:

We have to rebuild the Argentia
Nccass again, There Ls no
reopener in there.

MR. DOYLE:
No maintenance agreement., eibher.

MR. BARRY:

Mr. Speaker, mea culpa, mea culpa,
mea  culpa For anything [ did to
close down the Argentia Access,
but. T do not Lhink T had vary much
to do with it,

MR, SIMMS:
What <is your party's posikbion?

MR. BARRY:
Mr. Speaker, one very real part of
our party's posikion is that there
should be a debate in this
l.egislature when decisions of this

nature are taken.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:

And T say that with firmness and
with authority, Mr Speaker,
Members opposite had to he hauled
kicking and scraaming  into  this
debate.

Mr, Speaker, we have had the
opportunity to o ouk our
position idin the past. We have
sl chat: the WOk shoulc bhe
done. We have said that tLhe
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highway system should be put in
place, and we should see whether
that is adequate to meet the needs
of the Province before we yank up
the rails. We have persistently
sald that.

Mr. Speaker, we have said khat
energy and other developments in
Fhe Foreseeable future, as
comebody else said & few years
ago, as [ just guoted, will be
such that railways, Mr. Speaker,
could bacome, again, the mos i
efficient and effective
transporbation sysbem N Norkh
America, and we want to be shown
that thal is not the case.

MR. SIMMS:
So your position 1s to keep the
railway?

MR. FUREY:
Listen, boy, listen!

MR. SIMMS:
Listen to what is talking over
therel

MR. RARRY:

Mr. Speaker one of the Ekhings T
have not commented on, by the way,
Lhat causaes me concern and that we
point out, is that we want to make
sure Lhat railway employess ara
properly dealt with, and there are
sOme 300, T unders tand, whose
futures are uncertain. Many of
them have been looked after, but
{here are around 300, according to
rhe Praesident of Lhe Union, whom I
listened to when Lhe House closed
as T was driving in my car, and he
was saying that some 300 of his
members were Jafl wiith an
uncertain future as @ result of
this agreement.

Mr. Speaker, we have gaid, and we
still say, that the Government of
canada should pay the capital cost
of twinning the Trans—Canada
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Highway, and also should pay
annually the additional operating
costs made necessary as a result
of twinning the highway. T just
got through reiterating that
aarliar, Thal: s the position
that has been set forth again
today by the Leader of Lhe Parbty.
It 1is the same position that we
have adopted in the past, and it
is the same position, hy the way,

that WS receiving UEry
sympathetic response from members
opposite  only a ywar oago. M

Speaker, the other point 1is the
one  that [ made this af bernoon,
that Lhe Terms of Union must  be
amended  Lf  there s kO bhe @ny
certainty to this deal because
despite thal one paragraph atl
opinion which the Premiear
submitted to this House.

MR. WELLS:
Tt was not an opinion, bhut &
synopsis.

MR. BARRY:

Yes, it is called a synopsis.

Mr. Speaker, as 1T said earlier
today [ gave an opinion thakt there
was ‘a very real doubt as to
whether the Government of Canada
was entitled to discontinue the
railway and that it should he in
fFact referred to a decision. As I

said, therea s a very redal
hargaining power in the present
administraiion, TF the railway is

to bhe closed, if the decision 1is
made afber piroper debate that that
should be done, there was a very
graat hargalning pPower, which T
regret members gdave up For the
pittance, Mr. Speaker. We have
heard of thirty pieces of siluer,
hut we never before heard of
thirty pieces of silver paid out
over fifteen years which is what
we are dealing with here.

MR, SIMMONS:
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Judas on instalments.

MR. RBARRY:

Yes, the dnsbtalment plan, Mr .
Speaker, I will end with this
remark . I cannot  see  From Ihe

statments that have been made by
Fhe Premier over the Tlasct ten
years how he can be very proud of
the announcement made today . [
think the Premier regrets what was
done today. IF he was Forced into
it, 1if he had to do it, then I
would Tike For him to get up and
let us know and mayhe we can
sympathize, or maybe we can assisk
him in his problems, in his time
of travail.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
You had your chance to solue these
probhlenms .

MR. BARRY:

Yes, Mr. Speaker, I did the best T
could at any opportunity. I did
the hest I could.

SOME [HON., MFMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRY:

I do nol have 1o hang my head, Mr.
Speaker, on anything T have done
since T have been in public¢ 1life
in this Province. Mpr. Speaker, do
you know something? My positions
are standing the test of +ime a
lot better than positions that
have been taken by many members
opposite, whether it be on the
Caome By Chance refinery, Mr .
Speaker -

MR. BAKER:
They said it could not be done.

MR. BARRY:

They said it could not be done.
Who Wera thoey? Only memhers
Opposite.

or whether it he with respaect to
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the development of offshore oil,
or any otlther decision T have had
an dnput dinto din  this Province
since [ have heen in public life,
I am willing to have it stand the
tasit of lime,

MR. CALIAN:
You are the one that dis going down
the tube.

MR. BARRY:
Mr. Speaker, I appreciate the uvote
of conifidence from the member Fope
Bellevue. I have to say that I an
getbing a lok of support from tha
constituents of Mount Scio - Bell
[sland, because T Ehink Lhey
appreciate my position, whether it
be on the railuway or offshore oil,
or Newfoundland Hydro, the Upper
Churchill, the Lower Churchill,
the Come By Chance refinery.

MR. DINN:
How about 821l Tsland?

MR. RARRY:

I Just had the opportunity, only a
couple of days ago, of seaing
aclddtional penefits go to my
constituents on Re'll Island.

MR. DOYLE:

I am going to capture Bell Island.

MR. BARRY:
Mr. Speaker, T am glad that the
Minister of Transportation has
listened ko my appeals 1in  the
House, the appeals of council, the
appeals of residents on Bell
Island.

MR. DOYLE:

All good friends over there.

MR. BARRY:

I agree, the Minister of
Transportation has ko he
complimented, Mp. Speaker. We arae
dealing wilth why would Fhe people
of Mount Scio -~ Bell Island vole
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for me, if they felt that
positions I had taken had swung
with the wind. But, Mr. Speaker,
my positions have been Firm and
unwavering, whether it be on Come
by Chance, whether it be on
offshore o0il or whether it be -on
the Newfoundland Railway. T ask
members opposite to take the same
unwavering position now o as they
took a few years ago.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMRFRS:
Haar, hear!

MR. DAWFE:

You will hear some common  sense
now, and you will have to shove
your head in the sand.

DR. COLLINS:
Mr, Speaker.

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

DR. COLLTNS:

Mr. Speaker, I suppose there was a
certain surprise as Lo why our
friends opposite did what they did
Loday. Wwe had in third reading
some bills and then they turned
the House 1into sort of a joke .
They did not allow the business of

the House to go through. Thay
violated all sorts of traditions
in the House. Thaey ignored Your

Honour's directions and all that
sorlt of bthing.

[ suppose a lobk of people wonderad
wily they would go to that
extreme. Why do they become so
disruptive and so much against the
traditions of this House that have
stood us in good stead since
19497

Well, of course, Lthe answer is
quile obuious tonight. The
members opposite wanted to Find
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out what the railway situation 1in
Newfoundland was all about. They
have not the slighest clue what
the issues are. ° They heard an
announcement today, an
announcement welcomed, iF one can
gauge what one hears in the
streals, and what one hears on the
media, and what one is known
previously Ffrom conversations, an
announcement that was welcomed by
Lhe vas l: majority of
Newloundlanders .,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Naar, haar!

DR. COLLINS:

Thoy were tobkally oblivious to
what the idssues were. So they
said, ‘Look, something went on
this morning. We better find out
what this railway Ehing is all
about. We better get a debate
going.' The reason why Lhey
wanted to do it was to try to
arrive at a posikion, because it
is clear the hon. member who just
satk down has no opinion on the
matter. A former leader of the
Liberal Party, a Fformer potential
premier of this Province, he has
an open mind or I prefer to call
it a vacant mind -

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SIMMS:
He cannot take the heat, look!

DR. COLLING:

on  the railway s tuation, He
has no position. He has no firm
idea  wherae he would lead this
Province on the railway.

Does that apply to the rest of the
Opposition opposite? T suggeskt it
does because we have heard also
the Leader of the Liheral Party
(Mr. Wells) opposite, he himself
has made some remarks which show
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he has nobt given Lhis any  thought
whatsoever, He has made remarks
like: 'We should have held oul. for
more  money. We should have heen
fFirm against Lhe Faderal
government. ' We should have told
tha Fadaral govarmient, 'SBack off,
give us more money or we will do

you great damnage ovaer Fhe
railway . ! Nous, that is the
posiiion, in assence, of Fhe

Leader of the Liberal Party.

One has to ask how are we going to
tell the Ffederal government ko
hack off? What are we going to
threaten with?

PREMIER PECKFORD:
They would drive us into the
ground and we would get nothing.

DR. COILILTINS:

That is right, What are we going
ko - Ehreaten them with ovaer he
railway? This dis the sort of
mushroomey or fhe mushey fype of
thinking we are getting from our
Friends opposite.

They have no concept or whal s
going on in real terms in almost
any public dissue thal comes Up.
For- the Leader of the Opposition
o say, '"The issue hare s
money.' It dis not principle. It
is not to say whether there should
be @ hard decision made, a
decision the Newfoundland people
have to think about, that this
govermnent has to think about fopr
the last year or more, a hard,
hard decision, come down and say,
is this right or this wrong for
the people? Tt is not that. L%
is just that 1is there a bit more
money in it? That ‘is the Leader
of the Opposition's position.

MR. DAWF :

He has established what he s, He
s just going to estahlish the
price.
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DR. COLLINS:

Now that 1is where we take grauve
excaplion o fhe Opposition's
approach on this whole matter.

Surely it dis to be expected that
governmenl: should have ‘in its mind
what dt wants to do wiih the
railway, It jusk should not go
from pillar to post. It should
nol juskt say, 'Give us an exbtra
$10 or another extra $100 or an
exktra $1,000 or an exkra 1
million or even an extra $10
million, vyes, and we will chanage
our policy.'

The government should not act Lhat

Wy, The government should say,
'Here 1is where we stand on the
railuway . We are going to

Persevere to the end, no matter
whal, ' or, '"We are going to take a
definitive position and say that
the railway has served its purpose
well, the time has now come to
change, and we will do our best tao
put in  place an alternative. '
Thiat: i A sensible, rational
decision, and that 1is what this
Jovermnent said,

The Opposition do not say  that,
They say, "It dis only a money
matber, Give us an extra bit of
money. We do not have any palicy.
We do not have any fipm conuviction
on things. Just give us another
it of money and we will go one
way. Do not give us so much money
and we will go the other way '

S0 we do  have to Ehink the
Opposition potentially has to take
Ehe reigns of  power in this
Province. Now, if that is the way
the Opposition thinks, 4if that is
the degree of development, it 4s
pathetic. The Opposition has been
in the wilderness in this Province
sinca 1972, Whia k; s that?
Sixteen years they have been 1in
the wilderness .
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When you are in the political
wilderness you are supposed to
evolve new strategies, you are
supposed to test public opinion,
and you are supposed to evolve new
ways of doing things, innovative
ways of doing Ehings. After
sixteen years, 1if the Opposition
is still just saying, 'Give us a
bit more money and we will change
our policy whichever way is ko our
benefit,' how can the people of
this Province take any comfort in
Lhat? How can they even imagine
Fhat the Opposition could sver ne
given the respongibility of taking
the hard decisions, bhe indepth
decisions, 1hat have to be made?
Clearly they will not.

Mr . Speaker, T quess Fhat  is why

we have had - what is it? - seven
Leaders of the Opposition since
1975, T helieve it is seven. T

may be oubt one or Lwo . But sooner
or later the Liberal Party has to
come up with policies and itk has
to come up with firm leadership.

MR. DOYLE:
Alternatives.

DR. COLLINS:

As my hon. friend says, it has to
come up wikh vuiabhle alternatives.
T+ cannot just be coming in,
Johnny Come lLately on the issues,
not knowing what 1s going on, and

reacting to media commants.
Almost all the questions we get in
this House do not come From
convinced Lliberal policies. They
came From reacding the Tatest
Nnewspaper or they come from

hearing Here and Now the night
baefore, or whalever,

AN HON. MEMBFR:
(Tnaudible).

PDR. COLLINSG:
or some fulminations from Harry
Steele's henchinen.
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MR. DAWE:
Written on the back of his cheque.

DR. COLLINS:

We demand the Liberal Party, our
opponents, to give us something to
Fight against. You know, ik 1is
like a sponge. Reacting to the
Opposition is 1Tike reacting o a
sponge, or it 1is like reacting to
¢ilk scarf. You bLry to hit 4t and
there is nothing there. Tt just
Fads  away., We want  some solid
thought from members oppos ite.

Now, the railway has shown them up
in Fheir worst Tight the hardest
position they have taken on the
pailway  is on tha consbitutional
question.

MR. HODDER:

They let bhe passenger service qo
themselves.

DR. COLLINS:

Thiatk is right. The passenger
service went in - what was it? -
1938,

MR. FUREY:
You were supposed to bring it back.

DR. COLLINS:

Where was the great constitutional
issue that was to Dbe brought
Forward ak thak stage by the
Liberal Party? You know, it is
only a changa din manner. Th 18
not a change in kind, that the
Frodght railway fis now Finally
going. The same dssue was there
when  bhe passenger service wenk
from the railway. That was long
before bkhe Mooras Govermnen b came
in. That was 1in the Smallwood
days . T do not Ekhink the hon.
| eader of the Opposition was
actually in  government at  kthe
time. He was a supporter. He
never divorced himself from the
party.
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SOME_HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

PREMIER PECKFORD:
He  (danudible) about the offshore,
Cinaudible), and everylthing else.

MR. DOYLF:
He was bthere when thay closed down
the Argentia passenger service,

DR. COIl LINS:
Absolutely.

MR. DOYIFE:
He never did anything about that.

DR. COLLINS:

That is the hardest position our
opponents came up with, it was on
the constitution. All kthe rest of
it you could dismiss. A grade
nine student, and I am saying this
with nrothing against grade nine
skudents, but T am just saying a
grade nine student could come up
with a better objeckion to Lhis
railway deal than the Opposition
did, axcapt possibly an ihe
conslitutional point,

let us Tlook at the constitution

argument, There are 600 workers
out there going to have their
working sktyle changad. Tharae are

workers out there who are now
Jargely based in Lhe urban areas,
like say, St. John's and Grand
Falls, who will have some negakive
benefit or potential negative
benefit From Lhis arrangement .

In counter disktinction to Lhak, if
you want to think of that as being
negative, the positive aspeclt is
that there are going to get many
more workers, T think about double
the number of people, in rural
areas, which will get employment
out of the increased road
development, 600 Fro 800 people a
year,

.3279 June 20, 1988 Vol XI

The wmembers opposite are taking
that approach, to keep the railway
and the wurban workers and they do
not want to bring in an
alternative whereby khere will be
double the amount of rural workers
involued, This is in a Province
where most of +Lhe unemployment s
in khe rural areas. Now why does
the Opposition want the rural
areas not to gev benefits fFrom Fhe
alternatives to the radlway
sibuation, Surely they jaust have
given some thought to the spin
off, to the dimplications of this
deal, that this is going to be
good For rural Newfoundland, For
employment in rural Newfoundland .
Sure, there may be some negative
run  off or spin off in urban
Newfoundland ., Ruk in urban
Newfoundland the employment
problem is not as great, so why
does not the Opposition say, 1if we
are going ko keep the railway wnd
have less rural unemployment or,
go for the alternative and have
greater rural employment. Why dao
they nobt go that way? Fhe reason
is, of course, they do not have
their policy alternatives, they do
rnot have their policy
implications, they do  not have
their policy thoughts in line.

Mr. Speaker, no malter what the
Opposition, how much emphasis they
put on the constitutional

question, Ehe peuplea of
Newfoundland are not that
interested in the constikbution

niceties, The people of
Newfoundland are interested in khe
practicalities,

The people of Newfoundland are not
interested in keeping the railway
just because there is something 1in
the constitution which says  LlLhey
should keep it, even though the
railway  dis now past ikg point of
contribution to oaur economy . The
people of Newfoundland are saying,
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"Ts 4.t good for our economy ko
have the railway, or is it better
to have something 1in place of kthe
railway?' If +the hon. members
opposite say, "You mus & disregard
all that  thought, it is the
constitutionality, it is the
legalisms of all this thing that
are tnportant. ' This s where
they are so much out of step with
the realities 1in NewFoundland and
this is where the Newfoundland
people are not paying much
attention to their arguments.

Mr. Speaker, Jjust let wuws have a
1oak at the maintenance aspect of
things.

MR. STIMMONS:
This should nob take long.

SOMF, HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, haear!

DR. COLLTNS:
This 1s suppose to be the crux of
the argument. The aprgument goes

that up to now  the federal
government  was responsible  for
maintaining the transportation

system in this Province, and i.n
the future, the Prouvince will be
responsible for naintaining it.

Now, there is a simall misstep in
thinking there because in the 40s
and 50s the federal government was
indeed responsible for the
maintenance of aboub 70 per cent
of our transportation system. So,
if the Liberal Party is mired in
the 5Os and early 60s, their
thinking is  righi. Of course, T
think the point ds that Lhey are
mired in  the 50s and 60s. Thay
have not really developed beyond
fhat wind -set.

TF the 50s and 060s were weith  us
today, yes, you would have to say
Lhe Toedaral govarnmeant was
responsible for 70 per cent of the
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maintenance of our transportation
system. Now, what the Liberal
opponents have forgobten is that
this is not the 50s; this is not
the 60s; this is not the 70, it
is not even the early 80s; it is
Lhe Tate 80s and Lhe federal
government 1is not responsible for
the maintenance of 70 per cent of

the transportation system in
NewFoundland.
Nt Ehe nost., the Faederal

government at the present time, is
responsible for the maintenance of
15 per cent of our transportation

sys bem, (F we look at  recent
years, we will find that in two,
throa, or four yaars Lhat
percentage will decrease to 10 per

©

caent, 7 per cent, or 5 per cant.

This great, large argument that
the Opposition have come up with,
that the deal is bad because of
the maintenance, is the crux of
the matter, comes down to h per
caent. of the maintenance coslk, 1F
you project into the early 90s.
Of course, euven ab b per cent, it
is not likely to he there because,
at the present btime, the railway
transportation system is a
overland route thabt is going to be
replaced to a very large extent by
wataer routes, by routes From Port
aux Basques to Argentia, by routes
From Halifax to St. John's, SO
there will not even be the 5 per
cant maintenance axpense Lhat will
be transferred from the federal
govarnment o the provincial
government.

In any case, even if 1t were
graaler than thabt, what  we are
saying ds an outmoded railway, if
you hold onto £halt. no matbter what,
and do not go with the way the
world is going, that iw  bthat you
have to put in place & modern
system, @ modern system based on
intermodal traffic, 1if you are so
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uncertain of the future, or your
plans for the Future you cannot
make that shift from the outmoded
to kthe present day, if you cannot
do that, sure, you can come up
with khis maintenance argument: .

But if  you do undersiand Lhings
change, there are modern ways of
doing things, this Province has o
move ahead Jike the rest of the
country, and cindeed this Province
has 1o Jead Fasiern Canada - it
has Lhe Pasources, bhearea i
Jjuxlaposition of resources and
opportunity and any  number of
other matters which will make this
Province A leadear in Eastern
Canada, and if we cannot make that
change, 1if we are afraid to do
that because we might lose 5 or 10
per cent of the maintenance cogt
of our transportation system, I do
not think we deserve ko be 1in Fhe
position we are in.

Now, that is the large argument
puk  forward by the Liberal Party.
It is an argument based in the
1950s and khe early 1960s
coricept . I think this 4is where
the Liberal Party, after sixteen
years in the wilderness, has not
yet re-thought its position.

Fvery argumenl Gt puts Hp, avaery
policy of government it resists g
based  on  arguments  which hava
their validity, if Lhey ever had
any wvalidibty, back in  the 1950s
and the 1960s and the railway
argumentl: s absoluke typically of
this, The maintenance thing is
immaterial, The Fack thak the
federal government, sure, it has
to  maintain Lrack, itk had ko
maintain
maintain swikches, it had ko
maintain the right-of-way and so
en, sure, that is absolutely true
and that was important in the
1950s and +he 1960s.
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bridges, it has to

It dis not dimportant in the late
19805 . Te will be ofF wminiscule
importance in the 1990s. For the
Liberal Party ko say kLhis
agreement falls on that score 4is
just an index of how outdated is
their thinking, how Jacking they
are  in fFollowing  through  with
logical thought on modern day
govaernmeantal policies, Tk is
incredible that this is where they
are ,

M. Speaker, leb e just be very
local on this.

MR. J. CARTER:
What  about  Ethe horse and long
carts?

DR. COLLINS:

A large part of the employment and
a large part of the real estate, a
large part of the headquarter
activity of the railway in
Newfoundland is actually siting “in
my district, din St. John's South.
I  Thave had  a Fair number of
conversations and quite a bhit of
contact with the every day persaon
who s  working +in the railway
sysbtem din my district and also
with lahour leaders and with
ofhars  down  there. I can  say
without fear of contradiction that
90 par cenl of those have said,
'The time is passed to retadin the
outmoded  railway . We  Feel Fhat
there has Lo be &l new
arrangemeni: !

Thay  know  Lhat in a  province
almost the same size as Lhe
British Tsles, no, T think about
half the size of the British Isle,
but anyway, where there are 60
million people living, whereas 1in
Ehis  Province there 1is 500, 000
people  living, they know  you
cannot put in place the sork of
modern railway that only highly
industrialized and populated
countries can sustain.
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Look at the countries around the
wor L hat  have, Aas the  hon.
member  says, a modern railway.
You have your Japan, you have your
France. I will not say Rritain
hecause they do nok have a modern
railway. You have Germany and
perhaps ITtaly. Anyway, very
populated, very industralized
countries can sustain the railway
mode, the modern railway mode.
small counkries, unless Ehey have
no road system, unless they have
no okher means of Lransportation,
have changed from railways to
other mocdes of transportation,
mainly road modes.

30 the modernization op ion which
is  again, pie in the slky, is
really notb practical political
thinking. This again is where the
lLiberal Party Falls down S0
badly. It is really nol. practical
political thinking to bhink we can
put in  this Province @& railway
system hhat eguates Lo france or
to Japan or to any of the other
modearn ral lway transportaicion
syslems.

The alternabive is, we are guing
to stick with an outmoded railway
or we are going to go wikth the

more up-to-date mode of
rransportation that is road
transportation. Now, that 1is a
definitive decision this
government has made . It has

worked on it for at least the pask
year with the federal government,
and we have come uUp with an
agreement that will be, I think,
looked bhack on as a more
worthwhile agreement than, say,
the agreement in the aearly 1960s,
up to 1965, when there was an
agraement made with the Faderal
government to put in the TCH for
rhe First time dn bhis Province.

When bthe TCH was put in place Tor
the first time in Lhis Province,
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it was a rush job. The hon.
memper For Twillingate (Mr. W .

Ccarter) will remember Lhis. I am
sure he was objecking the whole

time when it was done. It was
done on a Fly-by -night

arrangement,

as far as I recall, some of 1t was

done in the Winterktime, for
obvious puUrposes. That
arrangement, although iE was to
some extent a e era far
Newfoundland, wi Ll pale into
insignificance when this

arrangement we heard aboul bLoday
is put into historic context.

We are now mouing  fina 1Ty, after
great difficulty, from a period of
Fime dn this Province when we were

heing held bhack by our
transportation system, ko an
area where our transportation
systbem s going to  contribube  bo
our economic development . We
have, np Lo TOW, Iad Aan

inefficient railway, an inadequate
road sysbtem, and an underdseveloped
water transportation system. We
have now bibtten the bullet.

We have said, 'The railway system
i1s nok longer a practicality. We
are going to get rid of the
outmnoded railway. We are rrow
going to put in place & modern
system. T think it is lmportant to
note that in the releases today,
our road system, by the Cime Lhe
15 years are up, will comply and
bhe aqu lvalent to national
standards.

That is something we do not have
much of in this Province. Many of
our dnstitutions and. many of our
rasourcaes and nany of the things
we have to deal with for economic
growli are not of national
standard.

We are finally going to have one
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of the Jlarge elements necessary
for economic development, that s,
@ good transportation system. It
is going to be a transportation
system of national standard. I
would  say that is a watershed
event,

The other {hing that ds important
s Lhalt we, as  an island, have
never had an adequately developed
Watar dransportal lon systom,

SOME HON. MFMRBERS:
Oh, oht

PRFMIFR PECKFORD:
Oh, il was wraong, was ik?

SOME HON. MEMAJFRS:
Oh, oh!

DR. COLLINS:
What is that outmoded article you
are flicking around there?

MR. STMMONS:
How about a 1967 (inaudible).

DR. COILLINS:

1967! T am surprised Fhat you are
thinking that modernly. I thought
you wusually only thought +in the
1950s . So you are improving if

you are up ko 1967,

Anyway, the other point about oup
transportation system: As ar
CsTand we  shonld have had good
water  connections with Mainland
Canada. We have  not  had  good
water  connections with Mainland
Canada . Cven the Port aux Basques
- North Sydney connection has only
in recenk Etimes begun Lo measurea
up .

I am sure many of us have been on
ferry systems <in other parks of
the world and, in comparison to
those, our North Sydney - Port aux
Basques system has not been the
greabtest.
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Now, for the first time, we are
going to have what as an Tsland
people we should always have had,
good water transportation systems
into the Argentia area and into
the St. John's area. Of course,
in Fastern Newfoundland, where the
bulk of the populakion live, where
the bulk of the economic activity
goes on, this dis where we have to

have a particularly good
connacition, Wae are going to have

it Tor the first Lime, unless one
wants Lo go back, say o {he err Ly
part of the century, when there
was no such thing as, T SUpPpose, &
well developed railway even. We
had  good water connections From
the United Kingdom +into St. John's
aind fFrom N e York into St.
John's . But from the aarly
decades of this century, up until
this present time, we have had &

mos k inadequate wakear
transportation system for an

island people.

Now, with this agreement we are
entering into, we tend ro Lhink

mainly of the roads. They are
very, veary important, but I
suggest another aspect of this
agreement: which will skand us in

very good stead over the years
ahead of us s khe davelopment of
a water transportation system also,

Mr. Speaker, with those Few words,
wii ch [ think Maue absolutely
devastated the Liberal case, put
he Opposition totally to Flight,
with those few words, I will plead
with  the Opposition Lo finally
make up your mind on this question,

Until this House sat tonight at
seven o'clock, - it was clear Llhat
the Liberal Party had no railway

policy. They were saying, "My
mind is open, please convince
me . !

One membher of the Opposition was
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saying one thing, it s all

money . The other member of the
Opposiiion NEE saying, it s
another thing, it is all
constitutional khing. T do not

know what my friend from Port de
Grave will say, bubt [ suspect that
he will say something sensible,
because he comes from a sensible
part of the Province, Conception
Bay . So T suspeck he will ask a
sensible question.

Anyway, up  until seven o'clock
tonight, the Liberal Party had no
railway policy and T think that
that says something about -

MR. SIMMS:
Uery consistent with all their
other positions.

DR. COLLINS:

Oh, yes. As my friend says, they
are  consistent, They have almost
no policy on anything.

T certainly wi 1l entorbain A
question from the member for Port
da Grave.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Port de
Grave.

MR. FEFFORD:

I have one question. I thank the
minister for this question. Tk
has to do with maintenance because
I have listened very carefully to
what the Minister of Health said
in his spesch. The maintenance
agreement is not the
responsibility in the Future of
the federal government, nor should
it he.

T would ask the minister in light
of the statements he has made that
this Province cannolb Finance our
health and education system, where
is bhe money going bo come from Lo
maintain the highway?
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MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Health.

DR. COLLINS:
We'll, the hon. member makes A
point, and I am going to answer it
vaery briafly.

We will be only able to support
our hospital system, our school
syskem, -

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Ask him what the Liberal
government did in 1967 on

maintenance.

DR. COLLINS:

~ and our transportakion system,
we will only be able to support
any of Fhese things by  good
economic growth. And the economic
growkh is going Lo come Fronm
things such as we are putting in
place hare, A modern
transportation system.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
tear, hear!

DR. COLLINS:

We will never hbe ablea o sustaln
and maintain the level of public
services that as canadians we have
accepted as the norm euven though,
up until now, we have not had the
aconomic potential and the
economic Fortunes of the richer
parts of the country who have set
the pace. They set the pace and
we have to live up to it. We can
never actually make tLhose Lwo
things meet unless our economic
growth improves and 1t 1s only
going to improve by such things as
3 modern kransportation system,
the development of new resources
such as our offshore oil
resources, our tourism resources,
our labrador Foreskry resources,
and these types of things. That
is whaere we have gob to aqim.
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The one thing we should not do is
say, 'We are going to stick in the
1950s  and early 1960s wikh ouyp
policies and expect somehow or
other to have the money to pay for
these services we have to try to
support, ! services that have a
1980 complex.

SOME _HON. MEMRFERS:
Hear, hoar!

MR. STMMONS:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
he hon. the member Fop Fortune —
Hermitage.

SOME HON, MFMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr. Speaker, T too want to have
just a few words to say on this
important debate. As many of you
will know, T grew up in a railway
town din Bishop's Falls and my
Father spent his working life wikh
the railway in Bishop's Falls.
The old Newfoundland Rajilway wenk
down in front of our front garden,
and Ethe old ANCO Railway, the
Grand Falls Central it became
later, went down behind our back
garden, We lived literally
between Fhe tracks, thereby
covering my beis not to be on the
wrong stide of the tracks later on,

dub, For that reason, Mpe, Spaaker,
the railway is far me, of course,
an  amotional  dssiue. Tk s an
issue T grew up with and I could
give you, werae the Cime available,
lots of anecdotes which relate to
my  cinvolvement wikh Lhe railuway .
T will just leave you with one.

MR. J. CARTER:
If the hon. member will permit, T
have a serious question.
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MR. STIMMONS:

Yes.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the inember for St John'sg
North,

MR. J. CARTER:

U would Tike the member to address
the fact that we have a narrow
gauge raitlway which T am told ig
seven times as expensive to run
per ton wile as the standard galge
in Wastern Canada. That is
someining T would  Tika you o
address  at some  point  in  your
ranarlkos

MR. SPEAKER:
Fhe hon. the member Fop Fortune
Hermitage.

MR. STMMONS:

I can only assume that the
ganlTleman is suggesting that
saomehow that affected my dgrowth
hetbween those Lracks or
something. I quite agree with
him, it is a subject thak needs to
be addressed. I have a problem, T
say to him, that T have ny  own
agenda here and I intend to have a
go at thak, and hopefully in the
process I -

MR. J. CARTER:
You mi.ghit menktion the
(Inaudible).

galge .,

MR. SIMMONS:
Tndeaed! And T Tlook Forward Fo
hearing from the member on it

As I said, there are a number of
issnes T could mention in terms of
nostalgia, but this 1dis an issue
that Far sxceeds Fhe bounds and
the field of nostalgia. This 1is a
gut dssue, in the economic sense,
but also in the constitutional
sanse., n the sense of political
strategies or the inability to
arrive ak  polikical strategios,
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this ds very telling, Mr. Speaker.

Tn wabtching this governmaent, whiat
they have done on this one, they
have been able Lo fool some of the
people some of the time with their
shouting in  both directions on
Faclory freezer Lrawlers, they
have Irern abhle o do it on
of Fshore, and convince people on
the Atlantic Accard, although we
know it to be @ worse agreement
bhat  what was offerad to Lhem
three or four years before, they
have managed, hy talking From both
sides of their mouth, to convince
people of various things at,
various times.

on this one, though, Mr. Speaker,
the chickens have come home to
roost. The jig is up!

SOME HON. MEMBFERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. STMMONS:

People see this For what ik sl
They see a bunch of mercenaries,
desparalte mercenaries, who naeed A
fow bucks to Ffinance once last
hinge and they will do what  thaey
have to do to get that Jlast few
bucks .

Mr. Speaker, the people in Fortune

Hermitage who live down that
road, Route 352 and 353, ara
delighted tonight that the road 1is
going bto be paved, that Lhare s
going to be $8.8 million spent.
But do you know what one man sald
to me on the phone since I left
here at Five o'clock?

He said, 'Yes, we are glad to have
our share of it, but it subtracts
something From it to know it was

blood money.' To know it was
blood money ! To know, Mr .
Speaker, that the motivation was
skrickly maercenary, For its
extraction! How else can you
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explain  the insullt to Lthe people
of Port aux Basques, I say?

T made a point of saying I come
From BRishop's Falls because I can
say this, knowing exactly where 1
am  coming from. Bishop's Falls
has a number of employees involved
there, thirby-Ffour or thirty -Five,
I believe. Port aux BRasques has
FiFty -four directly employed by
Terra Transport, plus another
number, from Fifty to sixky and
maybe more, with Marine Atlantic
who gqok completely overlooked in
the agreement. Nobody raised &

peep . Not the member over there
who did not even Kknow about it
until today . Nok the federal

member!

Mr. Speaker, here we are Bishop's
Falls getting $7 million, I
suppose that is adequate, T do not
know. They must have had some
Formula. But [ put ik to you kLhis
way, if $7 wmillion is an adequate
Figurae For Bishop's Falls, who has
lost its thirty-four jobs and that
is  substantial. [ do naot arqgue
that point. Rut surely, in
proportionate terms, the amount
For Port aux Basques ought to be
somelbhing more bthan $7 willion
given that the direct job loss is
ouer one hundred, bhree Fimes what
the Bishop's Falls job loss is and
sacondly, Mr. Speaker, given that
this agreement does something to
port aux Basgques kthat it does not
do to Bishop's Falls. It does not
try and relocate Bishop's Falls
somewhere. This agreement
effectively kries to localke Port
aux Basques down the coast in
Argentia. This tears the guts out
of the wvery foundation, the wvery
cornerstone of the industry in
Port aux Basques.

MR. LUSH:
What about bthe member for LaPoile
(Mr, Mitchell)?
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MR. STIMMONS:

s T said, he did not even know
about the dimpact on the Marine
Atlantic people unktil he was told
today. He wondered why the people
For Port aux Basques walked out of
the meeting. He was lucky, Mr.
Speaker, they walked out before
they did him any damage.

MR. MTTCHEIL :
On & point of order, Mr, Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER (Parsons):
Order, pleaseal

A point of order, the hon. member
For laPoile.

MR. MTTCHELL:
The hon. member s making a f(ine
spaeach,

MR. STIMMONS:
Thank you.

MR. MITCHELL:

But he may be a little bit wrong
in his Facts. T will be speaking
on the debate Jlater on. So, Mr.
Speaker, I would appreciate if he
kept his comments factual.

Thank you,

MR. TULK:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
There is no point of order. It is
just a difference of opinion,

The hon. the member Ffop rortune
Hermitage.

MR. STMMONS:

Now, M™r. Speaker, T expect that
kind of thing. I expaclk hon.
members nol to agree with me .
That may be because Lhey know me
to be wrong. That 4ig possible, op
it may be because they disagree
wilh something I am saying which
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is right, or maybe it 1is because I
am  saying something they do not
particularly like. IF I were the

the nember for LaPoile (Mr.
Mitchell) and had my delegation
walk out under mny nose this

morning when the agreement was
being signed, T would nok be a
very happy man tonight either,

30ME HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

MR. STMMONS :

And I would not be at all happy if
in the process I just found ouk
for the first time Fifty or sixty
of  my direct consiituanks Aare
about to get the axe here who have
not. bean  aven  addressed  in Lhe
agreement. No, I would not expect

him to be in a happy mood
tonight. I appreciate his
tenderness . I appreciate he 1is a
bit touchy on this particular
poink,

Now, Mr. Speaker, -

MR. MITCHELL:
You are wrong and you are always
wrong. (Inaudible).

MR. STMMONS:

No, Mr. Speaker, I am wrong some
of khe Etimea,.

MR. TULK:
Not very often.

MR. SIMMONS:

Some of Lhe time.

MR. J. CARTER:
Ten days out of Len.

MR. STIMMONS:
L am wrong some of the ©ime.

Mow, Mr. Speaker, where s my good
Friend the Minister of Health (Dr.
Colling)?
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AN HON. MEMBER:
He is (inaudible).

MR. STMMONS:

T certainly hope so Dbecause I
Tistened with great interast as e
entered the debate tonight with

his OWn particnlar brand of
logic. T hope he diagnosis
medically a lob better {han  he

analyzes polilically. M.
Speaker, anticonfedaratae,
antediluvian, prehistoric John at
his vintage best tonight.

MR, TULK:
That 1is right.

MR. SIMMONS:

My, Mr. Speaker, he almost rolled
in his grave as he falked. Here
he was, Mr. Speaker, who did not
believe we should have @ Canada
one time.

AN HON. MEMBER:
That is right.

MR: STMMONS:

Let alone a pailway running
through it, and tonight he is the
resident authority on the Terms of
Union.

Mr. Speaker, I agrae with him bhat
the people of Newfoundland are not
in his choice phrase, "Caughi. up
in  the constitutional niceties'.
That s what we have been trying
to tell this government on Meech
lake all along.

If Lthey think Ehey are going to
get a free ride on what they have
done in Terms of Meech Lake, they
should 1listen to the Minister of
Health (Dr. Collins) who
understands something about the
Newfoundland wmentality. They are

not out there tonight getting
their jollies over the
Constitution niceties, whether it
is railway or Meech lLake. [ can
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tell him that. He +dis right on
Fhat . But, Mr. Speaker, Ethey do
know, when they are being taken
For a ride.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMONS:

They know @& bunch of mercenaries
when they see them, and on this
ona, thaey have saen them, Mr .
Speaker.

MR. J. CARTER:
They know a bunch of pirates.

MR. SIMMONS:

You are right. They know a bunch
of pirates who will do an
about face, blind either eye,

depending on who they are trying
to Fool ak a given tine.

MR. J. CARTER:
Hoist the 'Jolly Roger', Roger.

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr . Speaker, lhe Premier's own
words . In January. 1980 the
promier says, "The Govarnment of
Canada has é constitutional
obligation under the Tarms  of
Union." He 14s talking about the
pailway  of  course. In 1986 he
sang something quite different.
tWa have no case," he says, T owAs
engaging in deception as political
posturing.” These are his words,
Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, somehow he believes,
somehow he hopes, T suppose
desperation does wonderful things
ko people, as the gentleman From
8t. John's North would know,
desperation does marvellous things
to people. He is now beginning to
think that, 'Yas, they will
believe what I said in 1980 and
whak T said in 1986, and what I
said when I took the train ride a
year or so ago. They will believe
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all those things, even though they
are mutually exclusive, even
though Lhey are contradictory,
even though they do not jibe with
each other, even though one Wipes
out the other in terms of basic
logic.' He goes on hoping that.

Mr. Speaker, as you go around the
Province in the last few months,
do you know what you get more and

more of? People ask auery
politician, of  course, the same
question: "When is the election
going to he? Newfoundlanders Tove
elections, They love ealections.
Tf they had their way, they would
have Fwo a year, They love

o

alackions, So  bhe Hirst gquasbion
after, "How is  your wife,' and
"Nice weatther,' <s, 'When s the
eleclion going 1o be,' and then
they proceed to give vou, whelhap
you want il or not, their analysis
of whiat the outcome s qoing Lo hae
and why 4t is going ‘to he that
Way .

n Comnon thread inoall these
analysis the past few months is,
"Packford is not going to fool us
anymore, boy. He fooled us twice
on the offshore.! They say, 'I
hear on the radio now they got
Hibernia, they got Terra Nova, and
they got another delineation
well,' and then they proceed to
say, 'T suppose he thinks he can
suck us in  with that, another
announcement . That is the
general attitude, Mpr. Speakar .,

MR. TUILK:
Have you been to Fogo?

MR. STMMONS:

Well, there are so many Fogos in
Ehis  Province, because there are
good, sensible people in Fogo, and
there are in  Grand Bank, good
sensible people down in Arnold's
Cove, and all over bthis Province.
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MR. CALI.AN:

Are they the same people who voted
for Joey Smallwood seven Eimes ar
eight?

MR. SIMMONS:
Yes, indeed, Mr. Speaker, and what
sense they had.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. TUILK:
The hon. member ran fFor him.

MR. SIMMONS:

What  has  the memboer gob against
his former Liberal Reform Leader?
He and thres obthar men stood, he
and Mr. Rod Moores and M. Eric
Dawe  and Mr. Smallwood, ©he Four
of them, satl here, Is he
disomming that?

How many  parties has this Fellow
disowned, Mr. Speaker?

SOME HON, MEMRBERS:
Haar, hear!

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SIMMONS:
Mr. Speaker, I suppose it s &
matter of who disowned who .

MR. CALLAN:
What do you think (inaudible).

SOME _HON. MFMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SIMMONS:
Mr.  Speaker, pardon me Ffor the
pause,  but it ds  lportant when
you have a fellow in the fits to
let him spin Lhe Ffit oyt S0 we
will spin out the fit and then we
will go on.

Now, Mr. Speaker, -in 1980 -

No. 59 (Evening) R3289



MR. CALILAN:

If there 1is any fit on the go, it
is in your moulkh and Lhat s nob
half the story.

R. SIMMONS:

T know you do not want Lo hear
this, but would you please jusl
listen. You might Jearn somel hing.

MR. CALLAN:
T am sick and tired (inaudible) .

MR. STMMONS:

Tt $0 happeans, you sae, Mr .
Speaker, it is not a matter of
whether he is sick or wired. {F
there are some rules — by the way,
are the rules going to be enforced
tonight or what? What are we

doing here tonight? Is there any
chance we could pull out the blue
hook and have a Tlittle order so T
can say a few things?

MR. SPEAKFR (Parsons):
order, please!

MR. CALLAN:
Are you questioning the Speaker?

MR. TULK:
No, jusi asking.

MR. SIMMONS:
Mr. opeaker, thank you.

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Oh, ah!

MR. CALLAN:
You usually try to stars down ha
Speaker. You do not talk to him.

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr-. Speaker, the speaker is giving
such a fine maiden speech I
hesitate to interrupt him, to tell
you the God's truth. I really
do. The Ffirst time I have heard
more than three sentences From him
since he has been in this Chamber,
certainly gsince he ig dAn  our
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caucus, or when he is in our
caucus.

MR. TULK:
Mis Tory maiden speech.

SOMF HON. MFMRBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR, SIMMONS:

Mr.  Speaker, thaey can scraeam and
pawl and yell all they want, they
will  not  put  away  the  shame of
what they have done today to Lhe
peoplae of Newfoundland wikh this
railway thing!

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMONS:
It is a

scandal, an abhsolute

scandal! it makes Terra Nouva
Investments look decent by

comparison with what was done
there. Tt makes Round Pond Road
1ook like second heaven! What was
done today is a 1living scandal
rhall you quys are going to Tlive
with and regret for a long time!

SOMFE HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. STMMONS:

Now, vell all you want. What you
did Fo the people of  Porb aux
Rasques, you will never get
Forgivaenass for.

AN HON. MEMBER:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKFR:
order, please!

order, please!

MR. BATIRD:
Come out with your brother to the
West and try ik.

MR. SIMMONS:
Mr ., Speaker, my brother will look
after you, do not worry about that.
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SOME_HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, ohl

MR. BATRD:
e “is home Tooking aFter his hens,
is he not?

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, haear!

MR. SIMMONS :
Yes, and come election he is going
to look after a chicken.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. STIMMONS:
He came within seventy -Five vores
the last time.

MR. TULK:
Eighty- one.

MR. STMMONS:
No, on tlhe recount seventy-five,

GOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. K. AY!WARD:
Order, Mr. Speaker, [ cannot hear
my colleague.

MR. BATRD:
I was up in Bonne Bay last weekend
(inaudible).

MR. SIMMONS:
Could we restrain the -

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR, MATTHEWS:
Go back to Toronto.

MR. STIMMONS:

Mr . Speaker, somebody earlier
tonight  mentioned Judas Tscariol
in relation to this event today .
That does injustican to Judas
Tscariot bhecause he even had the
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sanse o gel  all  his money up
front, but this one 1is on the
instalment plan. This is  Judas
Iscariot on the instalment plan.

Mr, Speaker, it is like saying to
a_ _youngster who gebs a weekly
allowance, Mr, Speaker, do you
want  your dollar a week or would
you like to have vyour Fifty-—~two
weeks now? And, of course, Lhe
youngster thinking he 1g getting a
good thing  grabs the Fifty-two
weeks all at once and goes throw
ik inside of a couple of weeks and
realizes he does not have @enough
to  keep him through the rest of
the time, This 1is what we have
haere, Mr. Speakaer.

MR. CALLAN:
My youngstars pub it in the bank

and gain interest on it,

MR. SIMMONS:

Here, Mr. Speaker, adults put it
in the bank, politically childraen,
Mr. Speaker, run off and buy the
candy now

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. STMMONS:

- and they have no money to
mainkain the dental plan latepr
on, That dis what 1is happening
here, the highway dental plan,
There will be no maintenance and
no way to cure the cavities, Mp.
Speaker, down the road.

Mr. Speaker, somebody said today
Ehis was a sellout.

MR. RAIRD:
TFE T had cawghtt you thet night,
you would need a dental plan,

SOME _HON. MFMRBRERS:
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Oh, oh!

MR. SIMMONS:
Now, I reject, Mr. Speaker, =

SOME_HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
order, please!

MR, SIMMONS:

- the idea that this is a
selloutk. Because, Mr. Speaker, @
sellout connotes something on both
sides, where you will gel
something for something. Somebody
suggested it was a giveaway, Mr.
Speaker, but that presumes that

somebody knowingly does the
giving. It is none of these, Mr.
Speaker, This 1s an absolute,

unfettered sleight of hand by our
good friend Brian up in Ottawa and
Crosbie and the boys. This 1is
what this is, a sleight of hand.
But it is not hard to trick this
crowd anyway.

MR. TULK:
That is right.

MR. SIMMONS:

They have been tricked before.
They were tricked on the line
about inflicting prosperity. They

were tricked by factory Freezer
trawlers. They were tricked on
refinery capacity in ontario, and
somehody convinced them that
somehow Eastern Quebec and Ontario
were an extension of the
Newfoundland Island so they said,
"Let wus sign it. To heck with
clause 54, Let us just sign the

thing anyway.'

These guys, Mr. Speaker, have been
tricked many times before, sO it
was not difficult for Ottawa Brian
to do a sleight of hand on these
guys and hoodwink this crowd.
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MR. CALLAN:
Is he the one who was going to
lead the Liberal Party?

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr. Speaker, not @ sellout, no,
not a giveaway, but what a
hoodwink job, what a job! Those
poor, desparate fellows hang onto
power by their fingernails. How
they got sucked in  this time,
fellows. Did they ever get sucked
in on this one. Grabbed the money
and ran and what have khey got,
Mr. Speaker? What have they got?

Where is my good friend the
Minister of Health? Hare he 1is.
He says, by the way, in a moment
of real candidness, that we are
responsible for maintaining the
highway . Well, I want to say to
him I hope he does a better job
maintaining these new  highways
than they are doing right now
maintaining the Burgeo Road and
the Bay d'Espoir Highway; I hope
they find some way of doing then
what they do not know how to do
Nnow .

That Burgeo Road, Mr. Speaker, 1is
a disgrace. The Federal
Government spent $35 million
building it, and this crowd cannot
fFind a few dollars to keep the
snow off it in the Winter or to
put up a few snow fences.

MR. MATTHEWS:
Why did you nol do it when you
were up there?

MR, SIMMONS:

I found most of the $35 million we
just mentioned, if you want to
know. I can also tell you what I
did on restructuring while you
were hiding away -

MR. MATTHEWS:

You did? You wanted to close it
up .
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MR. SIMMONS:

- while you were scared, while you
were trying to run me out of town
because I suggested secondary
processing for Burin, which is now
the salvation of Burin. At the
time, you guys never had Lthe guts
to mention it!

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMONS:

I am sick and tired of Lhe
newspeak that says, 'It 1is this
way,; 1it 1is dark because I say it
is dark, and it disg this way
because Bill Matthews says it 1is
this way.' Well, Bill Matthews
was against secondary processing
in Burin,

AN HON. MEMBER:
Was he?

MR. SIMMONS:

He was, and I have him on the
written racord. But now it ds
convenient for him to be for 1it.
Well, bully for him! AUt when I
made the announcement that night
before 600 people +in Burin -

MR. MATTHEWS:
You made the announcement?

MR. SIMMONS:
I made the announcement.

MR. TOBIN:
You were not allowed in Burin.

MR. SIMMONS:

I made the announcement before 600
people that there would be
secondary processing, and I was
nearly run out of town by people
who were being led by the
gentleman for Grand Bank and the
gentleman for Burin - Placentia
West .

The truth has out, Mpr. Speaker,
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We now have secondary processing,
even over that minister's
objections, and so I get a certain
amount of amusement when I sit
here and hear the gquys rewrite
history. Well, they are going to
write it again now.

MR. MATTHEWS:
You were going to shut down the
South Coast.

MR. SIMMONS:

Remember, Mr., Speaker, the people
who said the refinery was only
good for scrap? We sat here and
said, 'Please, 1is thera a Way  we
can get this refinery going
again?!' They laughed at wus, and
the Minister of Health, as he now
is, and the Premier kept saying,
'"Not a chance, we are going to
sell it for scrap.'

MR. TULK:

We were against it,

MR. SIMMONS:

We would not let them do 4it. You
are right.,

MR. HODDER;

You were in Ottawa.

MR. SIMMONS:

That is right. The gentleman for
Port au Port 4is absolutely right,
When the Premier wanted to scrap
Come By Chance, I was 1in Ottawa
and we arranged for Petro-Can to
step 1in so they would not scrap
her. That is right.

Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago the
Minister of Health was telling us
that the provincial government was
going to maintain all this, This
same minister, I say to my friend
for Port de Grave, 1is now talking
about maintaining four-lane
highways and last week he could
not find the money to apen a few
more hospital beds. I canmnot see
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how this crowd is going to
maintain anything, Mr. Speaker,
and that 1is why the people of
Newfoundland are waiting for an
election.

The Minister of Health's one
solution, by the way, are water
routes. Now, there <is 1innovative
thinking, water routes. How many
more wWays can you run a boat from
North Sydney to Port Aux Basques
or Lo Argentia? How many more
routes can you set? I suppose you
could run her around Cape Race, Uup
around that way, or Cape Ray.

MR, TULK:

Yes, up around the Northern
Peninsula, and down the Northeast
Coast to Argentia.

MR. SIMMONS:

Yes, via the Funks, and so on.
Unless he is talking about
bringing back the coastal
service. Maybe that is his answer
to the problem.

MR. TULK:
That is what he is into.

MR. SIMMONS:
Mr . Speaker, . I agree with the
minister on something else, too.

MR. MATTHEWS:
You did not give me much to help
(inaudible).

MR. FUREY:
What 1is that thing saying there
now?

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr. Speaker, I have indulged him
enough. Would you ask him to shut
up so that I can say @ few
things? Could I have a little
order so I can say a few things?
Could I have a little order while
I say a few things?
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MR. SPEAKER:
1 believe you have the order you
need.

MR. SIMMONS:
Thank you, Sir.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman for St.
John's South mentioned the ferry
service. In passing, I Just want
to say to him that I agree, bhut
again he is on to that
old—as~-the-hills Tory tactic bthat
somehow by admitting things are
all wrong, you are on Lhe side of
right. Rut that 1is not enough,
hecause a good part of the wrong
is your responsibility.

I say to the Minister of Health,
if this ferry system is in such
lousy condition, and it is, it is
still hardly more than a cattle
hoat in terms of the way people
are treated aboard that one. I
was aboard her last Summer. You
do not herd pecple 1in anywhere
else in the civilized universe and
have them sleeping on the decks,

literally. I am not talking one
or two, I am talking hundreds of
people bringing their pillows

aboard so they can sleep on the
floor, and you trip over them to
get from point 'a' to point 'B'.
It does not go on on the West
Coast of Canada, I will tell you,
with the same govermmnent operating
the bhoats. It 1is a different
world altogether out there, Mr.
Speaker. Why?

One of the reasons why is the
Government of Canada got the
signal from this government that
second best was good enough, that
cap in hand was good enough, that
just something to kick—-start the
economy was good anough. That is
the message they got from the
Former Minister of Finance, s€o he
must take some of the
responsibility for that mess on
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the ferry situation between Port
Aux Basques and North Sydney.

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me address
something else the Minister of
Health raised tonight. Talking
about newspeak and talking about
saying often enough what you want
to be the case so you believe it
to be the case, what 1is wrong over
there? I have to have a talk to
the Leader of the Opposition
privately, because I want to know
where he was, The only thing he
has not been accused of so far is
signing the Treaty of Versailles
and the Monroe Doctrine. Were you
mixed up in that Trojan Horse
thing, too? Because everything
else he has been blamed for
already, and the one conclusion I
can draw from that is that he is
at least dimmortal, at 1least all
that.

But, Mr. Speaker, between building
the pyramids and dragging in that
horse and ducking the Monroe
Doctrine, he wrote a letter to the
Premier, that is the gentleman for
Green Bay, I say to the Minister
for Terra Nova, on January 8 and
in that particular letter - now, I
am not talking about the mnember
for Terra Nova, I am talking about
the Minister for Terra Nova - the
Leader of the Opposition spelled
out chapter and verse exactly,
'"The Liberal Party would only
support Lthe discontinuance of the
railway in Newfoundland under the
Following conditions: One, two,
three, etc. My time is running
out, but it dis all there. I will
give the minister a copy of the
letter from Clyde K, Wells, Leader
of the Opposition, to he Premier
on  January 9. There are six
points here, Mr. Speaker, spelled
out in detail.

It is dishonest for {the Minister
of Health, dishonest. I do not
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particularly enjoy giving people a
flick, but he took an awful flick
at  a person outside this House
when he spoke, and it 1is not

Fair, When he threw in the name
of an entrepreneur in this
Province by tLhe name of  Mpr,
Steele, he took an awfully

cowardly flick at a man who is not
here to defend himself, and it s
beneath that particular minister.

DR. COLLINS:

What about his influences?

MR. SIMMONS:

He can insinuate all he wants to
and dig the hole all he wants to,
but we will not go down the hole
with him. Sometimes it 1is hard to
stay up, Mr. Speaker.

MR. WARREN:

(Inaudible) the stand yet.

DR. COLLINS:

It is the truth,

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr. Speaker, there the member goes
again, scurrying and ducking the
issue as he is so good at. I told
him, as a man I have- always had
respect for, that his flick at a
person outside this House, who is
not here ko answer for himself, 4is
beneath him. Why does he not just
have enough basic humility to
admit that and get on with i,
instead of digging the hole a
little deeper? It dis beneath
him. It is absolutely beneath him.

DR. COLLINS:

It is actually the truth.

MR. SIMMONS:

Is 1t true that he should be
maligned din this House 1in his
absence? No, it is not true. No,
it is not true, and I say that for
any person out there, John Jones,
Mary Smith, anybody. It is not
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true.

The minister, for all his rights,
Mr. Speaker, does not have the
freedom to come 1in here and malign
people who are not in this House.
He does not have that right. That
is not a right, Mr. Speaker, that
is an exercise in cowardice, and
he knows that.

MR. DINN:
T sat here and listened to you do
it for years.

DR. COLLINS:
He has influences here. It 1is
nothing against him.

MR. SIMMONS:
T heard the minister and I want
him to hear me.

Finally, Mr. Speaker, I refer him
to the letter of January 8 to the
Premier, because I see him as a
sincere seeker after truth. I
believe him when he says he does
not know what our position 1is,
but, I say to him, the fault is on
his side. The Premier would not
give him a copy of the letter, for
some reason. So we will give him
a copy of the letter in which the
leader spells out point by point -
six points - exactly the things we
are saying in this debate and will
continue to say now that we have
railroaded you into having the
debate, the debate you did not
want to have in the first place.

MR. TULK:
That is right.

MR. SIMMONS:

You cannot be terribly proud of
what you have done today, and T
understand that, because there 1is
not much in it to be proud of .

Yes, you got a bit of blood money;
yes, M . Speaker, as a
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bunch of mercenaries, you got &
1ittle kitty to go out and build
some roads. Yes, I understand all
that, but in the process you
bartered away something for less
than half the price. Because, Mr.
Speaker, the essence is this:

The debate is not over whether the
railway should go or stay, that
debate has been settled long ago,
in effect, and we have said that.
The debate and the essence of the
issue is twofold, whather the
railway is being adequately
replaced in a manner we can afford

down the road, and secondly,
whether Lhe conskitutional
responsibility of the federal

government is in tact.

Those, Mr. Speaker, are the two
main indictments of this party
here today: one, the let the
federal government off the hook on
a constitutional matter, and that
will be to their eternal shame .
For a mess of materialistic
pottage they let the federal
government off the constitutional
hook and they displayed absaolutely
sloppy bargaining capability,
lousy bargaining capability.

But when you go with your cap in
your hand, when you 9o to the
federal Tories in Ottawa, when you
go to the federal pawnshop, as it
were, and say, 'Look, we have a
railway here and we would like to
have a few bucks on it to fight an
ealection', what else can you
expect? What else can you expect
when you go into the pawnshop but
to be taken to the cleaners. What
else can you expect when your
agenda is all over your face, that
you are saying, 'Please, give us
something so we can go down and
set up for an election?' And the
guys on the other side of the
pawnshop counter, Mr. Mulroney and
Mr. Croshie, they were willing to
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take your pawn, they were will to
shove a few sheckles across the
counter, Mr. Speaker, because they
knew exactly what the game was.
They know what people look 1like
when they are across the barrel,
they know what people 1look 1like
when they are desparale Lo hang
onto power despite the highest
unemployment: rate in all of
Canada, despite the mismanagement
of the economy. Yes, Fkhe Ottauwa
crowd saw you coming and they were
ready for you and they +took them
for a ride, Mr. Speaker.

Two points 1in closing: One, this
government will never be forgiven
for letting the federal government
off the constitutional hook, and
there is the man, walking in the
Chamber right now, who must bear
the same for that. He is the
person who, with his fast talk,
his double-talk, talking out of
both sides of his mouth on this
issue, both sides of his mouth,
Mr. Speaker, he 1is the man who
must bear the brunt of Lhis
because most of them ouver there,
including the person who is
shouting now, are basic followers,
they are basic sheep in this whole
process.

There 1is the person right there,
Mr. Speaker, who will never be
forgiven, who will go down in
history, Mr, Speaker, as the
person who got sucked in so easily

on the constitutional dissue by
Brian Mulroney. The super
salesman has done it again. He

has done it to the Premier of this
Province.

Now, Mr. Speaker, that in ditself
would be just a minor tragedy for
the former Secretary of the
Liberal Association. At the time
he got a letter from vou, the
Leader of the Opposition, he was
trying to get 1into the party as
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Liberal
Bay. He

Secretary of the
Association in Green
should know that.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
That was a long time ago.

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, pleasea!

The hon. the President of the

Council.

MR. SIMMS:

I believe the hon. member's time
has expired, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. member's time has elapsed,

The hon. the Premier.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMONS:
A point of order, Mr. Speakeaer.,

MR. SPEAKER:

A point of order, the hon. the
member for Fortune - Hermitage.

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr. Speaker, I understand that
when a member has Five minutes, he
gets a little note, such as I got,

and Ehen at some point the
Premier, I mean, the Speaker says
- and  that was a Freudian slip

that made me nearer the truth than
I thought -

MR. SIMMS:

We all know the rules.

MR. SIMMONS:

The Speaker says, 'The nember's

time is expired.

MR. SIMMS:
He just said that.

MR. SIMMONS:
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I did not hear him say that. Mr.
Speaker, here is my point of
order: I am getting fed up -

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMONS:
-~ with the rulings
that side of the House.

coming fram

MR, SPEAKER:
Order, please!

That is not a wvalid point of
order. actually the hon. member
had run over his time by almost

two minutes, and I allowed the
hon. member ko conclude.

5o I now recognize the hon. the
Premier.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

M. Speaker, listening to the
member for Fortune - Hermitage 1is
hilarious!

Mr. Speaker, I am very pleased to
be able to participate 1in this
debate this evening as it relates
to the whole question of the
railway.

I +think, first of all, what I
should do is put at rest a number
of the wvery shallow arguments
which are coming from the opposite
side. I have a letter here from
Mr. Pickersgill, the then
minister, and I think the hon. the
Leader of the Opposition was in
the Cabinet of the Government of
NewfFoundland at the time this
Jetter was written, and it had to

do wikh the railway. It 1is too
bad the hon. the member for Mount
3¢ioc - Bell Tsland 1is not here,

hecause he and hon. members
opposite, especially the Leader of
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the Opposition - perhaps the
members who were not around at
that time can be forgiven for
still being a part of the Liberal
Party later, but as for the Leader
of the Opposition and the member
for Mount Scioc - Bell Island and
others, I do not understand how
they can sustain their arguments.

MR. TULK:
You saw the light.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Yes, and when I saw the light, I
got out.

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

When T saw the light, Mr. Speaker,
I got out to get rid of the people
who were there in the party at the
time,

Hon. members opposite are talking
about all of the Terms of Union
and kthe constitutional
responsibility and legal
responsibility of the Government
of Canada. It 4is really strange
that here is a party which was in
power and which agreed to or
allowed the passenger train
service to go from the scene in
Newfoundland. Now 1if there were
the legal position that the
Government of Canada had an
obligation to continue the railway
in Newfoundland, how  come the
passenger service Wwas downgraded
and eliminated, Mr. Speaker? How
come? It dis that party which
formed the Government of
Newfoundland, and even if there
had been a legal - which there is
not - obligation on behalf of the
federal government, they destroyed
any legal obligation by setting
the precedent in the downgrading
of the railway back in the 1960s.
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Now, here is a Jetter from the
Minister of Transport for Canada
when the Leader of the Opposition

was a member of +the Cabinet of ‘

Newfoundland: "Insofar as the
application for abandonment is
concerned of the Argentia service,
it is being undertaken principally
on an understanding reached with
the Government of Newfoundland
when the fedaral govaernmenl
undertook to pay the full cost of
building a modern highway From
Argentia to the Trans-Canada
Highway. At Lhat time the
provincial government agreed that
it would offer no objection to the
abandonment of the railway, after
the highway had been opened.
Without such assurance, the
federal government would not have
undertaken this very substantial
expenditure which will result both
in greatly improved transport
services and in a smaller burden
on  the federal treasury. " No
maintenance, no Terms of Union,
Mr. Speaker, nothing!

That was in the 1960s. Here 1is
when the great damage was done to
the railway of Newfoundland and
Labrador, Mr. Speaker. ~ lHere is
when the damage was done.

SOME HON. MEMRERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PRCKFORD:
And the hon. the Leader of the
Opposition, in 1988, reincarnated -

MR. SIMMS:
Reborn.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

- reborn, a renaissance of the
brain, gets up in this House and
starts arguing sanctimoniously
about the Terms of Union and about
maintenance of the Trans-Canada
Highway, Mr. Speaker.
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MR. STMMS:
Right on!
precedent.

Right on! He set the

PREMIER PECKFORD:

And the erosion of the railway
happened many, many vears ago, two
decades ago, by the Leader of the

Opposition arnd the party ne
represents, and here is Exhibit a
which  proves that point, What
happened when we lost the
passenger service? What did we
get in return? The buses, Did we

get any big, substantial sum --

MR. SIMMS:

No.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

- for one of the critical
components of the railway in
Newfoundland being phased out, Mr.
Speaker? Did we get anything
substantial in return? Absolutely
nothing. I would agree with those
who suggest that it was partly due
to the actions of the Liberal
Party of the day and the Liberal
Government at the time, as well as
those people in CN, and whoever
were running the railway at the
time, who had an attitude which
said that we want to see the
railway 4o, i - xas not
singlehandedly. The Liberal Party
of Newfoundland and lLabrador, of
which the hon. member was a member
of the Cabinet at the time, helped
orchestrate the death knell of the
railway in Newfoundland, Mr .
Speaker,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMS:
"It was only a branch line,' he
said, that is all.' It was only a
branch line.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Only a branch 1line. What about
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the passenger service, Mr.
Speaker? Was the passenger
service a branch line too?

Mr. Speaker, 1if you look at the
series of eveants that occurred
back through the 1960s, right on
up through to today, there 1is a
constant thread of abandonment.
Then it was the Carbonear line,
and the Bonavista line and so on,
Mr. Speaker. Where were the Terms
of Union? Did it say branch lines
and not the main line?

MR. SIMMS:
No.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

all the Terms of Union talked
about was the Newfoundland
Railway, and the Argentia line was
just as much a part of 1t as any
other part of the rail lines in
Newfoundland and Labrador.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

The same Leader of the Opposition,
in talking about deals with
Newfoundland, was a member of the
Cabinet when the letter of intent
for the power contract was agreed
to.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMS:
Right on! The same fellow, all of
a sudden reborn.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

The same hon. gentleman. Yet he
stands up in his place now
sanctimoniously talking about
Terms of Union. Any good lawyer
knows - we had ikt researched for
the last two or three years - that
there 1s no Tlegal obligation.

and even 1if there were, it would
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he diluted now from what the
Liberal Government did years ago.
There is no 1legal obligation on
the federal government to keep the
railway going in Newfoundland, Mr.
Speaker.

MR. SIMMS:
And no aobjection to the
abandonment of the railway.

AN HON. MEMBER:

That 1s not true.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

There is not. Any good lawyer
knows that to be true, M.
Speaker. But to add insult to
injury on it all, if there were a
case, ik would be diluted ko

nothing before any court. Even if
there was stronger wording in the
Terms of Union, what the Liberal
Government did in the 1960s, in
the abandonment of the passenger
service as well as the Branch
lines, would dilute any legal
position that we may have had if
the wording was different. That
all would have come out in court.
Ssa it dis a bit late now, Mr .
Speaker, when the horse has left
the barn, to start arguing about
something which was done by other
hands .

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me get to
the point of what I tried to do in
1979 . In anything that I have
pursued or tried to pursue on
behalf of the people of
Newfoundland and Labrador, whether
it be the offshore, contrary to
what the Leader of the Opposition
did, or whether it be Hydro,
contrary to what the Leader of the
Opposition did, or whether it be
Canada/fFrance, contrary to what
the Leader of the Opposition did,
T used every single arsenal at my
disposal. That is what I did in
1979. I was nokt convinced in 1979
that we could not have a viable
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railway. Notwithstanding what the
Liberals did in the  1960s to
dilute it anyway, I wused every
single argument, including the
Terms of Union, to back up our
case., And what did it succeed in
doing? It succeeded 1in getting a
containerization of the railway
and giving it another chance to
succeed, and getking $70 million
for Newfoundland.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMLER PRECKFORD:

I will use any legitimate lever at
my disposal to fight on behalf of
the people of Newfoundland and
Labrador, whether ik be the
railway, or the offshore, ar
hydro, or fisheries, Mr. Speaker,
That is what I did in 1979, and I
make no apologies to anybody on
the opposite side or anybody in
Newfoundland for trying to  do
that, I wanted to give it another
chance.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

I was not willing to do what the
Liberals did in the 1960s and just
say Okay, take away the passenger
service, take away Argentia and
give us a little bit of road, I
wanted to give it another chance
and I wused every lever at my
disposal to try to give it another
chance.

dut here we are today, after going
through that and spending $70

million or $80 million on
containerization, seeling the
railway continuing to be

downgraded, that freight going to
other modes of transportation.

In recent years you see an
increased emphasis on water
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transport, both dinto Corner Brook
and inte St. John's, and the
railway is 1losing $40 million a
vear, $30 wmillion plus interest.
You fought, you used every lever
at your disposal, but there comes
a time, therefore, Mr. Speaker,
when you have to look at where
your future 4s, Do we want the
Trans -l.abrador Highway completed?

MR. WARREN:
No, they do not want it

PREMIER PFCKFORD:

Do e Wamnt the Trans-Labrador
completed, a very heavy cost Ffoar
NewFoundland ko do alone?

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
No, they do not.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Do wie want the
upgraded and paved?

Burgeo Road

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
We do. They do not.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Do we want Plum Point to tnglee
upgraded and paved?

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
No .

PREMIER PFECKFORD:

Do we want the South Coast of Lhe
Province and ULhe Fortune Bay area
to be improuved?

MR. SIMMS:

No, they are against that,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
No.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Do we want the Bonavista Highway
to be dimproved? Do we want the
roads around Port Rlandford to the
Trans-Canada improved?
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SOMEF HON. MEMRBRERS:
No .

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Mr. Speaker, do we want our ports
improved?

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Yes.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
at some point, therefore, you have
to look -

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

MR. SIMMS:
That is not the issue.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

— at where you are and where you
want to be and how you are going
to get there, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SIMMONS:
on the train.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

It is not on the train, because
you peaople made sure of that a
long time ago.

MR. STMMS:
Right on! Right on! In 1967,
SOME HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Mr. Speaker, after looking at that
and looking at all of the
dimensions of our transportation
system in the Province, we had to
make a fundamental decision, will
we go on arguing? At the time,
Mr. Speaker, when we argued, the
members of the Opposition laughed
at us in this House because we
were trying to keep the railway
going, when we tried to make the
pitch Ffor the rallway ., At the
time, the only ones who were
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supportive in anyway when we were
arguing to retain kthe railway were
not members of the Opposition, it
NEE The Evening Telegram and
some union leaders, ‘'some' union
leaders. Nobody else in the
Province 1lifted a hand 1in support
of what we were doing in 1979, Mr.
Speaker.

MR. MORGAN:

The Liberals laughed.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

rhey never lifted a hand, it was
all just a gimmick, and all I
wanted was another fight, Mr .
Speaker.

AN HON. MEMBER:
You were posturing.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

I was just posturing and wanted
another fight. We got $70 million
out of it to containerize, and the
containers will he used nocw on Lhe
trucks. I+ was not a lost expense
or a lost investment, hecause it
can still be used now on the
trucks.

So, Mr. Speaker, there comes &
time when you look at that, where
you came from and where you want
to go. And the people of
Newfoundland and Labrador, the
business community of Newfoundland
and Labrador, at the present
moment 80 per cent of the freight
is travelling by truck or water,
it is not travelling on Lhe
railway. Now 1if the thing were
reversed and 80 per cent of Lthe
freight was still going on the
railway and 20 per cent on water
and truck, you would have an
argument, Mr. Speaker. You would
have an argument. But we do not
have that argument.

Then you have to look at the
timing, Mr. Speaker. Given that
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there is not a legal obligation on
behalf of the federal government
. to keep the railway going and,
therefore, they could close 1t
down at their whim, when 1is the
best timne to get the hest
compensation package for something
that they do not have to do
legally anyway, Mr. Speaker? That
isg the other thing, then, the
timing of 4t If it 1is as most
Newfoundlanders and Labradorians
agree, that the railway was going
to go anyway, 1t was on its last
legs, and with the attitude CN has
towards it and others, then you
just let it go and, as Mr. Croshie
said this morning, let At cough
its Jast cough three yvears from
now and then the people who are
now working with the railway get
laid  off over tine, insidiously
over time, do not get a good
compensation package, the
communities are suffering slowly
but surely, done very subtly and
very insidiously, until one day we
wake up and there is no railway
and we have no compensation
package for the communities, for
the workers or for the roads in
the Province. Because that dis
what has been happening since the
containerization was announced and
got underway and was finished.
Since that time it has been going
downhill, not to use a pun., It
has been going downhill!

Are we to he in the history bhooks
to be looked upon ~ riot even in
the history books - twenty years
from row as a government here 1in
NewFoundland that knew and saw
thal the Liberal Governments had
seen te ik that . there was no
passenger service, the Liberal
Governments had seen to it that
there was no Argentia, no
Carbonear, no Bonavista, that
there was no freight travelling.
You would have to he a fool not to
see that there is no freight
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travelling. What where they doing
back in 19887 They had no legal
obligation and they had their own
political c¢olour in Ottawa? Nhy
did they not do a deal rather than
see Port aux Basques destroyed and
Bishop's Falls destroyed and sce
the workers destroyed, and no
Trans—Labrador Highway finished
for about ten or Fifteen years, or
no better Trans-Canada? What a
bunch of nincompoops Lhey were in
1988 not to see the handwriting on
the wall and to do a deal, and bLhe
best deal Lhey could do at that

time, given there was no legal
obligation on behalf of the
Government of Canada. Do we walt
and see it downgraded more,

because that is what is happening,
and do nothing for the workers, do
nothing for the communities, and
nothing more to upgrade the basic
road infrastructure and port
infrastructure of the Province?

What a stupid approach, Mr
Speaker, for a government to take,
looking ahead to 1its own future
with all the regional trunk roads
as well as the Trans—-Canada that
need to bhe upgraded.

Just look at dit, Mmpr, Speaker,
Look ahead and look back at what
anyhody would say about a
government that would take that
kind of an approach and not have
the courage to stand up and say
enough is  enough, the Eiming ds
right to get a good compensation
deal and we will have the courage
and the leadership to look to the
Future to put in place something
that will be good beyond our time.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

The easy way, I suppose, would be
to continue Lo perpetrate the
status quo and continue to mouth
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in this House and around the
Province the railway is still here
and we are getting another roads
agreement of $30 million or $40
million, or even another $180
million Tlike we gok in 1985; we
will continue to get our ERDA
agreements and so on, and we have
the railway, when everybody and
his dog knows there is no
railway. and then you hear of a
few more layoffs coming, and you
hear that Port aux Basques 1is in
trouble, and we need more money
for port development, and we need
more money to complete the
Trans—Labrador Highway and all the
other roads. We could dance a
good 1little jig. Mr. Speaker, on
that to the people of
Newfoundland, instead of grasping
at the opportunity when it comes
along and looking ahead and
standing up and saying clearly and
unmistakably and truthfully to the
people of NewFoundland, not
perpetrating some myth that we
have *this wonderful railway here,
this wonderful railway that nobody
nses .

Wwe do not have the luxury, as
romantic as the railway is, as we
have never had the luxury in
Newfoundland, o be ahle o
romanticize about a few tracks and
a few cars that we used to use or
our parents used to use. We do
not have the luxury to forget the
future of our own children and our
children's children, we do not
have that kind of luxury here in
Newfoundland. and I do not even
know what country does have that
kind of luxury, that they would
perpetrate that kind of myth on
everybody, that everything is
hunky-dory while the ship sinks,
or while the train goes into the
o I & 1 Wwe do not have that kind
of luxury.

and given no legal obligation and
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given the precedent set years ago
fFor no maintenance anywhere in
Canada, and given that we can get
the %ind of deal that we have heen
able to strike now with a reopener
clanse, unlike the Upper
Churchill, with a reopener clause
after eilght years, Mr. Speaker -

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMS:
If onty you had had that sense,
Clyde. 1f only you had had that

sense.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
No reopener clause!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Tt will haunt the Leader of the
Opposition to his dying day that
he agreed to a letter of intent
from the Government of
NewiFoundland on the power contract
with no reopener clause.

MR. SIMMS:
October, 1966.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
No reopener clause, and he was @
member of the Cabinet of the day.

Mr . Speaker, we as much as
anybody, and especially what this
party stands for, believe in
retaining and enriching the values
fFrom our past, whatever they might
be, because that is a sign of a
good Conservative. and there are
many things in our past, the
values of the past, of our
ancestors, that are extremely
important in building a society
today and tomorrow. Those wvalues
are very important.

and hopefully, Mr. Speaker, as we
begin the job of dismantling and

so on, we can have - there are
already proposals in - certain
No. 59 (Evening) R3304



parts of the railbed becone
tourist attractions to remind
future generations of what was the
Newfie Bullet. We can still do
that. There are proposals already
in. Most of the assets, almost
all the railbed, is going to come
back to the Prouvince, is going to

be transferred back to the
Province and we will get ownership
back oF  those Tlands that were

given away a long time ago, in the
19th.  Century, which Sir Rohert
Bond tried to renegotiate in 1903
- 1905, Mr. Speaker.

S0 we will bhe able +o do that.
But you have to look at today and
you have to look at tomorrow and
you have to make decisions. As I
Wa s telling sonme of the cne
reporters today, I can remember
running around the tracks in
Whitbourne, back in the 1940s and
early 1950s, and going down to the
train station when the train came
in, and taking the train Ffrom
Whitbourne to St. John's. That
was how we travelled back and
forth to St. John's in those days,
on the train. As a matter of
fact, my first year in university,
when T went back to Lewisporte
from here it was on the train. So
I know all about the train. I was
born with it and lived with it for
many years. But times change and
we have to change with them, not
hook, line and sinker, but to
adapt to that change. And now the
timing is right for us. [ do not
think there 1is & better person
that we could have had in OFkawa
at this point 1in time to help us
get. this deal through than John
Croshie, T do not think there was
a better person around who conld
have helped us get this deal
through, Mr. Speaker.

SOME 1HON. MEMRBERS:
Hear, hear!
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MR. BAIRD:
The Rat Pack would never do it for
s,

MR. SIMMS:

Superb speech! Common sense.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
So, Mr. Speaker, we have to look

for a tomorrow, We have to look
at what dis  happening around our
Province, Do we really want to

open up Labrador? Do we want Lo
finish the road to Red Bay with
the fourism potential theal i
going on there?

MR. SIMMS:
Hear, hear)

PREMIER PECKFORD:

One of the greatest short-term
benefits From this agreement today
will be the tourist industry. One
of the First big beneficiaries of
this program of road development
will be the tourist dindustry.
Last year, I think it was first 1in
percentage increase of all the
industries in Newfoundland, Mr .
Speakeaer,

So we have to look for @
tomorrow. It does not mean we
forget about vesterday, but e
must know where we are today and
look to tomorrow. And  that s
what this dis doing. This dis a
forward-looking approach . We
never just decided that this had
bo go because somebody else kried
and failed. I do not agree that
because somebody else +tried and
failed I am necessarily going to
try and fail, That was never my
philosophy. Because somebody else
Failed, that does not mean I am
going to. So we gave it the good
college try. We putk everything we
had into it, and it has proven not
to be a wviable option From a
transportation viewpoint as we
look out dinto the future, Mp,
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Speaker.

AN HON. MEMBER:
You sold the shop.

MR. SIMMS:
You are the experts in setling
shops, brother!

PRFMIFER PECKFORD:

S0 we have & deal. We have deal
for ports. Corner Brook 1is going
ko gat not even under this
agreement, separate from this
agreement altogether, & $17
million revitalization for port
development - Argentia, St
John's. We have three roads

packages; $100 million top-up on
an ERDA agreement that has not
even run out yet. We have a $405
million TCH agreement. There is 3
per cent of the Trans—-Canada
Highway in New Brunswick that is
twinned. This agreement will make
ours 18 per cent, Mr. Speaker.
fhere 1is zero in Nova Scotia.
There is a bit of twinning in Nova
Scotia but it 1is provincial. It
is not the TCH. We have a
compensation package, Mr. Speaker,
for the workers which will total
$70 million-plus, and then the two
most affected communities, Port
aux Basques and Bishop's Falls,
will have $7 million development
Funds to help them diversify.
There are fifty—four or fifty-five
workers in Port aux Basques who
will be laid off directly as a
result of this nove by
Terratransport.

AN HON. MEMBER:
How many?

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Around fifty-four.

Question: Is it reasonable to
expect that that $7 million
development fund will create at
least fifty-Four jobs in Port aux
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gasques over the next Ffew years,
$7 million? It seems to me that
that money used wisely will create
double or triple or quadruple the
number of jobs that are going to
be lost, remembering that whilst
he jobs ara Tlost the individuals
will be protected. The same way
in Bishop's Falls, where there are
forty-some--odd employees to be
laid off who will be protected and
still have dincome. It will not
hurt the municipal tax base of the
communities, because all of those
individuals who are laid off will
have just as much meney now as
they did before. They will still
be able to pay their taxes, SO
there is no direct tax loss to the

municipalities. Even though that
is there, we recognize that we
need to do same economic

diversification so the $7 million
development fund comes into play,
Mr. Speaker.

50 when you look at all the
components of the agreement, given
that there was no legal obhligaticon
for the federal government to do
anything, and given that the
Liberal Government of twenty years
ago did the same thing as we are
doing now and got no compensation,
$800 million looks pretiy good .

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

No compensation! 'Yiou o oare  just
going to get,' Pickersgill said,
'a new highway,' and that was a

very substantial expenditure, to
build the Argentia Access Road.
'a  very substantial expenditure'’
the Minister of Transport salid

twenty years ago, "to do the
Argentia Access Road.' The
Government of Newfoundland of the
day, and the Leader of the
Opposition was a part of 1it,
agreed, 'Go right ahead and do
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it ! 'We will build the Argentia
Access Road. We will give you no

other compensation. ' There is
nothing in here for the
employees . I do not know what

they did with the employees at the
time, and what the employees got.
Did the community get anything?
Mr. Speaker, did the community get
anything? Was there anything 1in
here to do with maintenance that
they are arguing about over there
now, Mr. Speaker? Not a thing!
Nothing! A silly, foolish
agreement, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, From 1979 up to this
year we tried to make a differernce
to the railway to see if it could
work, and millions and millions of
dollars were spent on it Tt s
now losing $40 million a year,
Three hundred and two  million
dollars have been lost on the
railway since 1979, Mow, what do
we do? We 9o ahead and let 1t
keep losing more and more and
laying of f workers and have
nothing in return for its gradual
demise over time, and then we will
all clap our hands and be happy
that we perpetrated this wonderful
myth on the people of Newfoundland
and Labrador,. that the railway
will always be here, then its
closed out and we still have this
horrendous demand for financial
assistance to complete the
Trans-Labrador Highway and upgrade
the Trans-Canada Highway and all
the other regional trunk roads 4in
the Province. That dis what the
lLiberal Party is saying today .

T do not know, as some speakers
have already said, what they are

really saying. We do not know if
they really agree with the railway
closing down. If they do, they

canrot say it 1is a bad deal,
because it comes back to fly right
in their faces that they did not
even have as good & deal as this,
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Mr. Speaker. So they are in a bit
of a conundrum, and T guess that
is why they are dancing all over
the place.

It is like the Canada/France

situation. It is the same kind of
thing, The Leader of Lhe
Opposition always tries to have
his cake and eat it too. 'Oh,
yes, you krnow, ! Wi b Lhis
Canada/France thing, 'give them a
little bit ofF fish.' He 1is trying

to show the people of Newfoundland
that he is reasonable and, at the
same time that he is reasonable,
do not give them anything;, gilve
them a 1little bit but not too
much, L s this  hbusiness of
having one leg on one side of rhe
pickat Fence and one le g on the
other. The only problem with that
is when he falls, T do not know
what is going to happen to him,
Mr. Speaker. Tt is that weasel
way, Mr. Speaker, of trying to
have the best of all possible
worlds.

The Leader of the Opposition must
know by now, Ffor his short time
back reincarnated, that the people
of Newfoundland have changed since
he was here last. Mr. Speaker,
they have changed. He cannot go
using the tactics of the 1960s on
the people of Newfoundland in the
1980s and the 1990s, They
recognize it.

T have had the opportunity ouer
the last number of weeks to meet
with a number of people whem the
Leader of the Opposition has met
wikth, trying ko get them to run
for his party, and what has come
back to me is just that poink: 'T
asked him a number of questions
and he did not answer then. He
was here and then he was there and
he was all over the place.’
'Well', I said, 'I am glad you
Found out for yourself.'
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MR. STMMS:

That is what the people of
NewfFoundland are saying about him,
too.

PREMTER PECKFORD:
That 1s what 1is happening, Mr.
Speaker.

MR. WFILLS:
(Thaudible).

MR, SIMMS:
One of your candidates.

PREMIFR PECKFQRD:

A number of your so--called
candidates who are supposed to
have already declared their
candidacy for the Liberal Party,
but have withdrawn their desire.

MR. SIMMS:
The caucus does not know that
yet. He did not tell any of them.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Perhaps the Leader never told the
caucus about these people with
whom he met -

MR. SIMMS:
Declared candidataes like Fric.

PREMIER PFECKFORD:

— some of whom, of course, were
supposed to replace some of  the
existing members over there.
rhere are some mnembers over there
who are not supposed to return,
and € do not know 1f they k row
that, either. That might be
another Argentia deal. There 1s
no reopener clause for some of
these people over there, Mr .

Speaker. It is over when the next
election is called, with no
reopeners. They cannot run
again. They are going to be

organized out of their party and
out of the House of Assembly.

MR. SIMMS:
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Some ran oukt and had early
nominations to try to catch Clyde
off guard.

MR. EFFORD:
Call Lthe election, T do not care.

MR. STMMS:
No more do we. We are at him
svery day to call one.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Mr. Speaker, if the members of Lhe
Opposition somehow think that we
are not proud of this agreement
and that this is a good deal for
Newfoundland and Labrador, I might
just take them up on that. 1If
they tempk me too much, I Jjust
might call an election, Mr
Speakar,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

I just might call an electilon.
But I would not want to he the
person Lo eliminate a number of
those people over there, bacause
their leader is going ko do it For

me 1in any case, Mr. Speaker., I
would rather leb the leader go
ahead and do his hack-room
engineering on some of you
people. I will not be blamed for
it You will only have your own
leader to hlame. But, Mr .

Speaker, dif U am Forced, and if
they think that based on this
agreament: Ehat they havae an
opportunity to do anything but
lose seats over there, if  they
think that, then I will tell vyou
they had better dget their polling
devices out . and working pretty
fast, Mr. Speaker. They better
start getting some polling done
pretty fast.

AN HON. MEMBER:
We have done them.
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PREMIER PECKFORD:
Yes, I have seen some of them.

While you do have: some loyal
people in the back rooms, you also
have some people who are not so
loyal. You hetter be very
careful, because there are sheets
of paper that I see from that side
over there, not every two or three
weeks but once every two or three
months. So I know your polls, and
I know what you are doing and all
the rest of it.

Mr. Speaker, we are proud of thisg
agreement, very, very proud. We
have a much better deal than the
governments of the past have ever
gotten on matters dealing with the
railway, a much better deal than
any  other provincial government
has ever gotten on dealing with
the railway.

MR. WELLS:
Who says?

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Mr. Speaker, T say, because *he
details of the agreement are far
hetter, and its terms and
conditions, than was gotten on the
Argentia Access Road, for example,
or on the phase-down of the
passenger service in
Newfoundland. Where was the
compensation when half of the
railway went, or more than half
when the passenger service went?
Where was the compensation? Where
are bthe reopener clauses? Where
is the assistance for various
parts of the transportation system
because the passenger service was
phased out? Where are all these

things that are in this
agreement? Where were they in the
Liberal agreement when the
passengear service went, Mr,
Speaker?

MR. SIMMS:
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Read the other 1little paragraph.
You did not read the last 1line,
"having enquiries made about the
possible removal...' -

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Oh, yes! The 1last paragraph of
that letter was, "I am having
inquiries made about the possible
removal of Lhe south west coast
terminal from Argentia to St
John's, As soon as I have some
word about this from Canadian
National T will be in touch with
you again."

MR. SIMMS:
Therae is more you want:, No
objection.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Mr. Speaker, as T say, we think we
have struck a good deal here.
Somebody asked me today ahout this
whole question, Well, what happens
after  fifteen years and so  on?
And it was raised here 1in the
House today about 1t as well, IF
you look at the history of roads
agreements between the federal
government and the provincial
government and the ERDA agreements
that we have signed, the largest
one in our hiskory before now was
signed 1in 1985, $180 million, as
was the inshore fisheries
agreement the largest inshore
fisheries agreement evep signed.
There will be an ongoing
federal/provincial agreement an
highways as there dis on rural
development, as there 16 on
agriculture. As a matter of fact,
I think there 1is one to be signed
tomorrow, Just imagine, Mr .
Speaker, the provision +that we

already have in the railway
agreement.  shows itself +in spades
tomorrow when we sign an
agricultural agreemaent, which

proves that this agreement has no
bearing on other regional econamic
development dinitiatives that we
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will have in the Province.

SOME HON, MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

So we have our ongoing regional
development progrdm for forestry,
we have it Ffor mining, we have it
fFor rural development and tourdsm,
we have il for highways, and these

will continua. There are
Memorandums of Understanding
signed which dictate ongoirnyg ©RDA
agreements. Rut the key after

Fiftrwen years, Fhough, iy he
eight year reopener, because you
will have a betbter view of what is
needed after the Ffifteenth year,
after eight years have expired,
than you do today, Mr. Speaker,
far better. and let us not forget
that 1in that reopener there 1is a
provision for inflation not only
how far have we achieved, how far
have we gotten in relation to
where we said we would get in
1988, but the inflation factor has
also to be considered, And T
commnend that to the Leader of the
Opposition as a difference between
that and Lhe Upper Churchill
contract and other deals that were
signed on the railway years ago by
his government, Mr. Speaker. A
big, big difference!

Then 1f you look at tha agreament,
if you want to do a little sum,
Mr. Speaker, we are Lalking aboul,

say it is $800 million - we have
$800.6 willion or whatever - we

spend now, today, in 1988 with our
1Timited fFinancial resources, $ 1.0
million a year. Obviously that is
going to 1increase over the next
few yedars. Each vyear that 1is
going kLo bhe more Ehan $10
million. But let us forget how
much thak will increase per year.
Tt will be, reasonably speaking,
for argument's sake, at least $40
million a year. So $40 million
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times fifteen is what? $600
million. Six hundred million
added to the $800 million is $1.4
billion, and that does not include
new ERDA agreements that the
fFederal governmenk are authorized
and have to sign with us when
Fhesa run  out, So, Mr. Speaker,
that 4is $1.4 billion plus that
will be spent on the highway
system of Newfoundland and
labrador in the next fifteen years.

MR. SIMMS:

One hundred million dollars a year.

PRFMIER PECKFORD:

and 1f you add ERDA agreements Lo
that it is not unrealistic to
expect that you are going to get
close to $2 billion over the next
fFifteen yaars spent upon Lhe
transportation system of
Newfoundland and Labrador, Mr .
Speaker. Alleluia!

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. STMMS:
One hundred million dollars a
year. Quer $100 million a year,
Mr. Speaker. There is still about
$80 million left in Lhe old
agreement.

PRFMIER PECKFORD:

Fxachtly. Th the old agreement
there is still $80 million that we
have not spenk yet, and we hava
$235 million that has been
unallocated Lo khis point din b ime,
because what we wanted to do was
rake a look at what happens over
the next year, where the major
trouble spots are in our roads
system, not prejudge everything,
and over the next year or so come
to a decision with the federal
government on how that $235
million will be allocated.

and if vyou 1look at what we have
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done on this one, forgetting the
principles of the agreement which
are so much superior to anything
that the Leader of the Opposition
had anything to do with when he
was in government, forgetting all
of  that, that 4t ds a much
superior agreement, 1in Ekhe funds
that we have allocated, Mr .
Speaker, have the Funds been
allocated fairly? Have they just
been quing to particular areas of

bhe Province which are more
Favorahle Lo us than Lo Lhe
members opposite? Not on vyour
life, Mr. Speaker. Not on your

life. That money 1is going all
over the Province, where the need

is greatest, And the same way
with the $100 million top-up. Tt
hes been done fairly and

objeckively, Mr. Speaker, +in Lthe
worst areas of the Province.

For example, T think of the member
For Roddickton there. T did not
mention it at the time, but when
the membear for 3urgeon - Jay
d'Espoir was arguing legitimately
For more work to be done on the
Burgeo Road, one cannot forget,
and 1 was very insiskent on this,
by the way, and I think the hon,
member will believe me when T say
that, because there was in the
negotiations as to where the money
was to be spent wvarious areas
mentioned and the need, and whilst
there dis no question that the
Burgeo Highway has to be upgradead
and paved, one has to look at
history and look at how long the
people from Roddickton or Englee
to Plum Point have gone with their
road for many, many years. It was
there long before the Burgeo Road
was ever built. And if there was
ever dany road that needs Fto be
upgraded and paved right across,
it 1is that road fFrom Plum Point
right across to Roddickton, M™Mr.
Speaker.
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We made sure that even though the
people of  Roddickton and Plum
Point were not out on the highways
pilicketing or threatening legal
action on the Government of
NewFoundTland or whatevyer, even
though they did not, because that
is not necessary to do, we ensuread
that the people of the Plum Point
and  Roddickton area, that road,
were still looked after 1in that
agreement, Mty Spaaker, and
rightly so.

There are a lot of old highways .
I still have them in my  own
constituency, and I have been a
member  since 1972, from Harry's
Harbour to King's Point, which
have not  seen very auch road
work . That 1is sixteen years, I
must be a had member, a very poor
member If you look at the roads
on Little Bay Tslands, if you look
at the roads on Long Island, this
is why [ have so much argument
with the member for Burgeo - Bay
D'Espoir and other members who
sarcastically attack me or attack
the government as it relates to we
do not know what potholes are 1like
and all the rest of it.

Mr. Speaker, T can take khe hon,
member for Burgeo - Bay d'Espoir,
or any members opposikte out Lo
Long Island, Beaumont and Lushes
8ight or, better said, Beawnont
North, Beaumont South, Reaumont
Central, Wards Harbour and Lushes
Bight, and I will take them cuer a
dirt road, T have been over the
Burgeo Road, and I have been over
Lhe roads  on Long Tsland  and
Little Bay Islands, too, and I can
tell the hon. member -

MR. STMMS:

You have heen to McCallum.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Yaes, and Francois, and Rencontre

West, you name the place. I was a
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social worker down in Grey Island
and did a special report on Grey
Island 1in 1964, let me tell the
hon. member. I know a little bit
about Grey Island. I do not need
the hon. menber to educate nme
about his district, I have been in
every nook and cranny. And I have
been ‘in coves that he has not been
in, because now kthere are some who
do not 1live there and they did
when [ was a social worker down
there,

S0, Mr. Speaker, we have dispersed
the Funds in what T consider to lre
4 most equitable and fair manner
right across bhe Proyince. TF you
look at the Trans-Canada Highway
ant where the money s [reing
allocated, it 1is being allocated
to the most needy areas. When all
of this is completed, Mr. Speaker,
when all this money is spent and
all those projects are caompleted,
there will be a vastly different
highway than we have now.

Now let us get on to the four
lanes. There is another myth, Mr.
Speaker. fhere is another
pie—in-the-sky situation. You
talk about a good Newfie joke, Mr .
Speaker! It would be a good
Newfie joke if suddenly we were
able to get from the federal
government or from the Uni ted

Nations, wherever we got it,
anough money to Eawdn the

Trans--Canada Highway . Bacause on
many parts of the Trans -Canada
Highway, the traffic does not
damand it Tt would be a waste of
public funds. It dis a wonderful
thing, and a lot of us, if we go
to Toronto and we see their
turnpikes or thair 1004 or
whatever, we think we have to have

Ehat in Newfoundland, without
considering that the demand is not
there. It must be a function of
people, 1t must be a function of

use, Mr. Speaker. T+ would be
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silly to sacrifice the
Trans—Labrador Highway on the bhack
of a twinned TCH from St. John's
to Port aux Basques. Tt would be
a joke to do it.

MR. SIMMS:
Right on!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

But it 1s not a joke to look at
where the btraffic dis very heavy
and where use dictates it Lo be &
reasondable proposition airal,
therefore, if you will look at Lhe
Trans--Canada, given bthak now the
area near Grand Falls has heean
upgradad with a Ehree-laner

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:
-~ there is no back-up.

MR. SIMMS:
It is actually four lanes.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

You could even say, well, let us
four-lane from Botwood to Grand
Falls. You could.

MR. SIMMS:
A lot of traffic.

PREMTER PECKFORD:

A fair amount of traffic. But
still, de ds & Funcktion of use,
and now when you travel out Lo
Central Newfoundland and you drive
through that area, after you come
off the Rond bridge, there really
is not 1in anyhody's sensible way
of looking abt  things, any neead,
especially when the money can be
used nore profitably somewhere
else for a new highway or an
improved highway in Burgeo or Plum
Point or Coomb's Cove oOr Port
Blandford, whereever it happens to
be. You cannot justify putting a
Four-laner 1in there and allowing,
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therefore, that money nolt to be
spent  on  Plum Point - to Englee,
That is not A reasonable
proposition. But vyes, from St.
John's to Whithourne, +halt is a
very highly used highway, because
this happens +to be the capital
city and you have a lot of people
travelling back and Forth daily to
work, as well as coming in here to
the capital to meet with business
and government. So that can bhe
Justified,

n the same manner, if you look at
what has happened between Deer
Lake and Corner B8rook, there is
justification, especially now with
the absolute increase we have seen
in the +tourism dindustry and the
business climate of the West
Coast, especially in the Deer
Lake/ Pasadena/Corner Brook area.
There is no question. Even in the
middle of the Winter now, when
Marble Mountain ids going strong,
you have problems with Fraffic,
There are dangerous parts to that
highway . Bo Ut ds legitimabte and
reasonable to look at a twinning
of the highway from Deer lake to
Corner Rrook.

After saying bthat, Lhere are areas
- I do not know if it is because
of the foundation of the road or
the contractors, or a combination
of  hoth = af  the Trans -Canada
which have stood up a lot bhetter
than ot:hers. Today, samebody
asked me a question, Mr. Speaker,
about the extra traffic now coming
on the highway. Everybody forgets
From about 1974 to 1984, that
ten-year period, the number of
pulpwood trucks on the highway
from my constituency West - to
Corner Brook. I have, T suppose,
more pulpwood truckers per capita
than any other constituency in the
Province, There is just ohe
steady stirream. T have young
hbusinessmen out 1in my district
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tractor-trailers going full
blast. There must be somewhere

around thirty or forty trucks just
from that small section of Green
Bay that you see when you pass
through on the Trans--Canada,
taking that road to Corner Brook,
much more weight traffic, pulpwood
trucks going from my area and

coming down thae Raie Verhke
Peninsula, as well, and joining
the Trans -Canada Lhvan this

additional freight will mean 1in
the closing of the railway. And
nobody once complained about the
extra weight on the Trans—Canada
Highway from Springdale turn-off
to Corner Brook. And it stood up,
evan under that exceedingly
greater amount of pressure.

But now it is the Jlast area of the
Province and it will be a number
of years yet before that part of
the Trans—Canada is upgraded,
That is in need of it. We  have
done a Jot of work on the Fast
Coast and West Coastl, and there
will bhe more done, as this
agreaiment points outl,

But there will also be, because
anyhody wha Fravels the
Trans-Canada very much krows, that
from Badger Lo Howley Junction,
there has been no work done,
none. With woods industry is out
in that area, the bridges are all
deteriorated, Some of the sides
of the bhridges have fallen down.
It is dncredible the amount of
work to be done on that, and if it
is  left very much longer, Mr,
Speaker, it will be & really
desperate situation.

So there is an unbeliecvable need,
not only to finish the
Trans -Labrador Highway, the Burgeo
road, the Plum Point road and all
Ehe other regional trunk roads -
the Bonavista Highway, look at the
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Ronavista Highway, with the kind
of economic activity thak is going
on between Clarenville and
Bonavista, with the Catalina fish
plant and the other smaller fish
plants in the area, Clarenville
heing a sort of service centre
coming down South and Bonavista a
service centre going North. There
is a fanktastic amount of extra
pressure being put there,

That has Lo he addressed, Mr,

Speaker. and you cannot address
Lhat in half-million or million
doYlar chunks. By the time yon

get it @ll finished, you have to
start at the okher end again, Mr.
Speaker.

Now, of course, if our economy
were such, as the member for Mount
Scio - BRell Island pointed out,
there is sti11 & railway in
Newfoundland. It is in Labrador,
but it is 4 private railway
dedicated to a particular resource
product. TIf you look at what most
analysts in the world today are
saying, sure, there is  still a
place for railways, but they are
in place where you are going to be
moving large bulk shipments over a
long period of time, like khe
grain and the minerals of Western
Canada, as well as the minerals in
abrador.

Now it is the water transport into
Newfoundland, as we are proving
with Newfoundland FEnergy and with
L.ong Harbour, becausa they are
exporting oW through water
transport some of their slags down
to Florida to build roads. Water
transport has raken on a far
bhigger presence in the economics

of Canada than iLE hrad
hithertofore. So those things are
there.

[t is a function then of the ind
of economy you have, the numbers
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of people you have and the amount
of use you have. You can have
lots of people, I suppose, and if
you still do not have use, then
the railway is still of no
consequence.

Moreso, 1 suppose, in the British
Isles and in Europe, it has been,
as T qguess, the NewFoundland
Railway has been to some degree in
Newfoundland, sork of a
tradition. But even 1in places
with heavy populatian
concentrations and fairly high
nse, there is a btremendous subs Ly
that has to go on those systems by
the governments  and people of
those areas. T suppose, even in
parlts of Japan, where you have
millions of people travelling
every day, there is khe question
of whether, in fact, the level of
subsidy is justified by what Ehey
really need in those countries.

So, Mr. Speaker, when you look at
thak, when you look at people,
when you look at use and when you
look at the dynamics of our
economy, how much water transport
is ‘now going to play, as well as
how much we have agreed that
erucks are going to play, we have
decided, the business community of
NewFoundland has decided Ehat they
would rather ship theilr fraight by
Eruck and by water. fAs
deregulation occurs and has
occurred over the last while, we
have seen that dincrease 1in water
transport that is happening on the
West Coast and will be happening
hare on the FEast Coast.

Se  you cannot deny the economic
regulatory reality of Canada.
Whelher one agrees with the bill
put through the House of Commons
on deregulation or whebther one
does not agree with it, it is the
T of Lhe counkry. Some
government might come in some day
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and change it, sobeit, but as long
as ik s there and people are
adjusting to the law, then we have
Lo, 1in our Titkle corner of the
world, respord and grasp the
opporbunit-ies Qi provides, To
Jgnore it and Lo just bury our
heads [n the sand will only  huri
us  economically  and avery other
Ity .

Sa, Mr. Speaker, it seems ko me
that if you Jook at it either on a
global basis or if you look at ‘it
on & national basis or if you look
at it on a provincial basis, based
upon use or economics or whatever,
iF you look at it in terms of the
recent history of the railway, the
kinds of losses we are incurring,
coupled with the unbelievable
demands of our people for more and
better roads - I have never gotten
a letter, I will have to look up
my files. I do not know, as I
said earlier, if T got ‘two or
three letters when we argued for
the railway in 1979 and Ffought for
it. T do not know if I got two or
Ehree lebters. T do not remember
too mary open line programs
gekting very excited about what T
was trying to do then, even though
T was succassful in accassing
about $70 or $80 million from the
Federal governmnent o start a -

AN HON. MEMRFR:
(Inaudible) .

PREMIER PFECKFORD:

Yes, but there were not many
people in the Province, either
Chambers of Commerce, Rural
Development Associations.

When there is an issue - we all
know that din this House - which
the people, quoute, unquote, really
feel strongly about, you will hear
From Etheam, You will hear Ffrom the
Rural Development Associations,
the Federation or Labour, the
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Federation of Municipalities, and
other groups. You will hear from
them all. But as it relates to
the railway, Mr. Speaker, we did
not hear from any provincial
oryanizations, From any
individuals or organizations
anywhera,

Now, the timing is right, Mr,
Speaker, I think if we had waited
any  longer, we would have only
gotlen less in compensation,
unfortunately.

Mr Spaakear, T have nolb  Been
afraid of going to court on
anything to  do  wikh trying Lo
protect Newfoundland's rights.

MR. SIMMS:
You have always Fought.

PREMTER PECKFORD:
Yes, I fought the good fight.

MR. MORGAN:
(Tnaudible) not Fight against it.

PREMTER PECKFORD:

Yes, exactly, But I have always
had reasonable grounds from those
people who have been consulted
worldwide that T had some chance
of success, even though we lost
and lost badly in some cases.

But on this one there is no basis
to  put the  Newifoundland people
through another three ar four
years, or htwo or three years, of

litigation whilst the railway
continues to deteriorate and the
people of Newfoundland are

demanding more and better roads,
and a better system, Mr, Speaker,
FThis s not something which will
endear us in getting any kind of -
especially if you look at letteprs
like this where the dye was cast
inoany  case, even if there were
saome stronger words in there which
would  give vyou a better legal
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case., Tt was gone anyway. The

passenger service going proved
thatk. The Argentia line proved
that. It dis all part of the
NewFoundland Railway, Mr

Speaker. That is the shame.

as I said in The Past in the
Present, so much of our present
is so tied up with our past we
cannot seem to work ourselves out
of the web of the perpetual way in
which, from time to time, we have
governad ourselvas, allowed
ourselves to he governed, and
allowed ourselves to bhe
colonialized, Mr. Speaker.

T think this agreement will stand

An good s tead, nil of Lhe
provisions of this agreement, My,
Spaakear, w11 5 land an s Lark

contrasi Lo anything those hon.
genklemen opposilte have triaed Lo
do in the past and would try to do
in the Fubture, 4f, by some skreak
of lightening, they ever form the
govermnent of this Province.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Opposition.

Leader of the

MR. WELLS:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, we on this side of
the House can always tell when we
are scoring kelling points. There
is no trouble to tell when we are
scoring telling points. How come
these phony letters and these

charges and these personal
callacks, and away they go to

divert attention and say somebody
back in the dark ages rode the
Trojan horse and therefore that
caused us Llo do this. We can
always tell when we are scoring
points.,
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30MF HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WELLS:

I intend ko deal wi kh Lhose
letters 1in some detail before I
sit down, Mr. Speaker.

But let me pick up sort of where
Lhe Pramier left off, when he
talked about the candition of the

Trans-Canada Highway in this
Province. As any member who has
driven over that Trans-—-Canada

Highway 1in the last little while
knows, major portions of 1t are a
virtual deadtrap in certain
wealhar conditions, averyhody
knows that. There are ruts down
cach side of the driving surface,
so in wet weather these ruts are
covared with water, in some cases
an inch to an inch and a half of
wiater, TF you drive on ik or @nd
up on it, you can well hydroplane
and Find the car rolled off the
road. What drivers have taken to
doing -

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. WELLS:

No trouble ko tell when you are
scoring the points. You get the
rubber moukhs going.

MR. PATTERSON:
Tell us about your salary.

MR, WELLS:

You see, Mr. Speaker, the rubber
imouths are at it again. The
points are relling. So T will
keep on on that same line, Mr.
Speaker.

Mr . Speaker, whaen you drive down
the Trans-Canada Highway, I was
driving on it oon Saturday. The
driver who was in the car was
commenting on tha ruts in the road
and he was driving right on the
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white 1line, dangerously close to
other traffic coming -in the other
direction who were doing the same
thing. They would have ko try and
pull away enough to pass without
having an accident.

That is the stabte of at Teasl 50
per cent of Lthe Trans—Canada and
the minister sltood this afternoon
and spoke and said, 'The cost of

macintenance havae stabilized, !
They sure havel They have not

spent  any money wadintaining it oip
the last ten years!

S0ME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WELLS:

No wonder costs have stablized!
Costs have stablized din direct
proportions to the extent to which
the highway has deteriorated.
That is how they stablized, by
highway deterioration and that s
exactly what has happened.

SOME HON. MEMRBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. WFILILS:

Now Ehat s the position we are
in, Mr. Speaker, with our highways
at the moment.,

MR. DAWE:
Tt was built over bogs and across
ponds.  (Tnaudiblea).

MR. WELLS:

Outside people have assessed it
and  said 83 per cent of it ds
defective and needs to be replaced.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
oh, oh!

MR. WELLS:

Because they have not done
anything. They have only spent

marginaly more than little PET
with a surface area smaller than
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the Avalon Peninsula. That little
province is going to spend $35
million on capital highway works
this year and we, wikh five times
their population and many, many
Limes  their size, are only going
to spend $70 million. That is it,
Mr. Speaker. The same standard
applied last vyear, Mr. Speaker.
That s why the highway s in that
condition.

DR. COLLINS:
Perhaps you should take some money
from the hospitals.

MR. STMMONS:

Or from Sprung.

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:

Oh, oh!

MR. REID:
Remember 'Finish the Drive in '6hY
and how it froze up?

MR. WELLS:

Mr . Speaker, they cannot do
anything with it because they do
not have any money. They are
closing down hospital beds and
children have to go out and raise
monay  so  that schools could have
materials to operate with. They
do not have the money +o do it
because they have destroyed the
aconomy of bhis Province.

Mr.  Speaker, that is the highway
to which they intend to divert all
of  the traffic presently on Lhe
railway. That is the highway to
which they intend to divert all of
that traffic and they stand here
in the House, the minister stood
here and told wus, "It dis only
going to produce fourteen more
trucks a day.'

MR. J. CARTER:
A lot of &t can come in by boat.

MR. WELLS:
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Well, [ do not know if khe people
on that side of the House are
sufficiently sbupid to accept
{hat, if they think we are soO
stupid that we are going to accept
it, and the people of Newfoundland
are collectively so stupid that
they will accept it. Sure, it is

going to come in by boat. Tt is
going to come into Corner Brook by
hoat. and what are they going to

do, leave it all on the wharf at
Corner Brook? Or are they going
to truck it Lo Grand Falls,
Stephenville, Gander, and all the
other places it will have to go?
Whalt good s it all going to do
left on the wharf at Corner
Brook? Stupid!

MR. MORGAN:
Tt 1is being done. now by truck.

MR. WELLS:
Mr . Speaker, that already

overburdened highway is going to
be greakly burdenad again by an
pxcessive amount of freight
kraffic. Now, +in addition ko the
increase in freight traffic, it is
also going Lo be burdened wilh
something that is not on it at the
moment, hazardous and dangerous
substances are going to be
diverted onto the highway because
there is no railway to carry ik
chemical substances, all hazardous
material that presently have to be
shipped on a railway. any, all,
everything, that is presently
shipped on a highway. T will
provide you with a list tomorrow.

AN HON. MFMRER:
(Inaudible) know what they are.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. WFLLS:

That is  right. They will be
provided lLomorrow. That dis all
going ko now he divertad on @
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highway that is acknowledged by
all to bhe <incompetent, 83 per cent
dafective, that cannot take lhe
traffic that is on it now, that is
suddenly going to be diverted on
it as of 1 September, and that,
Mr. Speaker, T suggest shows &
callous disregard for the safety
and health of our people, Lo do
that. It dis different if the
highway were rebuilt arnd then the
railway were phased out, it might
he a different story, an entirely
different story.

Mr. Speaker, that this traffic is
going to be diverted onto the
highway that 1is incompetent to
take ik s a direct result of Lhe

provisions of this agreement
bacausae % provides For ILhe
immediate phase out of the
radlway . Tn Fact, CN have been

closing it down for the last two
or three months, even though Ehe
members opposite, every time they
were asked about ik, deniecd Lt.
'Oh no, there is no such
agreement . Nobody knows anything
about any such agreement, no
agreement 1n principle', and here
was CN implementing it.

The Minister of Transportation
(Mr. Doyle) now siks and laughs
and he thinks he is being clever
with the people of this Province.
He thinks he has really pulled the
wool over the eyes of khe people
of this Prouvince. Well, he can
sit Lkhere and laugh if he wants
to, but I can tell him that the
people of this Province are goilng
to have the last laugh on election
day .

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hoar, hear!

MR. WFLLS:

The purpose of this agreament, Mr.
Speaker, 1is to eliminate a mode of
transportation  in Rhis Province,
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the railway mode ofF
transportation, without any
provision For adequate
alternatives. We have clearly
said if it is established that the
railway cannot he made an
effective, efficient Maans of

transporiation, there is no point
in maintaining it din perpatuity as
an dneffeclive, dnefficient means
of transportation.

MR. J. CARTER:
You are speaking oul ofFf both
sides of your mouth.

MR, WEILLS:
The hon. member is as stupid as he
has always been.

Mr, Speaker, we have stated a
position very clearly since last
January on several occasions. We
wrote it to the Premier, we wrote
it ko Mr. Croshie, we dissued Lt to
the media, and they published it.

What we said, Mr . Speaker,
clearly, ds if the federal and
provincial governmenks are
satisfied that that railway cannot
be made into an effFective,

efficient means of transportation,
then there s nok  much  point
sustaining it that condition, if
your can put an alternative highway
in dts place as a good means of
Eransporbtation, buk  you have to
have adequate allernative,

That s  not my opinion alone.
That opinion has heen expressed
by, well, the  Premier  has  been
quoted here tonight, the member

For Mount Scio - Bell Tsland and
the member for Fortune - Hermitage
also spelled that oul. The hon,
member for Humber Fast the

Minister of Juskice (Ms. Verge)
made a similar statement a number
of years ago.

The Federal minister, Mr. Crosbie,
the other man who was a party to
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this dastardly deal today, has
said similar things din the past.
For example, he said this: "Some
people think that Newfoundland

should lose its rail service
altogether. We are not losing the

rail service. T do not care what
any Royal Commission recommernds.
Thers will be a rail service in
Newfoundland and it will not he
taken amay  fFrom  us. Unlass  the
rail service dis totally abandoned
in Canada, it w11 ot [ a
abandoned 1in Newfoundland." That
was  Mr. Croshie's posibion & Few
years ago, 1978, "Unless it s
abhandoned dn Canada, it will not
be abandoned in Newfoundland. "

Now I do not disagree with that

position. I do not even mind
having Newfoundland the first
place where it is abandoned,
provided the federal government
continues its  responsibility ko

maintain throughout this country

the national transportation
system, That is what this country

was founded on. That  concept,
that there would he &

transportation connection From one
coast to the other in this country
is how we came into existence in
the first instance. That was the
whole purpose in 1867, thalk was
its whole purpose at the time, Mr.
Speaker.,

If, Mr. Speaker, this country were
beding built today and lLhere was no
transportation system in place, I
doubt that we would be building a
railroad. I suspect we would be
building a competant highway From
coast to coast as the most
effFactive, aefficient Me @ rns ofF
transportation in this day and
age,

But, Mr. Speaker, it would he the
federal government that would bhe
responsible for maintaining it to
keep this country together.
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SOME HON. MFMRBRERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WFELLS:

Tf, Mr. Speaker, the day does in
fFact come and il may well come,
when the railway through Quebec,
ontario, and Nova Scobtia, and New
Brunswick and the Prairies and the
Western prouvinces 1is abhandoned,
one after the other, that may well
come, you will find, Mr. Speakar,
that the federal government will
be wmaintaining Lhe basic highway
connection from coast to coast in
this country.

They should start doing it now in
Newfoundland, if they are
abandoning the portion of the
national Lransportation system
here.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

DR. COLLTNS:
And what if pigs could fly?

AN HON. MEMBER:
Hypocrite.

MR. WELLS:

It 1is obuious that the member does
not know the meaning of the word
or he would be too ashamed to use
it hecause he . is the classic
hypocrite of this House.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WEILLS:

We will have to tell him the
meaning of the word one of these
days.

Mr. Speaker, there is an answer to
this problem. We did not have Lo
abandon the railway to get these
highway  payments  we would have
gotten anyway. In fact, M.
Speaker, i you Joak at the
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numbers, you will find that over
the Jast ten yaars, if you
converted today's dollars we got
more For the Trans -Canada Highway
under the ordinary TCH program for
prestructuring than we are proposed
to get under this deal for the

next Fiftean,

MR. TULK:

That is right.

MR, WELLS:
That 45 how bad this deal dis!
That is how bad this deal is!

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Haar, hear!

MR. WELLS:

We have been sold out by the
proyincial government, M.
Speaker, our constitutional rights
have been sold ouk and they have
been abandoned by the federal
governmeant.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Premier has
talked about  the opinions, and
stood in this House today and
pretandad he was Tabling ari
opinion. He never Tabled an
opinion.

MR. DAWE:
He did so.

MR. WELLS:
He did not! There was no legal
opinion subwitted there.

MR. DAWE:
There was so!

MR. WELLS:

Well, tell it to anybody who knows
what 4t is and they will tell you
that it 1is not a legal opinion.
ft s an synopsis of somebody's
comments on it. I would like to
see Lhe real legal opinion From
which that was taken.
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MR. SIMMS:

You know you were. Tell the truth
boy. You were briefed on ik. You
were told.

MR. WEILS:
I was no such thing.

AN HON., MFMBER:
You werea hriefed on the whole
package,

MR. SPFAKER:
Order, please!

MR. WFILS:

No, thalt is btotally dincorrect.

MR. TUILK:
It is beneath you, Len, to do that
kind of stuff when it is not right.

MR. WELLS:

Mr. Speaker, we have not seen the
legal opinion on which Ehis s
based. The Premier said he
changed his mind because -~ not

that he changed his mind. What he
says 18 that earlier I was

practicing a deception. Those are
his words, spoken in this House,
He was practicing a deception for
political posturing purposes.

Well, is he practicing a deception
now for political posturing
purposes?

MR. MORGAN:
Why do  you not say outside the
Housae whalt he said?

MR. WFLLS:
How do you know when he says he is
praclicing a polibkical deception?
Ts he  doing it now? People
believed him when it says he was
doing it earlier. Is he still
doing it?

MR. STMMS:
He is honest.
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MR. WEIIS:
Yes, indeed!

MR. SIMMS;
It is more than we can say for you,

MR. WELLS:
lLet us deal with the real 1issues
now. W know that the points are
being scored again when the
personal attack starts, There Hs
no trouble to tell.

Mr. Speaker, let us Jook at what

we waere  doing  cin 1947 and 1948
when these Terms of Union were
being nagofialad. T s clear,

Mr. Speaker, that when they were
talking about baak:ing ouer the
Newfoundland Railway ar the
relalted steamship services,  what
they uere talking about was

intagrating the Newfoundland
transportation system into the

national transportation system,
and that was acknowledged at the
Eimne . There are sevaral
pre-Confederation documents which
spell that out clearly.

For example, this document, dated
Monday, July 7, 1947, Minutes of a
meeting -

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, pleasel

Tt is almost ten o'clock, and I am
going to adjourn Lhe House until
tomorrow at 2:00 p.m.

MR. WEILLS:
Okay, Mr. Spaaker. We will carry
on tomorrow.

SOME.__HON. MFMBERS:
Hear, haapr!

MR. SPEAKER (McNicholas):

The House stands adjourned until
2:00 p.m. tomorrow,
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Answer to Question #102 on Order Paper dated March 15, 1988 by
the Honourable Member for Fortune-Hermitage:

a) The vehicle currently iised by the Ministér is owned -
by the Department of Environment and Lands. Information
has been tabled by the Honourable Minister of Public
Wworks and Services indicating that the purchase of this
vehicle was made on a priority basis.

Answer to Question #122 on Order Paper dated March 18, 1988 by
the Honourable Member for Menihek:

The following information is provided respecting employees
of the Department of Environment and Lands who form a part of
the Minister's staff:

Date Order-in

Name Position Title Started -Council Salary

Bernice Mulrooney Secretary to March 15, 323-'88 $22,422.
Minister 1988..

Ellen Kendell Secretary to Jan. 6, 17-'88 $23,543.
Minister 1988

Basil Jamieson Press Secretary March 28, 350-"'88 $27,827.

1588
Jack Jewer Special Assistant Jan. 6, 17-'88 $37,241.

1588



REPLY TO ORAL QUESTION BY THE HONOURABLE MEMBER

FOR WATERFORD-KENMOUNT

REGULATION OF FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS

Financial Institutions in Newfoundland are

regulated as follows:

(1)

(2)

(3)

Insurance, trust and loan companies -
regulated by the Department of Consumer
Affairs and Communications. The
responsible official is the Director

of Commercial Relations, who also holds

the position of Superintendent of Insurance.

Credit Unions - regulated by the Department
of Rural, Agricultural and Northern
Development. The responsible official

is the Director of Co-Operative Development.

Investment Dealers (Stockbrokers) - regulated
by the Department of Justice. The
responsible official is the Registrar of

Deeds, Companies and Securities.



(4)

Banks - under the Canadian constitution,
banking is an area which falils exclusively
under the Jurisdiction of the Federal
government. Consequently the Provinces

have no authority in this area. However,
the Federal Government usually follows a
consultative process when pProposing changes
to the Bank Act. These proposed changes are
reviewed by the Director of Commercial
Relations and the Department of Consumer

Affairs and Communications.
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