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The House met at 10:00 a.m,

MR. SPEAKER (McNicholas):
Order, please!

MR. SPEAKER:

Before calling for statements by
ministers I wank fto refer to a
point of order raised by the hon.
the President of the Council
yesterday. It was in connection
with our procedure here and, of
course, the point was in order. I
found more problem 1in dealing with
the petition, and I studied that
at length last night and again
this morning. Going back many
years, we have had great problemns
with petitions. I think probably
Lhe best way of dealing with it is
to have our Standing Orders
changed in some way that it would
be much more specific.

Referring to this particular
petition vyesterday, I am not going
to rule on it now because I want
to study 1t further over the
weekend, and I want to be quite
sure in my mind that everything is
perfectly in order. It seems to
me there was a copy of a petition
submitted with over a thousand
names on 1it, and there was &
petition submitted with three
names on 1t, and that particular
copy coancerns me very much because

that refers to a petition
submitted by over a thousand
people. I do not want to rule at

this stage whether it should or
should not be acceplted, I want to
study our precedents, going back
as far as is necessary, and
Beauchesne and other authorities.

It concerns me that of these three

signatures, two signatures were
actually of members of this hon.
House. Members are perfectly

entitled to petition the House.
If we want to be very technical,
they should get another member to
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present that petition for them.
But, I do not think that 1is the
important matter in this
particular case and I will
certainly have a ruling on the
matter on Monday.

MR. WELLS:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Opposition.

Leader of the

MR. WELLS:

With the leave of the House,
hefore we hear Statements from
Ministers, I rise to ask the House
to recognize the appointment of
Dr. Angus Bruneau as Chairman of
the National Marine Council. Dr.
Bruneau, as all members will
realize, is a distinguished
Newfoundlander who came to this
province many years ago and has
worked here ever since. He is
recognized for his major
achievement in establishing the
School of Engineering at the
University and for developing it
and leading a team that developed
it to the point where it is one of
two or three well recognized
schools of engineering in Canada
whose graduates are sought after
by people, by firimns and
businesses, seeking engineers, and
that 1in ditself 1is a remarkable
achievement, )

I know Dr. Bruneau personally, and
I know of his capabilities and his
qualities, as I am sure many
members of this House do. I had
the pleasure as Chairman of
Newfoundland Light and Power of
seeking his services to accept the

post of President and Chief
Executive Of ficer of that
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company. I am happy to say that
he did so, and has performed very
well. I think in this appointment
Canada acquires the services of a

distinguished citizen and
Newfoundland basks in reflected
glory.

While I am on my feet, Mr,
Speaker, I would also ask this
House to recognize the passing of
another distinguished
Newfoundlander who has had
significant involvement in the
electrical field, and who provided
significant public service to this
province.

MR. WINDSOR:
We are doing that later.

MR. WELLS:
In which case I will wait until
the minister does it. Thank you.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Just let me, on behalf of this
side of the House, associate
myself with the remarks of the
Leader of the Opposition (Mr,
Wells) as it relates to the
appointment of Dr. Bruneau to this
prestigious organization for
Canada. As the 1leader of the
Opposition said, Dr. Bruneau has
contributed to the 1ife of this
province in an extremely
significant way over many years.
And like the lL.eader of the
Opposition, I have had occasion to
know Dr. Bruneau and also to deal
with him since he took over his
new position here in Newfoundland
and before that, when he was with
the University, I guess what Dr.
Bruneau has been doing and is
doing is something along the lines
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that in concert and parallels a
lot of the things that government
has been doing as 1t relates to
technology 1in this province, not
only 1in the engineering school
itself but 1in his assistance in
the establishment of C-Core, and

whose energy and drive and
insistence on the establishment of
other like agencies in the

province to put us on the leading
edge of technology has been one of
the greatest achievements of Dr.
Bruneau.

He will continue to do that, no
doubt, not only on the provincial
scene but on the national scene.
I congratulate Dr. Bruneau.
Undoubtedly his appointment is not
only good for him personally but
it  is, as the l.eader of the
Opposition said, good for
Newfoundland and shows us again to
be in the forefront person-wise as
well as technology-wise 1in Canada
and around the world.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member For Fortune -
Hermitage.

MR. SIMMONS:

If I may, just ever so briefly, it
has come to our attention that the
gentleman from St. John's South,
the Minister of Health (Dr.
Collins), has been recognized for
his services. He, together with
about another thirty-nine or forty
other Newfoundlanders, in the last
few days have been singled out for
their services on the Murmansk
Run, part of the convoys that went

on the Murmansk Run near the
U.S.S.R. during the Second World
War . He has recently received a
No. 5 RZ211



commemorative medal from the
U.S.S.R. Now, if I were less
charitable, we could have all
kinds of fun with that, but I rise
in all sincerity to say on behalf
of my colleagues to him personally
and, through him to the
thirty-nine or forty other people
throughout the Province who have
been so honoured by the receipt of
these medals, hearty
congratulations from us. We
salute you.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFQRD:

Mr. Speaker, the versatility of
the Cabinet of this government
never ceases to amaze me. It was
a secret. I did not know anything
about it. And no doubt he would
not g¢go around boasting about 1it,
knowing the calibre of person the
minister is. Congratulations, Sir.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

DR. COLLINS:
Mr. Speaker, just a wvery brief
word.

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

DR. COLLINS:

It was something that I was glad
to receive, as were the others.
We received the commemorative
medal for our own satisfaction, I
guess, but also, we received it on
behalf of the many, many
Newfoundlanders who played a much
greater part 1in that unfortunate
conflict than I did, certainly.
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And there were many, many more who
played their part and did not
receive a medal. Thank you.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. LONG:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the memher for St. John's
East.

MR. LONG: _
Mr. Speaker, just to add a quick
note of congratulations, Ffor our
party, as well, and also to make
mention that 1t was not only a
special medal for the member, the
minister, a senior member of Uhe
government, the Deputy Premier of
the Province, I think it 1is also a
reminder, in times of
international tension, that it was
only forty years ago when we were
allies with the Soviet Union, and
today, it is worthwhile, especially
for young people, to be reminded
of the history of struggle that
happened at that time, and it
helps remind us of where we have
come from and where we are today.

Thank you, Mr., Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

Before calling for Statements by
Ministers, I would like to welcome
to the gallery a Grade III class
from St. Peter's Elementary, Mount
Pearl, with their teachers, Mr.
Pellerin, Mrs. Hepditch-Vardy, and
Mrs. Kelsey.

I would also like to welcome sixty

Level II students from Mount Pearl
Senior High with their teachers,
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Mr. Calvin Button and Miss Susan
Shapleigh.

MR. SPEAKER:
I would like to welcome students

fFrom the Avalon Community College
with their teacher, Cherry Dalley.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

Statements by Ministers

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier,

PREMIER PECKFORD:

The member for St. John's East
never ceases to amaze me. I hope
he does not want us to match the
economic performances of the
Russian economy over the last
forty years. We would have an
unemployment rate of about 98 per
cent. I hope he has not aligned
himself with the economic policies
or other political policies of
that Nation. Holy Moses! It is

really something! I should give
the hon. member a chance to
respond, I guess, 1in democratic

fashion.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR, SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for St. John's
East.

MR. LONG:

I thank the Premier for the
opportunity +to respond. I would
just point out that I +think we
have 1lessons to 1learn from the
Soviet Union as we do many other
countries in the world,. I think
the message of congratulations to
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the minister today 1is a good
reminder of  the importance of
understanding our history in
order, to use the Premier's words,
to learn from the past to
understand the present, which is a
paraphrase of a book by the same
name, I think, by the Premier.
That was simply the point that was
being made earlier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Do you want to go ahead now and
congratulate me on my book and how
well it has done? It is Friday,
Mr. Speaker, and away we go!

Mr. Speaker, the statement I am
about to give I can give again 1in
two or three ways. I am still not
sure which way I am going to give
it.

I would like to respond to a point
raised by the Leader of the
Opposition. I could do it under a
point of privilege, or a point of
order or whatever, but it is
information and I cannot table it
under reports and so. It was not
a question but a point made by the
lLeader of the Opposition
yesterday, and it is fundamentally
very important if we are going to
operate this House for the next
three or four months 1in a way
which will not lead this to happen
again. I would like to respond to
a point raised by the Leader of
the Opposition with regard to Lhe
Sprung complex and the so-called
assessed value 1in Calgary. This
is extremely dimportant. Every man
and his dog around is having a
field day with this project, and
with me as a result. Truth and
facts I think are important.

In 1986 the Sprung Company applied
for a building permit to erect
their complex in the city of
Calgary. They estimated the value
of the non-movable assets at $3.6
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million. They, the Sprung Group
of Companies.

MR. SIMMS:
Non-movable?

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Non-movable. This amount covered
roadwork, basements, pad, water
and sewer and some other earth
works ., It did not cover the value
of work done Dby the city of
Calgary 1in preparing the site and
removing amounts of petroleum
products. Neither did it dinclude
the value of the structures
themselves or anything in the
structures.,

In 1987, after the complex was
completed and operational, the
assessed wvalue, contrary to it
being $3 million from the Leader
of the Opposition yesterday, the
assessed value of the complex was
$4.3 million.

This value included the items
mentioned earlier, just the water
and sewer, the road and the
basement, but does not include any

of the physical assets above
ground or any of the movable
facilities. :

In effect, the assessment did not
include the value of the
structures, the computers, kLhe
pumps, the growing system or the
growing lights. Now, that 1s the
facts of the matter, and it just
so happens that even on that the
cost of concrete = here in
Newfoundland for this facility,
just for the basement, was three

times what it was 1in Calgary - the
cost of the concrete just on
that. Because, under the laws of

Alberta, or Calgary, or whatever,
the structures and all of the
contents of the building are not
taxable and therefore they were
not assessed. A1l that was
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assessed was water and sewer, the
road and the basement, and the
assessed value was $4.3 million.
Now, this is the dinformation and I
would just caution the Leader of
the Opposition and members
opposite. I do not mind if they
are opposed to this project, fine,
it is a democratic country, but I
do and would appreciate when
information is being given in this
House, which 1is then carried by
the media, which then lends
greater negativity erroneously *to
the project, that +they at Ileast
check out the information first,
because 1t is extremely important
in mny view For the proper
information to be put forth to the
people of this Province.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WELLS:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Opposition,

Leader of the

MR. WELLS:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I will tell the
House in detail exactly where that
information came from and exactly
what it was. I spoke to one Mr.
Kennedy, the Deputy Assessor for
the City of Calgary, the man who
knows exactly what 1t was and what
was done. Mr. Kennedy aduvised e
in wvery clear terms that their
method of operating is to base Lhe
assessment on the replacement cost.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. WELLS:
If I can be heard.

MR. SPEAKER:
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Order, please!

MR. WELLS:

The learnead gentlemen will
understand something if they will
listen.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please! I would ask the
hon. members if the Leader of the
Opposition could be heard in
silence.

MR. WELLS:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The simple fact 1is, Mr. Speaker,
Calgary bases 1ts taxes on the

replacement cost. Those figures,
as I indicated to the House
yesterday, were the 1985

replacement cost of the physical
structures, basements and physical

structures. The gentlemen
opposite can make their judgement
after they hear. If they are

going to prejudge everything, they
will remain as dignorant always as
they are now.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, ohl

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

SOME HON. MEMBERS:

Oh, oh!

MR. WELLS:

Mr. Speaker, if they would only
remain quiet they will hear
something.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. WELLS:
Mr. Speaker, the simple fact is
Calgary bases its tax on
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replacement cost. Replacement
cost takes no account of whether
the ground is an old oily patch or
a perfectly clean green meadow.
The replacement costs are the

replacement costs, and the
replacement cost of that total
structure, and the ASSE@SSOrs

advise that it specifically
included the forced air furnaces,
as well, but did not idinclude any
hydroponic equipment, as I
indicated to the House yesterday.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

AN HON, MEMBER:
No, you did not.

MR. WELLS:
I most certainly did.

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!

MR. WELLS:
Hansard will record that I advised
the House it did not include any

of the hydroponic equipment.
Hansard will record that, Mr
Speaker. The appraised cost on
the basis of replacement cost in
1985 was $3.428 million. find I

remind the hon. the Premier and
other members of this House that
the $14.5 million does not dinclude
the lights here, either. The
lights are to be leased in
addition, S0 that is not a
factor. What we are comparing is -
a cost of $3.6 million 1in Calgary
plus whatever the hydroponic
element cost.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

$3.6 million was the cost put on
it in the building permit, not the
assessed value. The assessed
value was $4.3 million.

MR. WELLS:

$3.428 million, Mr. Speaker, was
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the appraised wvalue 1in Calgary
based on replacement cost, 1n 1985
dollars.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

In 1987 it was $4. something
million.

MR. WELLS:

I am prepared to accept that in
1987 it was 4. something , but -

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. WELLS:
Mr. Speaker, if the gentlemen will
just remain quite.

AN HON. MEMBER:
His time is up, Mr. Speaker.

MR. DINN:
Give him three months and his time
will be up.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. WELLS:

Mr. Speaker, I would like to have
some silence while I respond to
the matter raised by the hon. the
Premier. I have not had any time
to do so yet.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order please!

The Premier had three minutes, and

the hon. member - I did not Tlook
at the clock - has actually spoken
for five minutes. His time has
elapsed.

MR. WELLS:

Mr. Speaker, now I can give it to
the press or I can give it to the
House . I will go out and give it
to the press if they do not want
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to hear it.

MR. SPEAKER:

Order please!

The hon, member's time has
elapsed. He can speak by leave of
the House,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
By leave.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
No. No leave.

MR. WELLS: .
Well, if leave is given I will
proceed. Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, the simple fact is -
the Minister of Finance indicated
it. He was overruled.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order please! Order please!

I understand leave has not been
given.

MR. FENWICK:
Mr. Speaker.

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

MR. FENWICK:

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker,
I have been trying over the last
couple of days to get in a few
questions on the Sprung Project
but we Jjust do not have enough
time to be able to get around to
it.

I have to support part of whalb the

Premier said. Rack in June of
last year when we were
investigating the project, we

called the Sprung Company that
manufactures the structures, the
Instant Structure Company, and we
asked them how much it would cost
for an eight acre project, how
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much 1t would be. The price they
gave us was somewhere in the range
of about $550,000 to $600,000 per
acre; on eight acres you are
talking about $4.5 million. So,
if that is what they are selling,
the structure, and, of course,
that would not include the
foundations, it would not include
the hydroponic stuff and so on, I
would suggest quite frankly that
the assessed value and the actual
value may be somewhat different.

But that is only by way . of
introduction, because I would 1like
to pose a few questions on the
project, dif the Premier does not

mind. The questions concern this,
and this is responding to the cost
of the project: If it 1s a $4.5

million structure to buy, would
the Premier give us some details
later on on exactly how much the
joint wventure has paid for the
used equipment being bought from
Calgary. Because it 1is the same
structure that .was dismantled and
so on and so forth. Ais the
Premier knows, the fabric that the
Sprung people manufacture is only
guaranteed for five years. Since
it has Dbeen about two years 1in
Calgary, that means it has only
got about three years useful life
expectancy under their warranty.
I want to know, in terms of
information that mway come later,
what kind of a discount we got

because we bought this used
structure.
The other part of it 1is: Is it

possible to find out how much of

the money that went into the
original project in Calgary came
through the scientific tax credit
of the federal government which
essentially allowed many companies
to write off wvirtually millions

and millions of dollars of
investment that they made, written
off against other projects. It is
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our information that virtually
none of the Sprung money went into
the original project in Calgary
either.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. FENWICK:

Thank you, Mr., Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of
Environment and lLands.

MR. WINDSOR: .
Mr. Speaker, I would like to take
this opportunity to welcome the
students from Mount Pearl Central
High.

MR. SPEAKER:
I had recognized the Thon. the
Minister of Environment and Lands.

MR. RUSSELL:

Mr. Speaker, I would like to bring
to the attention of this hon.
House an item of significance that
may well be looked upon by future
generations of Canadians as an

historic milestone along this
country's path towards a quality
of life characterized by

sustainable and environnentally
sound economic development.

I refer to +the Report of the
National Task force on Environnent
and Economy which I table here
today. Mr . Speaker, this a
concise and highly readable
document comprising only eighteen
pages in the English text, so I
earnestly commend it to all MHAs.

The Canadian Council of Resource
and Environment Ministers (CCREM)
established the National Task
Force on Environment and Economy
in October of 1986 to promote a

dialogue an environment-economy
integration. The Task Force drew
No. b R217



upon the experience and expertise

of a wide variety of
people...Canada's Environment
Ministers, business leaders,

representatives from environmental
organizations, and the academic

community. Indeed, this 1s the
first time +that such a diverse
group of Canadians has coimne
together to consider WEYS to
promote environmentally sound
economic growth. This event

constitutes a follow up initiative
to the 1984 Bruntland World
Commission on Environment and
Development. The World Commission
Report was completed 1in 1987 and
it advocates major dnstitutional
reforms and promotes sustainable
development, throughout all
countries.

The (Canadian) Report of the
National Task Force on Environment
and Economy was endorsed by CCREM
ministers 1in October, 1987 and by
First Ministers at their November
Conference. The Report's main
objective is to promote
environmentally sound economic
growth through private and public
sector co-operation and the
document contains ideas and
recommmendations for bringing
Canada's environment and continued
economic development into
harmony . In SO doing, it
highlights the fundamental belief

that environmental and economic
planning cannotl proceed in
separate spheres and indeed are
interdependent in that
environmentally sound and

sustainable economic development
requires the technology and wealth
that is dgenerated by continued
economic growth.

Mr . Speaker, the Report's key
recommendations center around
finding incentives for change
leading to more dinformed decision
making as a result of enhanced
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understanding of the linkages
between environment and the

econoiny . In this regard, I will
highlight the substance of the key
recommendations as embodying the
following:

A proposal for a new
co-operative initiative to
integrate economic and

environmental planning through the
participation and debate of senior
decision makers in every province
and at the national level. To
facilitate this process, Lhe Task
Force has called for the creation
of "Round Tables" on Environment
and Economy to provide a forum for
these decision makers ko work
towards a concensus on this
fundamental issue.

The development of
"Conservation Strategies" 1in every
Canadian Jjurisdiction. The iddea

here is to use such strategies as
a basis for development which

ensures that the utilization of
resources today does not damage
the prospects of Future

generations for maintaining or
improving their use.

CCREM, in co-operation with the
Task Force and the proposed Round
Tables, should design and
implement a major
communications/public
participation program to promote
understanding and initiate a
national dialogue on the
importance of environment-economy
integration.

Mr . Speaker, I have here
summarized but a few of some 40
recommendations and I would " note

that this report has hean
recognized internationally as a
major achievement. Tt was

presented to the United Nations
General Assembly 1in New York last
October 19th and dis now heling
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widely distributed throughout
Canada and around the world.
Considered by many
environmentalists as one of the
most progressive environmental
initiatives in decades, it

deserves the widespread support of
all Canadians.

To this end, I will be
distributing copies of the Task
Force Report to industries, labour

groups, municipalities,
universities, environmental
interest groups and various

associations across the province
with a request for their review
and comment by May 31, 1988.

Further, I would invite all
members of this House to give
thoughtful consideration +to this
excellent report and to advise me
of their comments on 1its many
worthwhile recommendations insofar
as their implications for the
future growth and well being of
this province and Canada in
general are concerned.

MR. SIMMONS:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Fortune -
Hermitage.

MR. SIMMONS:
The minister sent me a copy of his
statement and the report of the
Task Force on Environment and
Fconomy earlier today and I thank
him for that.

The report does represent an
iimportant inpitiative and I
congratulate the minister, and I
believe more appropriately, his
imnediate predecessor, who would
have heen involved during much of
the period in question. I
congratulate them both for the
role they played in facilitating
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the findings herein and the
recommendations that flow from bthe
report of the National Task
Force.

The minister says in his statement
that the document "may well be
looked upon by future generations
of Canadians as an historic
milestone along this country's
path toward a quality of life
characterized by sustainable and
environmentally sound economic
development."

First of all, +that 1is quite a

mouthful, and secondly, it may
well turn out to be true. The
minister who saved rural post
offices is now moon-walking.

Whether or not it becomes an
historic milestone, I say to him,
depends not so much on the colour
of the paper or the work that has
gone into dit, as it does on
something else altogether: The
will of the dindividual provincial
administrations to implement it.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMONS:

In that respect, Mr. Speaker, tUthe
question is will this report be
implemented? Will it be ignored
or will it be flagrantly
undermined? The report has some
good recommendations which would
integrate concerns of environment

and economic development. Fvery
objective contained in the report
is laudible, and I had a few

minutes, thanks to the minister's
prior delivery of 1it, to read a
bit of it.

Yet, Mr. Speaker, what hope s
there that this government will do
anything but what it does with the
kind of thing it does now with its
Environmental Assessment Act where
it stands idly by? No, worse than
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that, it becomes a co-conspirator
in a deliberate breach of The
Environmental Assessment Act. I
will come to that later.

The minister says that dis not

true, I am going to give him a
full opportunity 1later today to
response to that very point. I am

going to show him and show the
House that the minister is a
partner 1in a deliberate breach of
The Environmental Assessment Act.
But I will come to that
separately.

I raise 1t now only din " this

context, Mr. Speaker: I do not
have a lot of faith that this will
be the historic milestone Lhe

minister portends when I see his
record and the record of  his
administration on other
environmental matters. If he
wants a recent example, has he
heard the word 'Sprung' lately?

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. LONG:
Mr . Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for St. John's
East.

MR. LONG:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Unlike +the other party on this
side, I would take the statement
the minister presented in good
faith. I welcome the statement by
the minister today and thank him
for a capy of hoth his own
statement and the report in
advance.

Given that there is a new minister
who 1s still, I am sure, finding
his way around the dissues 1in his
department, I think we 1in this
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House and the public of the
Province have to give the minister
the benefit of the doubt on what
is a very critical issue of
concern to the people, namely the
protection and promotion of our
environment.

I think the Task Force Report does

represent a vary important
opportunity. I would have some
concern that the minister has

given notice that there will be a
two month period in which people
can respond to this report. I
would simply hope that the
Department of the Environment in
the Province will do everything it
can to make the report available
and to remind people of the
deadline to dnvite submissions. I
think what is going to happen in
this next two month period, when
we are hoping that people will
have a Jlook at the report and
respond to the minister, has the
potential to dillustrate what 1is a
real problem with discussion of

environmental issues in this
Province and that 1s the lack of
an independent, non-government
environmental community. There is
not a strong independent
environmental lobby in this
Province. I +think 4t 1s wvery

difficult faor the public to
understand the processes of
environmental review, impact
statements, preview reports and so

on. I would hope that this period
of the next two months, and
following on some of the

recommendations in this report, we
can take the opportunity Lo
strengthen the ability of the
public to understand environmental
issues and to have input, both in
terins of industrial development
and public policy.

If I may, Mr. Speaker, I would

like to conclude by making
reference to a number of concerns
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I hope the issuing of this report
can allow the public to deal with
more clearly in this Province when
we are talking about dintegrating
economic development and
environmental issues. We in this
party would have a concern that
the dictates of economic
development would compromise
environmental concerns. There are
a number of idssues.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. LONG: _

Mr. Speaker, by way of conclusion,
there are a number of outstanding
econamic development issues in
this Province that will demand
closer attention and I hope we can
look forward to the minister
continuing an open process that he
has begun today by bringing his
statement in.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

MR. WINDSOR:
Mr . Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Finance,

MR. WINDSOR:

Mr. Speaker, before I wmake my
statement, I would 1like to also
take this opportunity to welcome
the students from Mount Pearl
Central High and St. Peter's. I
am pleased that they are here
today when we are debating some
issues of great importance to the
Town of Mount Pearl.

I might suggest, Mr . Speaker,
perhaps hon. gentlemen opposite
would 1like to ask these students
what they think of the project and
whether they have trouble sleeping
at nights. They do not look too
sleepy to me this morning. They
look pretty bright.
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SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WINDSOR:

Maybe the member for Burgeo - Bay
d'Espoir (Mr. Gilbert) would like
to ask them if +they think their
homes have been devalued, Mr .
Speaker,

Anyway, on a 1less pleasant note,
Mr. Speaker, I rise to pay tribute
to Mr. George Pugh Hobbs, who was

recognized by many as the
architect af the Province's
hydroelectric system. Mr, Hobbs,
of course, passed away on March 9
at the age of seventy-one. He was
a native of Heart's Content,

Trinity Bay. He was appointed
Chairman of the Newfoundland and
Labrador Power Comnission in
December, 1963 and held that post
until his retirement in 1974.

Beginning in 1964, Mr . Hobbs
guided the Province's electric
power development from a series of
isolated systems to the integrated
system we now have 1in place. He
oversaw construction of projects
such as the Province-wide
electrical- power grid, Lhe Ray
d'Espoir hydroelectric development
and the thermal generating plant
at Holyrood.

He attended Memorial University
and McGill University in Montreal,
where he graduated in 1940 as an
electrical engineer. He Jjoined
the Bowater organization at Deer
lLake 1in 1946 and organized the
hydroelectric power expansion and
development at Deer Lake and
Corner Brook. He is survived by
his wife, Annie, two sons, Jahn
and Robert, who works at the hydro
station at Bay d'Espoir, and two
daughters, Evelyn and Marion.

As a fellow engineer, Mr. Speaker,
I take great pleasure 1in paying
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tribute to one of tLthe finest
engineers that +this Province has
ever seen He made a tremendous
contribution, particularly to the
electrical system in our Prouvince.

I would ask, Your Honour, on
behalf of the House, that we send

a letter of condolence to his
family.

MR. WELLS:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Opposition.

Leader of the

MR. WELLS:

Mr . Speaker, I am happy to
associate myself with the remarks
of the hon. minister. At the
outset, I must apologize to him.
When I started to make the
remarks, I really did not realize
that he dintended to make this
statement, and for that
interference, I apologize to him.

Mr. Speaker, in associating myself
with those remarks, I should tell
the House that I knew Mr. Hobbs
very well. He was the fine
gentleman that the minister says.
He did make the significant
contribution in the electrical
field to this Province that the
minister says, and he did a
terrific job in laying the
foundation for what d1s, in this
Province today, Newfoundland and
Labrador Hydro Corporation. He
did a terrific job in the building
of Bay d'Espoir originally.

This 1is an opportunity for the
Province to publicly express 7its
gratitude for his contribution to
the betterment of the Province. I
am happy to join with the minister
“in asking the House to extend
condolences to the family.
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Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
PREMIER PECKFORD:

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEARKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Mr. Speaker, aonce again, I have to
rise in my place on providing some
information that has bhean
misconstrued by the lLeader of the
Opposition opposite and the member
For Menihek (Mr. Fenwick).

I would 1ike to address some
misconceptions concerning the
economy of our Province, espousead
by the leaders of the Opposition
parties in the media last night.

The hon. the Leader of the
official Opposition, contrary to
his contrived image of
reasonableness, voiced opinions on
the current status of lhe
unemployment rate of this Province
that demonstrate either an

ahyssmal dgnorance of the economy
or an +intention to misconstrue the

facts that borders on
irresponsibility. The hon. Leader
of the Opposition is fond of

commparing current unemployment
rates to those when he was &
member of the Liberal government
of Mr. Smallwood 1in the 1960s.
What he does not seem to be aware
of 1s that while he was renoved
from the public 1life of  lthis
Province, the world did go on.

SOME HON, MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:
The late 1970's and early 1980's
saw the unprecedented combinatiaon

of high inflation and high
unemployment throughout the
Western world. This followed

after 1982 by the worst recession
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since the g¢great depression. It
was because of the misguided
economic development policies of
the Liberal Government that he was
a part of that we were hit harder
and more severely than we should
have been.

Contrary to the hon. Leader of the
Official Opposition's comments
last night that the unemployment
had only dropped in the Tlast
couple of months, the fact of the
matter 1is that unemployment has
decreased for two years in a row
and is npow at its lowest since
recessionary levels were
encountered in 1982. The
unemployment trate for 1987 was
18.6%, a drop of 2.7% in two years,

Contrary to statements made by the
Leader of the NDP Party, who
contended last night that our
economic indicators are no longer
tracking the national figures, we
are in fact leading them.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

From 1987 to 1987 our unemployment
rate dropped 1.4%, the largest
absolute decline of any Province,
and with the exception of New
Brunswick, the only Province to
have 1ts rate drop by more than
1%.

- Clearly, we must continue to
narrow the gap between the
unemployment rate din our Province
and the rest of Canada, but
clearly, under our government's
programs and dnitiatives we are
doing just that. ’

The Economic Development - Job
Strategy policy outlined in the
Speech from the Throne spells out
the reasons for this progress, Mr.
Speaker. We are regactivating and
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revitalizing our resource-based
industries, pursuing new resource
initiatives and attempting to
correct the inequities put 1into

place by others and by that
Liberal government $0 fondly
remembered by the honourahbhle
gentleman opposite. We are
promoting diversification,
supporting small business
development and putting the
education and training and

research and development programs
and facilities into place that
will ensure a prosperous future
for our Province.

May I refer the hon. Leaders of
the Opposition parties to the
independent forecasts for aur
Province's economic prospects made
by the Conference Board of
Canada? Have the leaders read the
material from the Investment

Dealers Association of Canada, and
Atlantic Province Economic Council
and our own Economic Council? As
we will be outlining in The
Economy publication on Budget Day,

1987 continue the sufficient
improvements in gross domestic
product - that i1s a factor -

improvements in the document for
1987 will be published here in
this House for the honourahle
members to read. The document,
entitled The Economy, will show
significant dmprovement:s in the
gross domestic product, employment
- up 10,000 - retail trade,
construction and other idindicators
achieved since 1986.

This Province is enjoying, Mr.
Speaker, a new found confidence
and optimism as our economic
prospects continue to improve
under this administration. I
would hope that the hon .
Opposition lLeaders would take note
of these figures and those to come
so as not to make Lthe same errors
that they so conveniently made
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last night.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WELLS:

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Leader of the
Opposition.

MR. WELLS:

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

-Mr. Speaker, I would 1like to
aduise the House that the only

figure that I recall wusing - I
assume the hon. +the Premier is
talking about the On Camera
program - the only figure that I
recall using with the hon.

Government House Leader opposite
is the figure of 2.3 per cent and
over 10 per cent. What I was
saying was that on average over
the last five years, because he
had said to me that when I was a
minister before the unemployment
figures were Jjust as bad as they
are now, I pointed out to him that
during the period I was a menber
of this House, which included a
couple of years as a minister and
three years sitting as an
independent l.iberal, Lhe
unemployment rate in Newfoundland
was 2.3 per cent higher than the
national average. Quer that five
year period it averaged 2.3
percentage points higher than the
national average.

In the last three years it has
averaged more than 10 per cent
points higher than the national
average.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Shame, shame,

MR. WELLS:

That is the figure that is
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irrefutable. It is there. The
statistics establish it and 1t
establishes the record of the
economic performance of this
government. What I may also have
said is that every single economic

indicator indicates that, by
comparison with the Maritime
Provinces in the eight years that
this government has been at

office, Newfoundland's performance
has diminished and every single
economic indicator indicates that
that 1is so, that our performance
in this province has diminished by
comparison with the other Atlantic
Provinces, whereas prior to that,
including the period when the hon.
Mr. Moores was Premier, dincluding
that period, we were doing better
than the other Atlantic
Provinces. The fiqures show that
clearly.

SOME_HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. FENWICK:

Mr. Speaker.

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

MR. FENWICK:

Mr. Speaker, the Premier reminds
me of a die-hard Toronto Maple
Leaf fan who says —

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. FENWICK:

— who says, Mr. Speaker, "This
year we are two points ahead of
where we were last year, however,
we are still last 1in the whole
league.'

Mr . Speaker, I cannot possibly
understand how the Premier has the
political, and quite frankly,
political stupidity to go and

argue about our unemployment
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rate. It dis the worst in the
country, it has been the worst in
the country since he has been the
Premier and it has not gotten any
better whatsoever. I am not going
to get into the fine details.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. FENWICK:
Mr. Speaker, can I have a little
bit of protection here?

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR, SIMMS:
Be honest.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. FENWICK:

Mr. Speaker, if that were not bad
enough, if it were not bad enough
by his own admission that our
unemployment rate 1s 1in the 18
percentage point, several points
ahead of the next worst province,
and at 1least 10 percentage points
higher than the rest of the
country. It that were not bad
enough, Mr. Speaker, over the last
five years our census figures were
so out of wack because of the
thousands of people 1leaving the
province who, 1if they were here,
would make the numbers even worse,
that I cannot see how the Premier
could possibly get up and say he
is doing anything credible in
terms of unemployment.

It is like the doctor used to say,

the operation was a success, our

job creation is working,
unfortunately, the patient died,
nobody is working. That dis the

problem and I find it absolutely
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incredible that a Premier would
stand up here and start putting
that argument for us.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. FENWICK:

Mr. Speaker, our unemployment rate
is a shame, it is a national
shame . It is not only the
responsibility of +this government,
it is the responsibility of the PC
government in Ottawa and of the
Liberal government that preceded
it, because they were Lhere fFor a
period of the time as well.

The fact 1is we have not found &
way to c¢reate employment on a
meaningful basis in this province
and the policy that the Premier is
following are not doing it and the
ones that Lthe the Leader of the
Oppositiaon promises are, quite
frankly, no different and they
will not cure it either.

Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPEAKER:

Are there any further statements
by Ministers?

MR. SIMMS:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Council,

President of the

MR. SIMMS:
Just on a point of order with
reference to a comment made by the
Leader of the Opposition a 1little
earlier in one of the exchanges.

MR. SPEAKER:
A point of order, the hon. the
President of Council.
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MR. SIMMS:
e would be kind enough to

point out for us where he made
reference yesterday, as he said he
did, that the hydroponics was not
included in his estimates, I would
appreciate it. We had a quick
look through Hansard, but if he
could check it out for us and pass
it over, we would appreciate
having it.

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

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

MR. WELLS:
I thought I had said it in Hansard.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. WELLS:

The members opposite will continue
in their abysmal ignorance as long
as they do not hear anybody else
other than their own noise.

Mr. Speaker, I feel confident I
said it in Hansard. I am
absolutely <certain I said it in
the news media, and I pointed it
out clearly, but I will check it
and I will advise the hon.
gentlemnan.

DR. COLLINS:
Mr. Speaker, to that point of
order,

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

To that point of order, the hon.
the Minister of Health.
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DR. COLLINS:

For clarification purposes, Mr .
Speaker, I have read through
Hansard and there are just two
little bits in Hansard on that.

One bit says, "The assessors 1in
the city of Calgary assessed this
property for municipal tax
purposes on the basis of

replacement cost in 1985 at $3.4
million, including the heating,"
and it then goes on with other
stuff. In another place it says,
"The City of Calgary appraised
this on the basis of replacement
cost at less than $3.5 wmillion,"
and then goes on with other
stuff. There 1s nothing that I
can see 1in the Hansard account
that related to the exclusion of
the hydroponic thing.

MR. SPEAKER:

To that point of order, there is
ne point of order. I think it was
a point of clarification on each
side.

Oral Questions

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr . Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Fortune -
Hermitage.

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr Speaker, yesterday in the
House we had the latest chapter of
'ves we did,' 'no we did not,'
'yes we did.' On the first day

the Minister of the Environment
(Mr. Russell) created the truth,
on the second the Premier got
creative about the truth, and
yesterday the former minister
decided to go back to the original
truth, It is now the fourth day,
SO will Lhe Minister of Lhe
Environment tell this House, once
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and for all, is he right or is the
Premier right? It can only be one
or the other. They have made
contradictory statements on
Tuesday and Wednesday. Is he
right or 1is the Premier right?
The question 1is this: Has there
been a registration of the Sprung
undertaking? What is today's
version of the truth? Will the
minister tell us was the proposed
Sprung undertaking registered as
an undertaking for purposes of The
Environmental Assessment Act?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of the
Environment and Lands.

MR. RUSSELL:
My predecessor in this department,

I think, answered that question
henestly and truthfully yesterday.
MR. LONG:

Finally.

MR. RUSSELL:
Will the Muscovite please be quiet?

Mr . Speaker, ny predecessor
yesterday dindicated that meetings
were held and for the reasons he
gave it was decided there was no
environmental assessment needed
and the project was not registered.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I would like to
say something else. I do not mind
hon. members opposite questioning
me or any minister of this House
on things. What I do take
objection to, Mr. Speaker, is
members opposite cornering a
public servant in some part of
Confederation Building and asking
him, Do vyou think the minister

was aware of this? I say to
public servants 1in this Province,
Mr. Speaker, be wary of members
who do that kind of thing.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
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Shame! Shame!

MR. SPEAKER:
order, please!

MR. RUSSELL:

Public servants in this Province,
unless they were part of a
conversation to advise me, or in
my presence having heard that I
was or was not told of something,

certainly would not know. I think
it 4is grossly unfair for members
of this House, on either side, to

be sneakily and deviously asking
public servants, Do you think the
minister was aware of this? Ask
me!

Let us have it all upfront.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMONS:
A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
A supplementary, the hon. the
member for Fortune - Hermitage.

MR. SIMMONS:
Mr. Speaker, the minister has
performed two services to the

House 1in his answer. One, he has
given a categorical no, the
project was not registered. I had

asked him for a yes or no answer,
and I thank him for giving me that
answer. Secondly, he said
something that we profoundly
believe in here too, that what he
says btook place ought not to take
place. I am not sure he should
have used an answer to a quesbtion
tec make the point. It dis a
sufficiently dmportant ditem that
he might have wanted to make a
Ministerial Statement about it to
give us an appropriate opportunity
to respond. But we 1identify with
him, that that dis an dmproper
activity and we are not engaging
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in it and do not intend to engage
in 1it.

Mr . Speaker, I have a
supplementary for the minister.
His predecessor yesterday said,
"The effluence and the discharge
from that project 1s so miniscule
that i1t does -

MR. RUSSELL:
Mr . Speaker, I cannot hear.

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr . Speaker, the minister is
having difficulty hearing because
of the other minister there.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. SIMMONS:

I say again, the quotation from
his predecessor in yvesterday's
Hansard, ."The effluent and the
discharge from that project 1is so
miniscule that it does not really
come under assessment
regulations." Now, Mr. Speaker,
apart from the abysmal dignorance
of the regulations embodied dn
that statement, is +the minister
not aware that the fict provides
very clearly in the definition of
the term 'environment' that
environment includes 'the social,
economic, recreational, cultural
and aesthetic conditions and
factors that dinfluence the life of
humans or a community.' More to
the point, Mr. Speaker, why -

MR. WINDSOR:
It dis a supplementary. Get on
with your question.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. SIMMONS:

Why, I ask the minister, in view
of the publicly expressed concerns
about property values, about
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hordes of insects, about daytime
lifestyles 1in the middle of the
night, Was no environmental
preview report done and why was
Section 6 -

MR. BAIRD:

This is shocking!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. SIMMONS:

— of The Environmental Assessment
Act openly breached in not
requiring registration, because
that section says 'every proponent
shall' register? Why was it
breached? Why?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Environment.

Minister of the

MR. RUSSELL:

Mr. Speaker, again I have to say
that my predecessor answered that
question yesterday. It was not
considered, after meetings were
held, because the project was
going on property that was already
designated as agricultural
property. So it was not
considered necessary.

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
A final supplementary.

MR. SIMMONS:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, we have it dmplicity
that time, but quite explicit din
the previous answer that -

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!

(%2
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MR. SIMMONS:

- there was no registration. The
Act says there shall be one, so
the Act was breached.

So I come now in my supplementary
to Section 38 of the Act, which
provides that 'Every person who
contravenes any provision of this
Act' 1is libel to certain penalty.
And I ask the minister, as
indicated in the definition, being
responsible for the administration
of this Act, what action has the
minister taken or what action does
he propose to take? Or, to put it
very specifically, has the
minister exercised or will he now
undertake to exercise his
responsibility wunder the Act to
initiate proceedings concerning
this contravention of The
Environmental Assessment Act by
the Sprung people?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of
Environment and Lands.

MR. RUSSELL:

Mr. Speaker, 1t has been clearly
obvious in this House for the past
few days that the people opposite,

the hon. members opposite would
like nothing more Lthan to see the
project go down the drain. That
is their one main wish and
objective, to .destroy this

project, For pure, unadultrated

political purposes.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

That is right for their own
political benefit only. That 1is
all they care about. And people
are becoming aware of it.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RUSSELL:
To destroy jobs, to destroy high
technology. They just do not
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want, Mr. Speaker, to see anything
in this Province succeed.

MR. EFFORD:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member Ffor Port de
Grave,

MR. EFFORD:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

Mr. Speaker, my question is to the
Minister of Health (Dr. Collins)
and it is concerning his
responsibility as Health Minister
to ensure that the people of this
Province, number one, get the best
possible mecdical and health
services available to them. And
also to ensure that they are
protected against any person or
persons coming to this Prouvince,
professionals or otherwise, either
qualified or unqualified, *to wmake
sure that they do receive the best
possible health and medical care.

For that reason 1 ask the Minister
of Health why, after several years
of people from the Chiropractic
Association making representations
to provide that there dis an act
governing the Chiropractic
Association din Newfoundland, have
the department and the Minister of
Health not made this act available
SO that the people of this
Province could be at least
protected?

DR. COLLINS:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Minister of Health.

DR. COLLINS:
Mr. Speaker, the hon. member is

absolutely correct that the
chiropractors have made
representations For their own
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act. Some of them have made
representations to bring in an act
this vyear, this sitting. Others
have made representations, not
with me but to the people in the
department, saying, 'Do not bring
it in this sitting.' That 1is one
area which we are studying, why
some chiropractors are saying,
'Bring it din this sitting' and
some chiropractors are saying, 'Do
not bring it in this sitting.' We
have to clarify this point.

There is another point that still

has to be clarified. There has
been some clarification obtained
with the operators of X—ray
facilities 1in the Province. And

as hon. wmembers know, most x-ray
facilities are operated in
hospitals. Not all of them, but
most of them are. There has been
some clarification o¢btained from
the operators of those facilities
about how chiropractors, if under
their act they have the right to
use X-rays 1in the assessment of

their patients, will achieve
that. We have received some
clarification on that, but not
complete clarification. Some of
the comments are at odds with one
another. That 1is another area

that has to be clarified.

There has also been the guestion,
and I suppose it was bound to
come, that 1iF chiropractors have
their own act or are regulated by
government, will they be paid from

the public purse. There has been
almost no clarification in that
area. I need to get clarification

on that area because it could, of
course, take a lot of expenditures
from the public purse. I do not
kihnow how much. It might be fifty
dollars a year. It might be $10
million a year. I have no idea.
We do not have clarification on
it,
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So I am working to get
clarification on those three
important points, as well as other
points, before I will be din a
position to go to my colleagues in
Cabinet and say, '"What about
bringing in an act.' I hope that
clarifies matters for the hon.
member.

MR. EFFORD:

A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
A supplementary, Lhe hon. the
member for Port de Grave.

MR. EFFORD:

Mr. Speaker, that certainly does
not clarify matters to any
degree. It shows the lack of

responsibility the Minister of
Health has towards the people of
this Province. My question was
very clear. FEvery other province
in Canada has an act to protect
the people. We are not talking
about protecting the
chiropractors, we are talking
about protecting the people of
this Province. Because Lhe way it
is situated in Newfoundland today,
Mr. Speaker -

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!

MR. EFFORD:

My . Speaker, why is ik Lhe
Minister of Health 1is allowing the
situation to go on in Newfoundland
today that anybody, even the
member for St. John's North Mr.
J. Carter), who is not in his seat
today, c¢an bang out his shingle
and become a chiropractor, and
probably that is what he is

doing. There dis absolutely no
protection for the people of this
Province. You cannot have it

both ways . Either you can
practice it in this Province or
you cannhot practice.
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Will the Minister of Health look
at the guidelines from New
Brunswick, P.E.I., all other
provinces of Canada, and the
fifty-two States? He does not
need to bring in Medicare or any
X-ray technicians. He can do that
af terwards. Protect the Tlicensing
hoard. Will the minister ensure
this Province that legislation
will be introduced this year to at
least protect the people of this
Province?

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

DR. COLLINS:
Mr . Speaker, perhaps the haon.
member misunderstood me.

MR. EFFORD:
No, I did not.

DR. COLLINS:
The matter is under
consideration. There are a number

of very important points
outstanding that we have to get
clarification on, and we are

proceeding din that direction as
rapidly as we can. I am sure the
hon. member does not want me to
bring in any old act. Shall we go
to some country and just say, 'Let
us have your chiropractor act,'
and we scratch out their name on
it and put Newfoundland on 1it? 1Is
that what the hon. member wants?
I am not going to do that. I am
going to suggest to my colleagues
an act that 1is & sensible act,
that has been adequately
researched, that we know the
implications of, and when that
exercise is over we will be
bringing in an act.

MR. EFFORD:
A further supplementary, Mr .
Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

L231 March 18, 1988 Vol XL

A final supplementary, the hon.
the member for Port de Grave.

MR. EFFORD:

I suggest Lo the Minister of
Health, Mr. Speaker, that the acts
in every other province of Canada
are not any old acts, and the
minister should just take ledsons
and read at least one of Lwo of
them.

I would ask the Minister of
Health, does he condone the
advertising, as I hold here in my
hand, by certain chiropractors in
this Province? Does he Uthing that
is the professional way that any
doctor or any medical practitioner
should follow din this Province?
Is it a thing that the people of
this Province should he subjected

tao? It 1is because thaere 1is no
licensing or act to protect the
people of this Province. Does he

condone this sort of thing?

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

DR. COLLINS:

Mr. Speaker, I am not exactly
certain what 1s in that but I
would be interested in seeing it.
I am sure the hon. member will
table it. I cannot really comnent
on it. I think I probably know
the area he is getting in and that
is that there may be some claims
for benefits from chiropractic
practices that just cannot he
substantiated. I suspect that s
what he 1is referring to and if it
is I do not suppose anyone can
condone advertising which 1is not
totally accurate. I will study
this and I will perhaps respond if
it seems appropriate to the hon.
memnber later.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the member for Naskaupi.
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MR. KELLAND:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I would 1like to could direct a

question to the Minister of
Northern Development, ar the
junior Minister of Rural
Agricultural and Northern
Development (Mr. Warren),
whichever is the correct title. I

use the three titles, Mr. Speaker,
because I am not sure which one
actually applies, and perhaps he
can correct that when he stands or
gives us the information. He has
been called a number of things
since his appointment, some quite
applicable, Mr. Speaker, so when
he rises he can give the -

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

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

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

MR. SIMMS:

I know the Leader of the Oppositon
wants all his members to get their
questions in, but they will not
get them in if hon. members carry
on with that kind of nonsense.
The hon. member should be ordered
to ask his question. He is
entitled to a preamble to his
question, but nothing to do with
the title of the minister. It is
nonsense.

MR. SPEAKER:

To that point of order, I ask the
hon. member to get to his question
as soon as possible.

The hon. the member for Naskaupi.

MR. KELLAND:

Well, actually I was asking a
question, Mr. Speaker, because I
was asking the minister what his
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correct title is. That was not
the main question, but put simply
SO that I could address him
properly in future. As I said, he
has been called a number of
things, some quite applicable, and
want to make sure I have the
correct title.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. KEILLAND:

The main question, Mr. Speaker, is
shortly after the minister's
appointment to Cabinet he made
fairly strong public statements in
Labrador that he woud come down
here and change Cabinet's mind on
the application of double daylight
time.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. KELLAND:

Now, I ask the inister what
representation he made Lo
Cabinet. What did he actually say
to Cabinet and what were the
results of that?

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

That question 1s not in order.
The advice about Cabinet 1is a
matter that is out of order.

MR. KELLAND:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Well, perhaps I could rephrase the
question. Why did your attempts
to convince Cabinet fail, Mr .
Minister?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Northern
Development.

MR. WARREN:
I would 1ike to thank the hon.
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gentleman, who 1is still on the
backbenches over there, for the
question.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WARREN:

Mr. Speaker, I feel from the
question he asked he 1is going to
be there for a long time,.

In fact, Mr. Speaker, knowing the
report card that the leader gives,
I would say he 1is roughly a C- so
far.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WARREN:
Mr. Speaker, 1in response to the
hon. gentleman's question, I am

one member  of Cabinet and I
discuss a lot of things in Cabinet.

MR. KELLAND:
A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
A supplementary, the hon. the
member for Naskaupi.

MR. KELLAND:

I would 131ike to suggest to the
Minister responsible for Northern
Development that he can take the
money and I will maintain ny
integrity. Thank you.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. KELLAND:
Could I ask the minister a very
simple question?

MR. SIMMS:
A point of order, Mr. Speaker.
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MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

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

MR. SIMMS:

Mr. Speaker, the hon. member is
trying to be humorous and is doing
a terrible job of 1it. What he
just said then is clearly an
imputation of the hon. minister's
motives. I suggest that Your
Honour should 1look at what that
member said and order that hon.
member to withdraw or else Your
Honour should name the hon. member
and ask him to leave this Chainber.

MR. KELLAND:
To that point of
Speaker.

order, Mr .

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

MR. KELLAND:
I would he quite happy to withdraw

any remarks that might have
imputed anything to the hon .
minister. May I continue my

supplementary?

MR. SPEAKER:
That point of order has been taken
care of.

The hon. the member for Naskaupi.

MR. KELLAND: .

Would the minister tell the House,
does he think double daylight
savings time is good or bad for
Labrador?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister responsible
for Northern Develcopment.

MR. WARREN:
Mr. Speaker, I thank the haon.
gentleman for his supplementary
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question but I think the hon.
gentleman's supplementary question
has brought him from a C- to an
F-. Mr. Speaker, talking about
monhey, I was not paid $125,000.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. LUSH:

The taxpayers are paying you.

MR. WARREN:

That is right. I am paid by the
taxpayers of the Province
including Labrador. Mr. Speaker,

I would like to remind the hon.
gentleman that whether it is
double daylight savings time or
not there are still only
twenty—four hours in a day.

MR. KELLAND:
A further
Speaker.

supplementary, Mr .

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

MR, KELLAND:

Mr . Speaker, obuiously the
minister does not intend Lo answer
his position. Does he think

double daylight savings time 1is
good or bad for Labrador? If he
thinks it 1is bad now, and he did
think it was good, or he thinks it
is good now, and thought 1t was
bad before, what happened to
change his mind, and why is he now
going against better than 90 per
cent of the people in lLabrador on
this dissue?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Northern
Development.

MR. WARREN:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I think the hon. gentleman should
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realize that government has
brought this project in on an
experimental basis. It has been
said publicly that 4if it does not
work, come October 31 1t will be
changed if +they wish. I believe
if the hon. gentleman would talk
to a lot of the people in
Labrador, he would find that the
20 per cent has diminished
considerably.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. W. CARTER:

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon, the
Twillingate.

member For

MR. W. CARTER:
Mr. Speaker, my gquestion is to the

Minister of Fisheries (Mr.
Rideout) and it concerns the
recently signed Canada -
Newfoundland Inshore Fisheries
Subsidiary fAigreement. M.
Speaker, given the fact that 73
per cent, or approximately, I
suppose, 12,000 to 15,000
fishermen in Newfoundland use

fishing boats of less than -

MR. PATTERSON:
No heckling from the benches, now,

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. W. CARTER:
Mr. Speaker, given the fact that
73 per cent of Newfoundland's -

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, aoh!

MR. W. CARTER:
Mr. Speaker, can I have silence?

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!
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MR. W. CARTER:

Mr., Speaker, I am asking the
Minister of Fisheries a question
concerning the recently assigned
Federal/Provincial Fisheries
Subsidiary Agreement. Given the
fact that 73 per cent of our
Newfoundland inshore fishermen,
roughly 12,000 to 15,000 use boats
of twenty-five feet 1in length or
less, can the minister tell the
House what provision is being made
to help that large number of
Newfoundland fishermen overcome
some of the problems they have
been encountetring because of the
poor fishery these past few
years? I ask the minister the
question now because soon they
will have to gear up for the
fishery. And my understanding of
it dis that din many cases these
people do not have the necessary
financing, working capital, to buy
the nets that they are required to
buy, and if something is not done
they are doing to be driven to the
village merchant or the fish plant
owner and have to obtain credit.
Now can the minister tell the
House 1is there anything din this
report that I have missed, or does
he have plans to accommodate that
large number of Newfoundlanders?

MR. RIDEOUT:
Mr. Speaker.

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

MR. RIDEOUT:
Mr . Speaker, I thank the hon.

gentleman for his question. His
observation on statistics is
obviously correct. But, I mean,

there are other statistics that
the hon. gentleman should be aware
of . For example, the repayment
schedule to the Fisheries Loan

Board this year, 1if you want to.

talk about how bad inshore fishery
has been all over Newfoundland and
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Labrador, if vyou want to talk
about doom and gloom, the
repayments of loans to the
Fisheries Loan Board this year 1is

over $3 million more than we
budgeted. So fishermen's 1incoines
have obviously, and their

earnings, obviously, must have
gone up or they would not have
been able to pay. That does not
mean to say that everything is
rosy, that there are no problems
out there. But the fact of the
matter is that incomes to
fishermen have gone up and that
they have been repaying their
loans moreso than was projected.
There are some provisions in this
particular agreement that will be
beneficial to fishermen. And,
secondly, of course, I will not
put a date on this, but there will
be a significant major
announcement coming within the
next few days regarding the debt
of fishermen in this Prouvince.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. W. CARTER:

A supplementary, Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
A supplementary, the hon, the
member for Twillingate.

MR. W. CARTER:

Mr. Speaker, I can appreciate the
minister's answer. Mayhe the Loan
Board's repayment 1is up. But I
suggest to him that it 1s because
of the good year last year that
Was experienced hy the larger
vessel owners 1in some cases, the
longliner operators.

I go back to my question, Mr.
Speaker. What dis the minister
planning to do for the small boat
fishermen, the man and his son or
his heighbor, who fishes of f
Puffin Island in Bonavista BRay or
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Peckford's Island or off White Bay
South, what can that small boat

fisherman expect to get this year
by way of help when he goes to
gear up for this year's fishery?

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

MR. RIDEOUT:
Mr. Speaker, presently, by leave,
I will be making a fantastic

announcement for euery inshore
fisherman in the Province.

MR. W. CARTER:

A further supplementary, Mr,
Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the member For
Twillingate.

MR. W. CARTER:

Mr . Speaker, in the background
report of the Royal Commission on
Employment and Unemployment, there
is a quote here from a fisherman
from the minister's own district,
and when he was asked by the
authors of the report what he
thought of the fishery, he said,
"This year it is very bad. I have
seen happier faces on turrs on the
Funks." That was signed by @&
small boat fisherman in White Bay.

Now, my question again to the
minister, Mr. Speaker - and I
appreciate what he is saying about
the statement forthcoming but let
us not forget that statement has
been promised now for mmore than a
year -— 1s: What dis the minister
going to do within the next month
to maybe put a little happier
smile on that fisherman's face
than what was on it last year when
he compared it to a face on a turr
on the Funks? What is he going to
do for them? )

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

MR. RIDEOUT:
Mr. Speaker, the gentleman will no

doubt wait and maybe the smile
will change. The fact of the
matter is, Mr. Speaker, Lhat for

the 450 or 500 years there has
been a society called Newfoundland
and Labrador the fishery bhas had
its up and it has had its downs.
The smile disappears some years
and it will reappear other years.
And he said it has been promised
For a year. Let me tell Lthe hon.
gentleman, Mr. Speaker, that when
you are dealing with the accounts
of 3500 people at the Loan Board
alone, as he well knows as a
former minister, you just cannot
walk through that and say we are
going to do this without
consulting the fishermen, without
consulting the unions, and without

putting it through the propar
channels through Cabinet. So it
has been a very difficult,
detailed, complex piece of
business. But, Mr. Speaker, it
is done. It has heen done 1in

consultation with the fishermen.
The fishermen's advice has been
listened to. The announcement,
Mr. Speaker, which has taken a
year or so to come, will be a
better announcement because it was
done right, and it was done
properly. It will be a good
programme, and I hope it will be
welcomed by the hon. gentlemen.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. FENWICK:
Mr. Speaker.

MR, SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Menihek.

MR. FENWICK:

Mr. Speaker, my question dis for
the Minister of Social Services
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(Mr. Tobin), 1if someone can find
him back there. It has to do, Mr.

Speaker, with a recent legal
decision that was given in a court
in Grand Falls, in the
Newfoundland Provincial Court,

which ruled effectively that the
Young Offenders Review Board that
was established by this government
about a year ago 1is, because of
its procedures, unconstitutional.

My question to the Minister of
Social Services, if we can get him
back, or to the Government House
Leader or whoever else wishes to
answer it, is: Since it 1s now
clearly been seen that the board
itself and its procedures are
unconstitutional, would the
government give us some indication
of whether they are considering
dishanding the whole procedure and
going back to using provincial
court judges, as 1s the case 1in
every other province in Canada?

Mr. Speaker, the minister Just
returned so I will repeat the
question.

The question concerns the Young
Offenders Review Board which is
under the auspices of the
Department of Social Services. It
is my understanding that a recent
court decision 1in Grand Falls has
indicated that the board and its
procedures are unconstitutional.
The question for the minister is,
since that 1s the case, d4s the
government now considering
disbanding the board and going
back to the procedure used 1in the
other nine provinces, and that is
to use provincial court judges to
review these sentences?

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Minister of Social
Services.

MR. TOBIN:
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Mr . Speaker, we have just
received, 1 believe it Was
vesterday, a copy of the judgement
that was rendered by the judge.
The officials from my department,
as well as the officials from the
Justice Department, are now making
an assessment of what the ruling
was . At this point in time there
is nothing else we can say until
such time as the officials have
the opportunity to go through it
and see how the judgemenlt was
made, what 1t was based on, if the
whole committee was struck down or
various parts of it. That is
basically being dealt with right
now by the departments.

MR. FENWICK:
A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

A supplementary, the hon. the
member for Menihek.

MR. FENWICK:

My supplementary is for whoever in
the government can answer it
Since the Minister of Justice, the
Solicitor General (Ms. Verge) 1s

not here, it may be apt Lo be the
Government House Leader (Mr .
Simms) . Tt is my understanding

that that judgement was made two
or three weeks ago and under our
legal system you have to appeal
within thirty days. Could Lhe
government give us some dindication
if it intends to appeal Lhe
decision? of course, if it
appeals the decision we may end up
in court for a long period of
time. A corollary question to
that 1is that in the time we are
appealing 1it, what is Lthe status
of the Young Offenders Review
Board? Is it legitimately
empowered to deal with these
cases, or should young offenders
in custody now go back to
provincial court judges? Can we
get a clarification of that from
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the minister?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the President of the
Council.

MR, SIMMS:

Mr . Speaker, just to really
corroborate what the Minister of
Social Services has already said,
the whole matter, the entire
matter is presently being
assessed, the questions that the
hon. member asks will be answered
in due course, but we cannot
provide him with an answer yet
because we have not made the
decision yet. The question of
what happens to the board is also
another matter that 1s presently
under consideration and bheing
assessed,

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

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The time For Oral Questions has
elapsed.

MR. FENWICK:

Could I just have a final
supplementary, because it 1is very
important?

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
By leave.

SOME MON. MEMBERS:
No.

MR. SPEAKER:
Leave has not been granted.

MR. FENWICK:

Mr. Speaker, what happens to the
people who are 1in custody? That
is the question.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!
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The time for Oral Questions has
elapsed.

I would like to welcome at this
stage to the galleries Grade V
students from St. Patrick's Hall
School with their teacher Brother
Conti.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

Presenting Reports by
Standing and Special Committees

MR. SIMMS:

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the President of the
Council.

MR. SIMMS.:

Mr . Speaker, I would 1like to
present the Annual Report of the

Newfoupdland and Labrador Computer
Services for the year 1986-87,
ending March 31, 1987.

Petitions
MR. EFFORD:
Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the member for Port de
Grave,

MR. EFFORD:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I take great pleasure
in rising to present a petition on
hehalf of some forty people fronm
the Bay St. George Foster Parents
Association who are very concerned
about the layoffs "that will
critically affect the services
that are needed for our children
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and all those who 1live and are
enriched by the service of social
workers.

"Children who usually come to live
in our homes are children who have
either been abused mentally,
physically or sexually.

"The social worker i1is the 1ink
between the child and the system.

"Their services +to the children
are vital to the well-being of the
child, and as a Province we must
increase our service by
approximately 150 new social
workers.

"As citizens we feel that we
cannot permit the reduction of
this service."

Mr . Speaker, on a number of
occasions last year the former
Minister of Social Services was
presented with a number of
petitions on behalf of the people
in the Stephenville area and the
people all over the Province. Mr,
Speaker, it 1is very important that
we keep presenting those petitions
because the Department of Social
Services, under the guidance of
the new minister, has not come
forth with any policy or anything
ko ensure the people of this
Province there are going to be any
changes made whatsoever to protect
the people in this particular
environment.

Constantly you talk to people, the
management, and the social workers
and all the departments in
district and regional of fices
around the Province and everyone
of them will indicate to you on a
firsthand basis that they are
overworked. They cannot in no way
substantiate or handle the cases
and the number  of calls they
receive day by day.
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Mr. Speaker, the present policies
that are now set forth and
operated under in the Department
of Social Services are the same
policies that have been in since
Newfoundland Jjoined Canada. We
have not had any major change in
the policy developed by the
Department of Social Services.

A1l we have had in those number of
years 1s just a few new policies
added on and the policies that
have been added on in the last few
years by the former Minister of
Social Services do not deal with
the problems of this Province. I
can give you an example.

Just yesterday I had a call from
my district where an elderly
gentleman has just received an
open heart operation, had been
returned to his home and found
that his 1lights had been cul by
the Newfoundland Light and Power.

It was the responsibility of the
Department of Social Services, to
whom he had " made several

representations, to have that paid
for him. Rack in January they had
agreed on a monthly basis to
ensure that this would be paid,
and that amount of money would be
deducted from the amount of money
he was supposed to be receiving
from the Social Services Office.
Recause of the overworking and
because of the number of caseloads
that each social worker has had in
each particular area, they cannot
do the joh effectively and
properly, and as a result the.
man's Jlights were cut. This s
just a very small, isolated case,
but it 1is what 1is happening all
over the Province of Newfoundland
and Labrador.

You may put a request in to have a
social worker. visit one widow or
somebody in a particular community
and it takes several weeks before
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that social worker can get to go
around to visit that person to see
what their needs are. In many
cases there are emergency needs.
An emergency cannot wait two,
three or four weeks. They need to
be looked at on that particular
day.

I expected the new Minister of
Social Services (Mr. Tobin), when
he took over his department, he
would dimmediately start changes
because he said very clearly in a
television dinterview that he had
the experience of bheing a former

social worker and that he was
looking Forward with great
enthusiasm to improuving the
conditions of the social

recipients of this Province.

Since that date we have not seen
anything whatsoever to change the
policies or change the environment
or the conditions they are working
under since last year or the
previous years, absolutely no
change whatsoever.

Thae people of +this Province are
living far, far below the
standards of the rest of Canada.
In fact, the widows, for example,
are still 1living about $8,000 or
$10,000 below the poverty 1line in
Canada. We have widows living in
this Province with an dincome of
approximately $250 per month.
They make a request for some
repairs, some o0i1il, or something,
from a social worker and it takes
the social worker two, three or
four weeks before they can get
around to see that individual.

It 1is dmpossible, Mr. Speaker,
under  the conditions that  the
social workers are operating now
and because of the people that
were laid off last year, for any
department, any regional or
district office in +this Province
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to effectively do their job. They
can not even do their johs under
the present policy, so 1if the
minister has any concern
whatsoever for all the people of
this Province and not through
their own fault, it is through the
lack of ability of this present
administration to create jobs and
to get people away from the social
services environment that they are
living into that they are reduced
to this form of living, through no
fault of their ouwn. If we are
going to reduce them to that type
of living, then we can at Jleast
provide them with the essential
services.

A family of five, Mr. Speaker,
living +in this Province today has
to live on a total dncome of $510
per month, not a week, but $510 a
month. We know that those people
from day to day, from week to

~week, because of the low income

they receive, they have to make
numerous calls to the Department
of Social Services. A vary
important fact, Mr. Speaker, is
that that is why the social
service workers are averworked
because of the conditions all the

social recipients are living
under., The case load 1is piling up
and up.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I ask
the new Minister of Social
Services to take this petition
very seriously, unlike he did with
the one presented by some of tUthe
people in the district of Lhe hon.
member for St. John's East (Mr.
lLong) . Look at this vary
seriously and ensure that
something is done about this
immediately to protect all the
people all around the Province of
Newfoundland and Labrador.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
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MR. TOBIN:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Social
Services.

MR. TOBIN:

Mr. Speaker, I did not get to see
the petition but I heard the hon.
gentleman. As usual the hon.
gentleman spoke the way that he
usually speaks, with very little
knowledge while making out he
knows a whole lot.

He said there have been no policy
changes in the Department of

Social Services since
Confederation. Mr. Speaker, that
will tell you what the hon.
gentleman knows about the

Department of Social Services.

Was there a Division of Employment
Opportunities with approximately
$40 mmillion being spent a year to
put people in the workforce, Mr.

Speaker, during Confederation or
under the Liberal regime when his
leader was there? No, Mr .
Speaker. What about our other
programs? What about the Division
of Homemaker and Day-Care
Services, Mr. Speaker? Was that
there? No, Mr . Speaker, it

certainly was not. What about all
the other divisions we have going
in mental retardation and
rehabilitation and all of these
division, Mr. Speaker? Was that
there? No, Mr. Speaker, but what
was there and is not there now is
the segregation of people who were
on social assistance.

When people needed social
assistance din this Province, Mr.
Speaker, under the government that
his leader and others over there
espoused to be part of, people had
to pass in their 1license plates
and line up 1in order to qualify
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for social assistance. They were
not permitted to drive their cars
or their trucks. IF something
happened in this Province, Mr.
Speaker, where somebody, through
no fault of their own, had to
receive social assistance, under
the Liberal regime in this
Province they had to line up,
bring din their 1license plates,
park their cars, Mr, Speaker, and
be segregated in society. That is
what happened. The member says
nhothing has changed, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I can also say to the
hon. member that this segregation
has stopped. People used to have
to line up to get social
assistance and there was no such
thing as receiving a cheque and
going to the bank and changing it
the same as anyone else would do
if they were working. That was
not the process, Mr . Speaker.
People had to go and get an order
where they were segregated again.
They had to line up, Mr. Speaker,

in a store with an order
segregating them from the other
people. That day is over 1in Gthis

Province as well.

Mr. Speaker, as it relates to the
operations of the Department of
Social Services, I did practice
social work for ten years and I
can say that I am proud of those
ten years. I worked with a fine
group of individuals. A 1ot of my
former co-workers, Mr . Speaker,
are still working in the field. A
lot of new ones have come in that
period.

I can say to the hon. dgentleman
that they are one of Lhe finest,
dedicated groups of individuals
who are committing themselves to
working for people who are Jless
fortunate than the resk of us,
with a great sense of pride. I do
know as well, Mr. Speaker, that
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the social workers who are out
there din this Province do work

hard. There is absolutely no
doubt about that.

I can further say, Mr. Speaker,
that whatever concerns the social
workers have in this Province they
do have an avenue to me. I can
tell them that. I have travelled
since I became wminister of this
department. I have met with every
social worker in the City of St.
John's and all of the offices. I
have bheen over 1in Exon House, Mr.
Speaker. I have visited other
offices outside the overpass. I
have done, Mr. Speaker, what the
social workers din this Province
would like me to do, and that is
to go out there and to listen to
their concerns and to see what we
can put in place.

They have concerns. I do not
throw that away lightly. They do
have concerns, the social workers

in this Province. I have made
myself available to go out and to
listen te them. I have made

myself available to go out and to
talk to them. I can say to the
hon. gentleman, Mr. Speaker, the
people who work For this
department can work there with
pride and the people who have to
avail of our services - 1if the
hon. gentleman was to look at the
breakdown of the number of people
who avail of the services, the
people who are employable wversus
the people who are off for other
reasons, such as sickness or
whatever the case "may be, the
long—term assistance versus the
short—-term assistance and so on,
then I think, M™Mr. Speaker, he
would know where we are coining
from.

As it relates to Lthe case that he
mentions -
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MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. minister's time has

elapsed.

MR. TOBIN:
Could I have just a second?

MR. WELLS:

Yes.

MR. SPEAKER:

By leave.
MR. TOBIN:
The leader said yes, As it
relates to the case that the hon.
member mentioned here, Mr .

Speaker, about someone in his
district, if he wants me to check
that out, I can go up hehind the
curtain and get the name and I
will check it out and get back Lo
him with the dinformation. If we
did make a commitment that we were
going to be responsible for it and
have it paid and that broke down
somewhere, I would certainly 1like
to know about it and check it
out . If the hon. gentleman would
like to do that, I would be wmore
than willing, Mr. Speaker.

MR. FUREY:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for St. Rarbe.

MR. FUREY:

Mr. Speaker, just a ninute or so
to comment on this petition
presented by the member for Port

de Grave, it 1s fascinating to
listen to the Minister of Social
Services stand in his place today
and give this litany of how we
have suddenly come upon
enlightened times.

Mr . Speaker, the fact of the
matter is that his predecessor, if
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you want to talk about enlightened
times and crawling out of the dark
ages, and correct me if I am
wrong, any hon. member, was the
one who stated in this House that
somehow because working mothers
had to go out and work, their
children were juvenile
delinquents. Now, was that stated
by this side of the House or that
side of the House? Enlightened
times is what we have come upon,
Mr. Speaker, and it is interesting
that all of the Cabinet Ministers
and the members opposite, in their
silence, consented +to what the
minister said.

Mr. Speaker, 1if you want to talk
about enlightened times, there is
an obvious example of where the
Tory policies have really stuck us
in archaic times, even though this
is thirteen years from the 21st
Century.

Mr. Speaker, just for the record
so that this new young minister
understands where the idea of
issuing cheques came from, the
hon. the member for Fogo (Mr.
Tulk) can tell him, as he has told
us, that it was a former Liberal
Minister, Mr. Neary, who piloted
the project in Fogo of 1issuing the
first cheques and offering dignity
to those people who are caught in
the social safety net, through no
fault of their own. So let the
record be clear on that.

Mr . Speaker, speaking of
enlightened times, we have to ask
ourselves where we have come in
the nearly eighteen years of this

Conservative administration. Have
we seen people given every
possible single break, -every
opportunity or have we seen

cutbacks? I submit to the House
that it is a question of priority
when a widow has to choose 1in my
riding, as she +old me herself,

L243 March 18, 1988 Vol XL

between buying groceries and
paying for her light hill, and she
had to pay half on her 1light bill
and buy half of her groceries,
while this administration runs
around on a $1,400-a-day
limousines. It dis pretty darn
hard to look into her eyes and say
that this administration has its
priorities straight.

Mr . Speaker, there were eight
parliamentary secretaries for
twenty—three ministers last year.
Did they 1look at that in reality
and say, 'took, we should cut
back. This is not necessary
because we had the Newfoundland
Information Services.'

MR. TOBIN:

On a point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
A point of order, the hon. the
Minister of Social Services.

MR. TOBIN:

I do not want to interrupt the
hon., gentleman, but if he is going
to be getting up 1like this, he
should be truthful, Mr. Speaker.
When he talks about people on
social assistance who have to take
part of their cheque to buy fuel,
that 1is the case. When they get
their cheque, it is for food and
fuel, It is called regular
assistance. One time there was so
much for food and so much for
clothing and so much for fuel, but
now it is all regular assistance,
Mr. Speaker, and it is all on Lthe
one cheque. That 1s what they
should do.

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!

There is no point of order.

The hon. the member for St. Barbe.
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MR. FUREY:
My Speaker, the minister is

correct, nobody is denying that.
It is just when the lump sum lands
on the widows table and she has to
look at the incredible amounts of
money that have to go out to heat
her house and the incredible
amounts of money that have to go
out 1in other bills, she has to
make some fundamental decisions.
That 1is the only point I raise to
the mminister to take note of.

Then when this same particular
person looks at me and says, 'Why
can I not have a little bit more
from this government 1if they can
send people all around the world,
twenty-three globe-trotting
ministers, and that has been
established, there is no question
about that, why can I not have a
little bit more?! Instead of
eight parliamentary secretaries,
not parliamentary secretaries but
press secretaries to get their
press releases out, instead of
cutting back, what do they do?
They idincrease 1t. We have the
Newfoundland Information Service
downstairs. All they have to do
is sent it down there and it will
be distributed properly, as is the
case.

Mr. Speaker, when we look at the
entire problems in social
services, nobody wants to he on
social services, nobody 1in this
Province. To take credit because
between 1979 and 1988 the budget
has doubled, My God, I mean that
is something that you should be
ashamed of ., It is directly
related to the economic
performance of this gouvernment and
the economy in the Province.

MR. TOBIN:
That is not true.

MR. FUREY:
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People have three choices.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. FUREY:
They can either
assistance or -

collect social

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

MR. FUREY:
May I conclude, Mr. Speaker?

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
No leave.

MR. SPEAKER:
There is no leave.

Orders of the Day

DR. COLLINS:
Mr. Speaker, some first readings,
if I may.

Motion, the hon. bthe Minister of
Finance to introduce a bill, "An
Act To amend The Retail Sales Tax
Act, 1978," carried. (Bill No. 10)

On motion, Bill No. 10 read a
first time, ordered read a second
time on tomorrow.

Motion, +the hon. the Minister of
Finance to introduce a bill, "An
Act To Amend The Insurance
Companies Tax Act," carried.
(Bill No. 11)

On motion, Bill No. (11) read a
first time, ordered read a second

time on tomorrow.

Motion, the hon. the Minister of

Finance to introduce a bill, "An
Act To Amend The Mineral Holdings
Impost Act," carried. (Rill No.
No. 5 R244



12)

On motion, Bill No. (12)- read a
first time, ordered read a second
time on tomorrow.

Motion, +the hon. the Minister of
Development and Tourism to
introduce a bill, "An Act To Amend
the Newfoundland and Labrador
Housing Corporation Ackt And To
Repeal The Harmon Corporation Act,
1966-1967," carried. (Bill No. 6)

On motion, Bill No. (6) read a
first time, ordered read a second
time on tomorrow.

Motion, the hon. the Minister of
Fisheries to introduce a bill, "An
Act To Amend The Fish Inspection
Act," carried. (Bill No. 15)

On motion, Bill No. (15) read a
first time, ordered read a second
time on tomorrow.

Motion, the hon. the Minister of
Social Services to introduce a
bill, "An Act To Amend The Young
Persons Offences Act," carried.
(Bill No. 26)

On motion, Bill No. (26) read a
first time, ordered read a second
time on tomorrow.

Motion, the hon. the Minister of
Justice to 1dntroduce a bill, "An
Act To Amend The Fatal Accidents
Act," carried. (B1ill No. 22).

On motion, Bill No. (22) read a
first time, ordered read a second
time on tomorrow.

Motion, the hon. the Minister of
Justice to introduce a bill, "An
Act To Amend The Legal Aid Act,
1975," carried. (Bill No. 23)

On motion, Bill No. (23) read a
first time, ordered read a second
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time on tomorrow,

Motion, the hon. the Minister of
Justice to introduce a bill, "An
Act To Amend The Conveyancing
Act," carried. (B1i11 No. 21)

On motion, Bill No, (21) read a
first time, ordered read a second
time on tomorrow.

Motion, the hon. the Minister of
Health to dintroduce a bill, "An
Act Respecting The Newfoundland

Hospital And Nursing Hone
Association," carried. (Bil1ll No.
20)

On motion, Bill No. (20) read a
first time, ordered read a second
time on tomorrow.

DR. COLLINS:
Mr. Speaker, we adjourned debate
on Motion 2.

MR. SPEAKER:

Motion 2. That debate was
adjourned by the hon. the Leader
of the Opposition.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

MR. WELLS:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I had barely gobtten
started yesterday when our Line
had elapsed. I was starting to
say that to really assess whether
or not the Meech Lake Accord is
good Ffor Newfoundland, which is
our primary concern in this House,
we have to stop and think, stop
and consider the real nature of a

federal state and what the
position of a province dis d1in a
federal state. I suggest, Mr.
Speaker, that the Premier's
treatiment of it is a very

superficial one and has not really
considered the position of a
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Province like Newfoundland in a
federal state. And while a

federal systemn 1s dideally suited
to a country 1like Canada, with a
number of diversed provinces, it
depends upon having a proper
federal system and proper federal
institutions functioning.

I share one comment with the
Premier, that the Premier made,
completely: 'Each province is
juridically equal and must be
juridically equal.' but I am not
prepared, Mr. Speaker, to simply
make the words and give no meaning
to them. We have to take a look
at what it really wmeans to be
juridically equal. It is not
enough to bhe called a province or
to have a Ilieutenant Governor or
have a Premier and a House of
fAssembly to achieve juridical
equality in a federal system.
Fven the recital in the Accord
itself starts out with that
assumption. It says, "And Whereas
the amendment proposed in the
schedule hereto also recognizes
the principle of equality of all
of the provinces."

I will show, Mr. Speaker, that
what the resolution in fact does
is denies the equality of all the
provinces and gives some provinces
a special status. It is
fundamental to a federal system
that has a breakdown on the basis
of a division of powers, as we do,
that the powers that the provinces
have can be exercised by this
Legislature without idintereference
by the federal government, and we
can do din this Province things

that are - different in other
provinces; we can have different
local Jlaws. And that is the

beauty of the federal system.
But, Mr. Speaker, the exercise of
federal legislative powers, that
is the passage of Jlaws affecting
the whole country and not just a
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province or a dgroup of provinces,
must have the approval of the two
basic majorities in a federal
system,

One majority is the majority of

the people, and you measure the
acceptability of the exercise of

federal legislative power by
taking a vote in the House of
Commnons where, for example,

Ontaric and Quebec together have
60 per cent of the voting mmembers.

But you must also, Mr. Speaker,
recognize that there ds another
majority, and that is the majority
of the ten juridical equalities
that the Premier talks about. fAnd
unless the federal power dis being
exercised in a way that is
acceptable to that wmajority, it
should not be passed. Every
federal law that 1s passed ought
to bhe acceptable to the majority
of the provinces, not just the
majority of the people. That is
the only way a federal state can
work fairly.

Ns it stands at the moment,
Ontario and Quebec dictate what is
to happen in this country. And if
we are to have a true federal
state, where the provinces are
truly equal as provinces, then we
have to have a second Chamber
where there is an equal voice for
each province.

Canadian federalism has been
deficient for a 120 years in that
we do not have a proper Senate
whose function 1t would he to
allow the provinces to vote on Lhe
exercise of federal legislative
power so as to ensure that every
law passed nationally meets with
the approval of the majority of
the provinces and not just the
people of Ontario and Quebec as it
is at this moment.
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We have heard the phrase
frequently, Mr. Speaker, 'a Triple
E Senate'. That Triple E Senate

means a Senate that is equal, with
equal numbers from each province,
a Senate that 1is elected, where

its members are elected, and a
Senate that is effective, In

other words, it has the same
powers to approve legislation or
disapprove of it as the House of
Common does.

The Premier says representing
regional dinterests 1is one of the
most dimportant functions of a
Senate. I take dssue with him,
Mr. Speaker. In a proper federal
system, it dis the single wmajor
function of the Senate. That is
what it is there for. That is why
it exists in that way in
Australia, where there is an equal
number of senators from each
province. That dis why it exists
that way in Switzerland, where
there is an equal number in the
second Chamber from each canton.
That 1is why it exists that way in
the United States, where there is
an equal number of senators from
each state. Wyaoming, with a
population smaller than the
population of Newfoundland, has
two senators. California, wikh a
population of 27 million, has two
senators. And that is the way it
should be if a federal system is
to work properly, and those words
that the Premier used a half a
dozen +times vyesterday, 'juridical
equality for the provinces,' is to
have real meaning.

It is no good to spout those words
in this- House or anywhere else and
not understand what they mean or
not give effect to them, which 1is
what Meech Lake causes,

Clearly, the Senate must have an
equal number of representations
from each Province. In that way,
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Newfoundland would have 10 per
cent of the voting power. At the
moment, we have 2.5 per cent of
the voting power of the House of
Commons . We would be equal with
every other Province and we would
then have juridical equality.
Until +that occurs, there 1is no
juridical equality amongst tLhe
Provinces of Canada.

Just look at the present situation
in the Senate for a moment. When
you look at it, Ontario, with a
population that is 40 per cent
greater than Quebec, has the same
humber of Senators, twenty-four.
Alberta, Saskatchewan, and
Manitoba each have six Senators.
Yet, Alberta has more than twice

the population of aither
Saskatachewan or Manitoba. How
does that make sense? British

Columbia, with faur times the
population of New Brunswick and
nearly four times the population
of Nova Scotia, has six Senators -
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick each
has ten. Is that juridical
equality? Of course it ds not.
Newfoundland has six Senators,
with nearly five times the
population of Prince Etdward Island
which has four Senators. That dis
not juridical equality.

The system that is 1in place now is
not a system at all. It does not

work. Everytime the Senate
decides to do something or express
an opinion, everybody jumps on Lhe
Senate - 'You cannot say that'.

They were challenging this Drug
lLaw recently, Bill <¢22, and the
Senate was expressing concern
about the impact on Canadians of
changing the law that dincreased
the period fFor which patten rights

exist. Everybody jumnped
imnediately on the Senate and
said, "You cannot do that. You

are not elected.'
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Well, to_ be fair, Mr.  Speaker,
fortunately most people in Canada

recognize, and the Senators
themselues recognize, that they
have no political 1legitimacy. And

it is not really right for a group
of people who are appointed to be
salted away, largely, which has
been the practice of the past,

should exercise major political
power . But the correction is not
to prevent the Senate from

speaking but to cause the Senate
to be elected, which is what we
should be doing.

Third, Mr. Speaker, the Senate
must be effective. That is where
the Triple £ comes from. It must

have equal voting power with the
House af Commons, as it did from
the beginning, except money bills
could not originake 1in the Senate
and tax bills could not originate
in the Senate. Other than that,
it had the same voting power as
Lhe House of Commons, and it has
to if it is going to work properly.

I suggest . to members of this
House, Mr. Speaker, that the lack
of a proper functioning Senate has
been the major cause of
difficulties and dissension in
Canada for a hundred and
twenty-five years. It is the
major cause of the dissatisfaction
in the four Western Provinces,
because they do not feel they get
a fair voice at the national
level. Aind they do not. They
feel that everything is determined
in the East.

In the Atlantic Provinces we are
complaining constantly of regional
disparity, because all the wealth
and opportunity is concentrated 1in
Central Canada. And that 1is, in

fact, so. The reason it 1is so is
we have not yet developed in
Canada a balance to the
overwhelming voting power of
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Ontario and Quebec in the House of

Commons . Their wishes always
carry the day. Aand if we want a
clear example of how we have been
adversely affected in this
province and other Atlantic

Provinces, we have only to look at
the wvariety of efforts that have
been made over the last 20 years

to correct regional disparity.
None have ever worked. The
economic disparity between the
Atlantic Provinces today and

Ontario is as great as it was 20
years ago. Yet, we have had aADA
and ARDA and DREE and DRIE and a
whole host of other things that
have been put forward as means to
correct the regional disparity.
All, Mr., Speaker, have bheen abject
Failures. Every single one of
them has failed and nhow, Mt
Speaker, the ACOA programme, Uthe
Atlantic Canada Oppurtunities
Agency, is on the way to failing,
too.

If I can just find the budget
speech af Mr. Wilson given a
little while ago, it dis clearly
indicated in that. What has
happened, you see, they will
develop this great idea that ADA
or ARDA or DREE is going to solve
all our economic problems and they
will apply it to +the Atlantic
problems. Then, without
exception, within 12 to 18 months
every single one of them has been
applied to the rest of Canada.
Now, not only does that not
correct regional disparity, it
aggravates 1it, because now rich
Ontario and Quebec have another
means of assistance and people
there have a better opportunity to
take advantage of it then we do.
And they have just recently done
exactly the same thing wikth the
Atlantic Canada Opportunities
Agency. Here 1is what Mr. Wilson
said in his budget; '"In the
Atlantic region, local
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entrepeneurship and small and

medium business development is
being promoted by the Atlantic
Canada Opportunities Agency. In

the West, diversification of the
economic base will be assisted by
the western diversification
office. In Northern Ontario,
increased private sector activity
is being assisted by Lthe federal
economic development initiative in
Northern Ontario. The governnent
has also announced dits dntention
to respond more effectively to the
real development needs of the less

prosperous outlying regions of
Quebec. '

So much for Atlantic Canada
Opportunities Agency. It will do
absolutely nothing toward
relieving regional disparity

because the same approach is now
applied universally across the
country. Why? There is only one
reason why. Ontario and Quebec
have absolute control over what
happens 1in this nation. They have
60 per cent of the voting power in
this country and we have no
effective Senate to protect the
interests of the provinces. That
is the major concern that I have
with Maech Lake, the major
concern, Because, Mr . Speaker,
while we were slowly working
towards correcting it and getting

a proper Senate, and Premiers,
particularly in the Western
Provinces, were making real

progress towards implementation of
a so-called Triple E Senate, along
comes Meech Lake and Meech Lake
will, I believe, end forever any

prospect of effectively and
properly reforming the Senate. I
must state at once, it does not
make it impossible. It is still
possible that there will be
unanimity on reform of the
Senate. That is theoretically

possible, hut the chances of
getting all 10 provinces to agree
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are far, far less than the chances
of getting seven provinces having
more than 50 per cent of the
population to agree, which 1is the
basic amending formula. And that
is the primary dastardly deed that
Meech Lake does to Newfoudland and
the smaller Atlantic provinces
and, for that matter, the smaller
Western provinces. Ontario and
Quebec will forever dominate this
country. We will never correct
regional disparity as long as we
proceed along those lines.

Now), superficially, Meech Lake
looks attractive, because
everybody said, 'Oh, yes, we will
be statesmen, we will bring Quebec
into the constitution. Quebec has
been into the constituion from day
one, all that has been missing is
the political approbation of the

legislature and government of
Quebec, But the whole
constitutional process is as
binding on Quebec as it is on any
other province. And it is
beneficial to Quebec, as it 1is to
any other province. Mr. Speaker,

that 1is the real problem with
Meech Lake.

We were slowly working towaird
juridicial equality and a proper
federal constitution, where we
would have true federalism, where
two populace provinces having 60
per cent of the population cannot
tell the whole country what 1s
going to happen as we have at the
moment . We were developing and
had developed an excellent Charter
of Rights, mobility rights and
language rights throughout the
province, and this has now been
jeopardized as well, There was a
provision requiring equalization,
or commiting the federal and
provincial governments to
supporting equalization of
regional disparity, and what we
have done with Meech Lake, to
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achieve a little bit of politicial
gratification in the next year, or

two, or three, is we have
destroyed the opportunity to do
anything beneficial to this

country in the long term future.
And when you are talking about
constitutions, you are not talking
about the next general election,
you are talking about the next
decades and century. That is what
we have to plan and provide for.

The recital, Mr. Speaker, 1in the
resolution proclaims the equality
of the provinces, but the clause
immediately after it denies the
equality of the provinces. Here
is what it says: The Constitution
of Canada shall be interpreted in
a manner consistant with (h) 'the

recognition that Quebec
constitutes within Canada a
distinct society.' Now, that

alone you could probably live with
if it made people 1in Quebec more
comfortable, because it does not
recognize or confer upon Quebec
any additional constitutional or
legal powers. It might just be a
kind of a nice statement that
might be beneficial in Quebec and
you might as well go along with
it. But subsection 3 of the first
clause says, '"The role of the
legislature and Government of
Quebec to preserve and promote.the
distinct  identity of Quebec
referred to in paragraph (1) (b)
is affirmed. Now, we all know in
this House, and if we do not
nobody else does, that the role of
a legislature is to make laws and
the role of a government 1is to
enforce and apply those laws.
Well, 1if they had that role to
make laws and enforce and apply
the laws that will promote the
distinct French identity of
Quebec, that means they can make
laws that prevent the fair use of
English in Quebec; they can make
laws that prevent the mobility of
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English-speaking Canadians into
Quebec, or any Canadians, until
they have acquired their standard
in French. And that is wrong, Mr.
Speaker. That sets out
immediately Lo establish that none
of the other provinces are equal
to Quebec. Despite the
proclamation that the provinces
are equal, it denies it clearly.
The Constitution ds to he applied
differently in Quebec than it is
in any other province, and for a
federal system that flies in the
face of the basic principle of
juridicial equality that the
Premier talked about, and he and I
share the view that there must be
juridicial equality if auery
province 1is to have dits proper

place in the federation. But
those are not Jjust words. They
have to be real. It is no good

just writing those words unless
they have substance. Special
status by any other name is still
special status. Whether you hide
it behind the euphemism of
distinct society or anything else,
it 1is still special status, and
special status for any prouvince in
a federal state 1is wrong in
principle and flies in the face of
the basic principle of juridical
equality that the Premier talks
about.

Mr. Speaker, I do not know whether
members of this House are aware o
not, but the Francophone
Association in Newfoundland
opposes Meech Lake.

Now, we have not provided an
opportunity for people in this
Province to be heard and that is
one of the things that I am going
to ask the government to consider,
delaying the vote on this
Resolution until there has been an
adequate opportunity for wvarious
interest groups in this Province
to be heard, and for the real
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effect of Meech Lake on this
Province to be made known so that
we canh properly judge 1dt. I do
not think, Mr. Speaker, that that
is too much to ask.

Here is what the Francophaone
Association says is wrong with the
concept of recognizing Quebec as a
distinct society and conferring on
Quebec this additional power, or
recoghizing the role of the
legislature and the Government of
Quebec to promote that distinct
society. They say, 'If Quebec is
going to enact laws that gives
French a higher priority in Quebec
and diminishes English or prevents
the use of English in Quebec, we
are afraid that the rest of Canada
is going to react and prevent
French from developing and prevent
the use of French as an official
language 1in this country.' And,
they are quite right. They are
absolutely right. Because one of
the things that usually happens is
if I punch you in the nose the
probability is vyou are going to

punch me back. And that is
exactly what 1is 1likely to happen
in this situation. If you

recognize and accord to Quebec the
role and responsibility to promote
and protect that distinct French
society, then other provinces are
going to assume the same role in
English Canada. That is what they
are concerned about, and they are
quite right, It is understandable
that it would be so, because, Mr.
Speaker, 1in a true federal state
the provinces will seek Jjuridical
equality anyway, even though the
Constitution may not specifically
provide for 1t, Jjust as we are
seeking juridical equality as far
as the Senate 1is concerned. The
senate is failing to discharge its
proper responsibilities, but what
has been happening 1is that the
Premiers have been seeking that
role through the Constitutional
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conferences. They have been
seeking to control the exercise of
federal legislative power 1in that
manner, and that 1is wrong, because
provincially elected politicians
should not be exercising federal
legislative power anymore than

federally elected politicians
should be exercising provincial
power.

When you stop to look at what is
in that clause that recognizes
that special role and status of
the 1legislature and Gouvernment of
Quebec, you have to ask yourself
the question, why it 1is there if

it is not intended to be
exercised? OFf course it is
intended to be exercised. It is
intended to cause the law, and the
Constitution states specifically

that the Constitution is to be so
interpreted as to recognize that.
I suggest, Mr. Speaker, that it
means that the Government and the
Legislature of Quebec is clearly
determined to have the
Constitution interpreted in such a
way that they can control and
promote within Quehec the use of
French and the mobility of
people. Under  the Charter of
Rights we have mobility rights.
What happens to those? Will
English speaking Canadians no
longer be able to go to Quehec to
work unless they can meet a
certain standard of linguistic
ability in French? That is wrong
as a matter of principle, because
our Charter of Rights clearly
recognizes mobility rights and the
right to move to any part of this
Country. But if the Constitution,
without stating clearly that the
Charter of Rights overrides all,
gives that kind of power and role
to the legislature and Government
of Quebec, clearly our mobility
rights under the Charter is
affected. No other province has
those kind of rights recognized;
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clearly it is special status.
Aind, as a matter of principle, if

the Premier believes in the
juridical equality of provinces
that he espouses, he cannot

possibly support that.

Mr. Speaker, the second section of
this Meech Lake motion provides
for Senate appointments - Senators
to be chosen from a list submitted
by the provincial governments.,
'It is idintended to be temporary',
it says, 'until the reform of the
Senate that 1is contemplated 1is
completed.! But when you hear in
mind that we are requiring
unanimity for reform of the
Senate, such reform may never take
place and this could well continue
to be the permanent practice.

Now, I agree also with the Premier
when he says it dis not right, if
the Senate 1is to protect the
provincial interest, to have the
members of the Senate chosen by
the federal government. He is
quite correct when he says that,
and I support him in it.

But it dis equally wrong to have

them <chosen by the provincial
government. Patronage is wrong
who ever practices it, ar
whichever government practices
it. We cannot be assured of

having in the Senate the people
who will protect the interests of
the whole province if they are
appointed by the government for
political reasons.

There ds another principle that
the Premier did not recognize or
treated the wrong way. Federally
elected politicians, elected to
discharge and exercise the powers
of the federal institution, should
not be exercising provincial
powers. I agree with that.. But
neither should provincially
elected politicians bhe exercising
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federal powers or impacting on the
federal institutions. There
should be direct elections by the
people.

The present situation is
intolerable, but it should not be
replaced with this one. It should
be replaced with an election
process. This may well be the
place to start so that, instead of
appointing from lists submitted by
the provinces, we should do as
others have suggested, elect the
Senators from here on in, cause an
election to be held and elect them
directly.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WELLS:
The third section, Mr. Speaker,
deals with dimmigration. Now, here

is another area where I take issue
with what is happening. I have no

problem with the fFederal
government entering into
agreements with the various

provincial governments on an equal
basis to provide for management of
immigration into the country.,
That seemns reasonably sensible.

But it is a bit hollow when you
stop to think about it, because as
soon as vyou have mobility rights
in the country, you cannot
possibly have an agreement that
will 1imit the ability of people
to move back and forth. So an
immigrant comes in and as scon as
he is established and has a
permanent visa or becomes a
citizen, he has the right to move
anywhere 1in the country he wants
to anvway. So these immigration
agreements are not of great
significance in that regard.

The thing that bothers me most

about it dis the provision in the
Constitutional Accord. It does
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not show up 1in the motion that is
before us, but it dis part of the
Meech lLake Accord. It
specifically provides that,

"The Government of Canada will, as
soon as possible, conclude an
agreement with the Government of
Quebec that would

"(a) 1is incorporate the principles
of the Cullen-Couture agreement."
I will just skip over that for the
moment.

Here ' 1is the key item: (b)
"guarantee that Quebec will
receive a number of dmnigrants,
including refugees, within the
annual total established by the
federal government for all of
Canada proportionate to its share
of the population of Canada, with
the right to exceed that figure by
> per cent for demographic
reasons."

What does that mean, Mr. Speaker?
That means that the Government of
Canada must guarantee to the
Province of Quebec that if Quebec
has 25 per cent of the population,
that 25 per cent of all the
refugees will go to Quebec. Not
only that, but to increase that by
a further 5 per cent. How can the
Government of Canada guarantee
that?

The only way the Government of
Canada can guarantee that, if
enough people from other parts of
the world do not want to go
directly to Quebec, is to present

immigration to the other
provinces. Now, if we enter into
that agreement, that is what we
will be doing. Is that the

juridical aquality that the
Premier dis talking about? Those
are Jjust words unless you give
effect to them. It is no good
spouting those words without
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making them work. He clearly does
not understand the meaning of 1t
or the significance of 1t din a
federal state.

DR. COLLINS:

Or the other Premiers and the
Prime Minister?

MR. WELLS:

Many of them do not. Well, when
they do things for political
gratification in this

circumstance, they do.

There are a lot of people in this
country who have expressed their
opposition, including the Former
Prime Minister, who had the
misfortune to act most dmproperly
in his dealing with Prime Minister
Mulroney. That is regrettable
because the real merit in what the
man had to say, and it had real
merit, was lost in his unjustified
personal attack on the Prime
Minister. That is regrettable
because the real value in what he
had to say has heen missed and
overlooked, and that is what has
been highlighted.

Section 6, Mr. Speaker, deals with

the Supreme Court of Canada. It
provides constitutionally that
there will be three judges fFromn

the civil bar of Quebec. I do not
really object to that because it,
in fact, reflects only what has
been the practice From the
beginning and nobody is really
objecting to it.

But 1t also provides that the
judges are to be appointed from
lists generated by provincial
governments and that I do take

issue with. I think it will
result din our having a poorer
quality Supreme Court in the

long-—-term. The Supreme Court bhas
served Canada very, very well on
the whole. I do not mean to
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suggest that every appointment was
perfect but, on the whole, the
Supreme Court has served Canada
very well and there 1is no real
cause for changing that system.
The present system is better.

It is not of dgreat significance to
Newfoundland anyway because, as a
matter of practice, three Jjudges
are appointed from Quebec, three
judges are appointed from Ontario,
although occasionally there may be
a slight variation for a period of
time, but they wvery quickly go
back to getting a third judge from
Ontario, two from the Western
provinces and one from Atlantic
Canada. There has never been a
judge from Newfoundland on the
Supreme Court. So what dmpact a
list provided from the government
of this Province is going to have,
or what benefit, is very
questionable indeed.

Section seven of the Meech Lake
ficcord, Mr. Speaker, talks about

compensation for opting out. I
disagree with the Premier's
opinion there, that there 1is any
significant benefit to

Newfoundland. Experience will
show that the provinces that will
be opting out are not the 1little
provinces like Newfoundland, Nova
Scotia and P.E.I., who may want to
do things differently because we
have different concerns here than
they do in the large cities.
Experience shows that every opting
out that has taken place is in the
major provinces, Ontario and
particularly Quebec.

The real effect of this dis to
reduce the 1likelihood that the
federal government will spend
money on programs where the
provinces opt out and take the
cash. It reduces the 1likelihood
that the federal government will
start to develop programs dealing
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with health to overcome the health
problems that we have. With our
serious education problem in this
Province, it greatly reduces the

likelihood that the federal
governmnent will contribute or
develop a program to equalize

educational opportunity across the
country because Ontario or Quebec
will say, 'We want to opt out,'
and if they are going to spend
$100 million in Newfoundland,
Quebec will say, 'We want $1
billion,' $0 the federal
government is therefore not likely
to do it.

So far from providing Newfoundland
with an opportunity to do things
differently, what it is going to

do is greatly reduce federal
initiatives to correct social
problems 1in this Province. That

is the real effect of that and not
the situation that the Premier
suggested, and that 1s another
reason why Meech Lake is not good
for the smaller provinces and, in
particular, not good for
Newfoundland.

Section 8 deals with Lhe
conference an the economy .
Personally, Mr. Speaker, I do not
believe there 1is any point to be
gained by institutionalizing
federal/provincial conferences -
no benefit at all is to be gained
by it. What do you gain when you
say you must meet and negotiate?

You cannot force people to agree
unless there is a goodwill there
to begin with that dindicates at
least a possibility of agreement.
There is no point meeting to
insult one another.
Institutionalizing

federal/provincial conferences on
the economy and on the
Constitution will not achieve
anything unless the basic goodwill
for agreement ds there in the
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first place and if that goodwill
is there, you do not need enforced
meeting. They will meet anyway,
as a result of the goodwill.
Nothing is really to be gained by
that.

It does not hurt terribly, but let
us not fool ourselves, There 1is
no benefit to Newfoundland, except
maybe a Premier who holds office
and likes to be in the national
spotlight may get some political

gratification ouk of it. But
there 1is no direct benefit to a
province like Newfoundland.

Again, you should not be having

provincially elected politicians
exercising federal legislative
power or exercilsing conkrol over
matters that are, under the

Constitution, matters of federal

jurisdiction.

Section 9, Mr. Speaker, 1is the one
that causes us the real problem.

It provides for the amending
formula. I cannot argue with
compensation for the provinces
where, as a result of an

amendment, what 1is presently in
the exclusive jurisdiction of the

provincial Legislature is
transferred to the federal
Parliament. That seemns proper and
fair, So I have no quarrel with

that.

But what I do quarrel with is the
revision of Section 41 of The
Constitution Act which provide
that amendments can now be made to
the Constitution with the approval
of the Legislatures of seven
provinces having more than %0 per
cent of the population.

The Premier deprecated this
vesterday and said it 1is only a
few minor matters. Let me tell

you what will now require
unanimity: It appears under
Section 9 of +this motion. The
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Office of the Queen, the Governor
General and the Lieutenant
Governor of a province; the powers
of the Senate and the method of
selecting senators; the number of
members by which a province is
entitled to he represented in the
Senate and the residence
qualifications of senators; the
right of a province to a number of
members 1in the House of Commons,
not less than the number  of
senators by which the province was
entitled to be represented on
April 17, 1982, which wvirtually
makes d1mpossible real reform of
the Senate. That says Neuw
Brunswick and Nova Scotia must at
least have ten senators and it
says that Ontario and Quebec must
have twenty-four. With that kind
of entrenchinent where there can he
amendments, expect with unanimity,
it wvirtually dinsures there will
not be an amendment.

As well, unanimity will be
required for the principle of
proportionate representation of

the provinces in the House of
Commons . I do not have any great
quarrel with that because that has
to be anyway. The House  of
Commons has to be on the basis of
proportionate representation.

"(f) Subject to section 43, the
use of the English or French
lanquage . " There cannot be any
changes made with respect to the
use of either the English or
French Tlanquage withoul unanimous
agreement . Now Newfoundland or
PETI could stop any changes that
nine of the ten provinces wanted
and 95 per cent of the population
wanted. Newfoundland could stop
that because unanimous agreement
is required. As a matter of
principle, that is clearly wrong.

Others on the Tlist are: "(g) The
Supreme Court of Canada; (h) the
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extension of = existing _frouinces

into the territories.' he Yukon
or Northwest Territories cannot
become a province unless
Newfoundland agrees. That is what
it says. Newfoundland has a veto
power .

The next one: "(i) notwithstanding

any other law or practice, the
establishment of new provinces."

Let me tell the House, Mr .
Speaker, that if that were part of
the Constitution of Canada 1in
1949, Newfoundland would not have
been a province because Quebec
opposed the entry of Newfoundland
into Canada. If that were the
case in 1949, Newfoundland would
not bhe a province because Quebec
coveted Labrador, and the only
basis on which they would have
agreed is that the Labrador
territory was ceded to Quebec.
That 1is what the situation would
have been.

The final item is any amendment to
this particular provision can only
be done with unanimity. Those
things are wrong, Mr. Speaker. It
will hog tie this country forever
so that we will not be able to
make the proper changes that need
to be made as we go on into the
next century and the next because
of this.

As a matter of principle, no
general amendment that affects all
of the provinces should require
unanimity in a federal state. The
amendment should be based on the
regular amending formula.

Section 13, Mr. Speaker, deals
with constitutional conferences.
I have dealt with that so I will
not go over it again.

The Premier indicated in his
comments yesterday that the
official Opposition here are out
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of wack with the federal Liberal
party; that the federal Liberal
party supported Meech lLake.

That, Mr . Speaker, is not
correct. That 1is not correct.
The federal Liberal party had a
list of amendments. They did not
support Meech Lake. They felt
Meech Lake ought not to be passed
in the form in which it 1s because
of the dimpact on the future of
this country and they tried to
move amendments.

Now, where we are different from
the federal Liberal party is that
we recognize the futility of doing
that where this Meech lake process
is being used., It is as futile as
the amendments that are bheing
proposed by the NDP in this
House. It is just for show. It
does not really achieve anything,
it puts on a good show, and it
will enable them to say 'Oh, we
were opposed to this, we opposed
this, and we opposed that,' but
they did not. -

If, in the end, they are going Lo
vote for the Accord with no
amendment, they know, we know,
everybody din this country knows
that no legislature 1is going to
amend it because 1f it is amended,
it 1is not going to go through.
Amending ds 1in effect saying no,
because it has to be approved Dby
all of the legislatures as it s,
or not at all. So, it is a yes or
ne proposition.

I consider. the proposing amendment
really ko be substantially a
charade, because we all know what
the ultimate result 1is going to
be. Now, that was the position of
the federal Liberal party. It is
also the position of a great many
other parties and groups &cross
this <country, that they do not
accept 1it, but some say Meech

No. 5 ; R256



Lake, as 1t dis, or no Meech Lake,
we will take Meech lLake. I
believe that essentially the
position of +the Liberal party and
that may well be the position of
the NDP din this House. But, I
say, Mr. . Speaker, it 1is pointless
to propaose amendments because
nothing is .going to be achieved by
it anyway.

Mr. Speaker, the final thing that
I want to deal with is the
question on the fisheries. I want
to, again, correctly state our
position on the fisheries and deal
with the comments made hy the hon.
the Premier yesterday.

The position of this party, Mr.
Speaker, with respect to the
fisheries, 1is 1in response to at
least a half a dozen statements by
the hon. the Premier, starting
last May 4, as to what they were
seeking, and I quote from it and
they are available, if they wish
them to be tabled. This d1s a
Ministerial Statement by the
Premier on May 4 of last year.

"For the past ten years, the
Government of Newfoundland and

Labrador has strongly advocated
that the Province must have some
legislative jurisdiction." That
was May 4. On May 7 he was still
talking about legislative
jurisdiction. In June, he was
still saying, "As a result, we nay
now mouve on to consider

constitutional idissues of concern
to other regions such as fisheries

jurisdiction." What I was
addressing and addressed today is
Lhe Premier's position with

respect to jurisdiction.

I have expressed the opinion, and
it is the view of this party, Mr.
Speaker, that this province does
not have the financial capacity to
pay for the jurisdiction we have
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now, let alone seeking
jurisdiction to manage 200,000
square miles of the North
Atlantic. It is a charade, it is

a sham!

What the Liberal party says was
passed in a resolution in this
House last June, Mr. Speaker, when
I was the Leader of +the Liberal
Party and playing my part from the
other side of the rail. Here is
what the resolution said:

"THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED that the
Government of Newfoundland and
Labrador assert its faith 1in LChe
inshore fishery by continuing to
pursue a comprehensive program of
revitalization and development
such as the Inshore Fisheries
Agreement, debt restructuring and
an appropriate provision For
provincial . involvement in the
management of the fisheries."

That 1s our position, that the
government of this province ought
to have input in the management of
the fisheries because the
fisheries is too dmportank for us
not to have input.

To hear the Premier make the
statements that he did is clearly
wrong and clearly an attempt Lo
distort and misrepresent and it
needs to be corrected.

MR. SIMMS:

The press are distorting
(inaudible) .

MR. WELLS: '

No. I will +table our position.
It 1is there. It is part of
Hansard. I am quoting from
Hansard.

MR. SIMMS:

Sure,. you were not there then.

MR. WELLS:
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I was _there then gquiding this
caucus from the other side of the
rail.

MR. BAIRD:

You were the outhouse leader then.
MR. WELLS:

Mr . Speaker, I also want to
address the Premier's comments
about Canada - France. He has
equally distorted, and he was

doing the same thing last Fall, so
much so that it bhecame necessary
for me to state publicly the
position, and I will quote it now
to the House. This is dated
October 29 and I would 1like to
table a copy of it so it 1is part
of the permanent record of the
House.

Here is what is says, Mr .
Speaker. "As he has done 1in the
past, Mr . Peckford is again
misrepresenting the Liberal

Party's position on the Canada -
France fisheries dispute. Nobody
in this Province, especially me,
is proposing to give to France or
anybody else Northern cod.
Whenever you hear Mr. Peckford say
so, you can rest assured he 1is
again misrepresenting our
position," as he did in this House
yesterday.

"France, by treaty, and in
international law, has some basis
for c¢laiming a right to catch fish

in Canadian waters. That is
indisputable. The object 1is kLo
restrict that right as much as
possible, and eliminate it

altogether within three years or
SO.

"We also want to get a final
definition by arbitration of the
limits of French fishing
boundaries around St. Pierre in
the 3PS zone.
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" believe the Canadian
negotiators could have achieved
this by reasonable negotiations

that would have given France a
portion of the 9,500 tons of
Northern Cod that the EEC dis
giving up this year.

"Unfortunately Mr . Peckford's
irrational shouting, Fighting, and
withdrawal of the Newfoundland
Government representatives have
made 1t virtually dmpossible. As
a result, the French broke off
negotiations." Then the threats
of battle and war and everything
else followed and that 1is covered
in the press release.

Mr. Speaker, there 1s one other
release, and I do not dintend to
quote extensively fromn ik, but I
will table it. It is dated
November 18. It again deals with
the situation and spells it out,
but it alsc deals with something
e@lse, the comment he made about
Nova Scotia and New Brunswick, or
New Brunswick and Quebec companies
wanting access to Northern cod.

As that document that I have just
tabled dindicates clearly, it s
the position of this party that no
other province should have access
to the Canadian waters around
Newfoundland feor catching fish as
long as the plant facilities and
the fishermen in Newfoundland do
not have an adequate supply of
fish. There dis no justification
For giving a license or a permit
to any other province din this
country as long as there are
fishermen in Newfoundland who
cannot get an adequate supply of
fish to provide a living for their
families and there are unemployed
fish plant workers and fish plants
working at part capacity. Now,
that 1s the position we have taken.

SOME HON, MEMBERS:
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Hear, hear!

MR. WELLS:

If there is fish, then for so long
as there 1is fish surplus to
Newfoundland, we cannot be a dog

in the manger about it. We have
to provide access to other
Canadians. We have to, as long as

there is surplus fish today.

MR. SIMMS:

That is what we wanted to hear.

MR, WELLS:

If there is no surplus fish next
year, then it ends. It is fairly
simple. There 1s no trouble to

control that.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WELLS:

If the hon. gentlemen opposite are
hot capable of putting into place
a plan Lko effect that, we will.
There is no problem to do that.

MR. SIMMS:

Who decides what is surplus?

MR. WELLS:

Well, you have to have a

reasonable standard. So let there

be no doubt.

Now then, Mr. Speaker, I invite
the Premier to go From Nain to
Burgeo and tell that story as it
is filed in +this House, not his

version of it. Tell the real
story.

MR. SIMMS:

Have you been to Nain?

MR. WELLS:

Yes, and Davis Inlet too.

The Premier's comments, Mr .
Speaker, are a total
misrepresentation of our
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position. It dis consistent with
his basic approach of concocting a
straw man to knock down. Anyhody
can knock down a straw man, but it
takes a real man to knock down a
real man. That is what he has got
to deal with,.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WELLS:

Mr . Speaker, our obligation in
this House 1is to consider first
and foremost the interest of Lhe

Province of which we constitute
the Legislature; consider first
and foremost the interests of the
people that we represent; and to
consider first and foremost the
impact of Meech lake on the people
and our life and our Ffuture as

part of this country. We cannot
forget the country of which we are
a part. We must consider also the

interests of Canada, but our
primary duky is to this Province.
We should base our decision din
this House wupon a cool, logical
assessment of Lthe dimpact of Meech
Lake on this Province and its
people, and the dimpact of Meech
lLake on tLhe future of this
Province as a province of Canada.
We should not base our judgement
on what 1s politically expedient
to solve a political problem to
make a particular Prime Minister

look good. That 1s wrong. That
is the wrong approach to it. We
should put this Province's

interests first.

If the Premier claims Juridical
equality For the Province of
Newfoundland, as he proposes, as
he says here 1in this House he
does, then let him look at what
juridical equality really means
and ensure that the Constitution
of this country is amended 1in such
a way that we will indeed have it.
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For that reason, Mr. Speaker, with
the exception of one hon. member,

the hon. the member for Mount Scio
— Bell Island, all of the members
on this side of the House will
vote against Meech Lake. We will
not go through the sham, we will
not go through the charade, of
proposing amendments to have them
knocked down, knowing they are not
going to be approved anyway and
that Meech Lake is a take it or
leave it proposal.

What we are doing dis saying to
this House, put the interests of
Newfoundland first and vote
against this amendment. That 1is
exactly what we are doing.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:
Mr. Speaker.

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

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOQOUT:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I do not think we
have seen 1in recent history in
this House one 1leader in such a
short period of time, in four days
that we have been in regular
session, discounting the day that
His Honour .read the Speech from
the Thraone, who has done so tuch
to destroy himself, to destroy his
party, and to lose the credibility
of the people of Newfoundland and
Labrador.

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

This hon. gentleman, Mr. Speaker,
has spent four days apologizing.
He spend four days apologizing for

saying he was a fool. He said
that, not us. He 1s four days
apologizing and hauling his

backbenchers down for talking
about things he did not want them
to talk about. All the hon.
gentleman has done in the four
days that this House has bheen in
session is apologize. That is all
he has done,

Mr. Speaker, I cannot engage in
the learned, legal debate on Meech

Lake. I do not profess to. I am
a lay politician. I can only talk
in layman's language. I am just
an ordinary Newfoundlander. I am

not learned in the law.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:

But, Mr. Speaker, for the Leader
of the Liberal Party, the man who
aspires to be the alternate
Premier of this Province, to Lry
to read into the public record of
the Legislature his position on
fisheries and to challenge us all
to go from Nain to Wild Cove to La
Scie to Cape St. Mary's defending
his position on the fisheries, Mr.
Speaker, what kind of baloney is
that hon. gentleman getting on
with?

Everybody knows you can go to the
smallest nook and cranny in
Newfoundland and Labrador and that
hon. gentleman can get up in this

House and say it until he dis blue

in the face, or red in the face,
which he has been most of the Jlast
four days, and nobady will believe
him. Talk about surplus! The
hon. gentleman 1is on the public
record, it cannot be eradicated,
it cannot be erased by any
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officious 1legal statements 1in this
House, that the hon. gentleman and
his party are in favour of trading
away non-surplus Northern cod .
That is the record.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:

You cannot take it back once you
say 1t, Mr. Speaker. It is 1in
print. It has been on the airways
with the electronic media. You
cannot take it back. There 1is no

good of getting up din this House
and saying, 'I did not mean to say
that. I apologize again, for the
tenth time, in the last four days.'

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:

The hon. gentleman, Mr. Speaker,
wants decorum and everybody to be
like they are operating in the
Supreme Court in downtown St.
John's or Ottawa, but that is not
politics, Mr. Speaker. We are
politicians. The real world is
here and out there.

The hon. gentleman, Mr. Speaker,
has said in his legal fashion that
France has legal rights to
something that is still
non-surplus and out off the other
side of his mouth he says we
cannot give away something that is
non-surplus. Now, Mr. Speaker, I
am not a lawyer, I am not trained
in the Jaw, I am not trained in
that kind of logic, but 1t seemns
to me that that kind of logic is
for the birds.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:
He says, Mr. Speaker, he is in the
public record as saying, and he
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cannot take it back, that France
somehow or another has the legal
right to expect fish in the waters
adjacent to Newfoundland and
Labrador. Codfish, Mr. Speaker,
non-surplus, Mr. Speaker. Has the
hon. gentleman read the 1972
Treaty?

The 1972 Treaty says that France
is entitled to fish. How many
times do we have to say it?
F-i~s-h, not c-o-d. France was
offered several thousand tons of
turbot. That is f-—-i-s-h but 1t
spells with a e, That is
f—i-s~h, that can satisfy the
conditions of the treaty. What
did the French say, Mr. Speaker,
to this hon. gentleman who now is
in essence in detriment to the
public dinterests of Newfoundland,
supporting their position? The
French said, 'That 1is fish that
stinks, we do not want it.'

It is unbelievable that you would
have a person, the leader of a
party, who aspires to be Premier
of the Province, out in the public
saying - I mean, what you say in
the public din this Province or
anywhere else in Canada is very

soon passed on through the
diplomatic channels to the
government in France. The

alternate Premier of Newfoundland,
the man who may bacome, God
forbid, may lead the government in

Newfoundland, says, "You have
legal rights.' He acknowledges
it. That hon., gentleman and Lthe
position of that party,

Mr.Speaker, has done untold damage

to the position and the bhest
interests of Newfoundland and
Labrador.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Shame! Shame!

MR. RIDEOQUT:
Then today, when our House Leader
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asked him the question, 'Oh, we
are talking about surplus.' Mr .
Speaker, there 1is not one cod's
head surplus in 2J+3KL, noct one,
SO if you are talking about
surplus vyou have +to be talking
about turbot, red fish, you are
talking about something else, or
you are talking about the fish
that stinks. Mr. Speaker, you
cannot sustain that position.

I heard the hon. gentleman say
today, again, 1in his tenth or
eleventh time apologizing through
the House to the people of
Newfoundland and Labrador, "You
cannot wuse the jurisdiction you
have.' Mr. Speaker, that is a
position of the Liberal Party of
Newfoundland and Labrador. I
would not say it dis the position
of the gentleman for Twillingate
(Mr. W. Carter), or not the
position of the member for Mount
Scio (Mr. Barry) whose leader has
already said he dis going to vote
for the Meech Lake Accord.

The Leader of the official
Opposition saying to the public of
Newfoundland and Labrador, to a
public that depends in 400 or 500
communities on the lifeblood, the
soul of Newfoundland and Labrador,

the fishery, you have too much
jurisdiction now. You cannot use
it. The Leader of the same
gentlemen's party 1in Nova Scotia
just the other day was saying, 'I
wish we had Premier Peckford up
here. Qur Premier must have been
asleep.'

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:

finother case of apology. But the
leader's confrere in this province
says, "You have too much
jurisdiction. You cannot use it.
What do you want any more for?
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Yes, Mr. Speaker, 1t 1s worth
going from Nain to Wild Cove to La
Scie and to Cape St. Mary's. It
is worth going, and we will do it.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:

Mr. Speaker, we will make sure
that every fisherman, that every
fish plant worker, no matter where
they are, in the smallest village
and hamlet 1in Newfoundland and
lLabrador, knows the real position
of the Liberal party. Not the
apologized position, not the
speaking-out—of-the-other-side-of-yo
ur—-mouth position, which hopefully
would get carried, but the real

position. And here it is. It is
been reported already. The real
position of the Liberal party is
that France is entitled to
non-surplus fish in Canadian
waters adjacent to Newfoundland
and Labrador. They are also
entitled to non-surplus fish.
aAnd, you have too much
jurisdiction now. That 1is the

real position of the Liberal party
of Newfoundland and Labrador, and
every member on this side of the
House, Mr. Speaker, will carry
that message to every fishing
comnunity in this province.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:

Come behind us with your truth
squad, Mr . Speaker. That was
another great Liberal dinnovation.
Maybe the present Leader had
something to do with dit. Come
behind us wikth your truth squad,
because everybody wants to know

the real position of the Liberal
party of Newfoundland and
Labrador. Not the official

legalese linguistic position that
you take 1in the House, but the
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real position. That is what the
people of +this province want to
know. Mpr . -Speaker, it is
terrible. It 1is really, really
terrible.

I do not think there is any doubt,
Mr. Speaker, where the people of
this province will stand on that
kind of an issue, no doubt

whatsoever, This Meeach l.ake
Accord is an historic
constitutional document. It has
been a foundation of this

government, since ilks idinception in
1979, that for every reason you
can think about, 1legal, economic,
and otherwise, we ought to have
more say, more control over the
resource that 1is most important to
the 1lives of Newfoundlanders and
Labradorians. And any politician
worth his salt, I do not care what
party he is in, I do not care if

he is any party, any
Newfoundlander and Labradorian
that dis worth his or her salt
cannot disagree with that. It dis

a fundamental objective, or should
be, of any political movement to
regain what we gave away in 1949.
I am not an anti-confederate; I
was born a few months before it.
But in 1949 we gave up the
control, the jurisdiction,
constitutionally and otherwise, of
the resource that is the lifeblood
of Newfoundland and Labrador.
There would be revolutions in the
streets 1in Saskatchewan if they
gave up that kind of jurisdiction
over their agricultural industry,

or over their oil and gas. There
would be revolutions in the
streets. You would not have a

politician, & man aspiring to be
Premier in the legislature of
Saskatchewan saying we do not need
any more jurisdiction, You would
be flung out. You would not get a
chance to have an election to vote
for you, you would be flung out.
You would be flogged. How the
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lLiberal party, Mr. Speaker, and
there are good hon . gentlemen
representing fishing comnunities
and districts din that party, can
allow themselues to be manipulated
- talk about trained seals!

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hecar!

MR. RIDEOUT:

At least there is one hon ,
gentleman saying he 1is not going
to be manipulated on this, he is
going to wvote as he sees 1it. It
is totally unbelivable that you
could adopt this kind of political
position in a Province like
Newfoundland and lLabrador.

I heard the hon. gentleman say in
his brief remarks vyesterday the
kind of Canada that he envisions
this great wvisionary - dis the
Trudeau kind of Canada, Mr .
Speaker.

SOME_HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. RIDEOUT:

The kind of Canada that he
envisions 1is that strong, central
government that controls
everything out of the centre.

That 1is the kind of Canada that he
envisions.

MR. SIMMONS:

On a point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

A point of order, the hon. memher
for Fortune - Hermitage.

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!
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MR. SIMMONS: i
Mr. Speaker, knowing, Sir, your

insistence on dimpartiality, I am
sure you will want to ask the hon.
the Minister of Fisheries ko
withdraw the remark that he made
about trained seals, given the
incidence in the House yesterday
where I was asked to withdraw.

MR. RIDEOUT:
To that point of order.

MR. SPEAKER:
To that point of order, the hon.
the Minister of fFisheries.

MR. RIDEOUT:

Your Honour, I am totally in your
hands, as always, but I think the
record will show that I did not
call anybody trained seals. I
said, 'Speaking about seals.' The
accusation of trained seals camne
from the other side a day or two
ago.

MR. SIMMONS:
To that point of order,

MR. SPEAKER:
Te that point of order, the hon.
the member for Fortune - Hermmitage.

MR. SIMMONS:

The minister can squirm as much as
he wants on this as he is
squirming on the other issues. He
is shouting loud because there is
not very much substance to what he
is saying, but that 1s another
issue.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Ch, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please! Order, please!

MR. MORGAN:
You are all going.

MR. SPEAKER:
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Order, please!

MR. MORGAN:
One by oane.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. MORGAN:

All new candidates.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
(Inaudible).

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. member 1in *the back row
there, I have asked him three
times to be silent.

MR. MORGAN:
I am sorry, Your Honour,

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Mr. Speaker, I apologize too. It
was not just the member you
referred to, I am very sorry. I
take it all back.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Fortune -
Hermitage.

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr. Speaker, I thank the Premier
For his apology. But he will
realize he is in violation of the
dictum from his minister that you
should not apologize in this House.

Mr . Speaker, the point I raise is

that the minister cannot say
indirectly what he is not allowed
to say directly. I Was
specifically instructed by the
Chair vyesterday to withdraw Gthe
term "trained seals' as bheing

unparliamentary, and I ask that
the same rule be applied to him as
applied to me yesterday.

MR. SIMMS:

Mr. Speaker, to that point of
order.
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MR. SPEAKER:
To that point of order, the hon.
the President of the Council.

MR. SIMMS:

It 1is pretty obvious what has
transpired here in the last
fifteen minutes, The Minister of
Fisheries has been giving a superb
speech. He d1s burning them to
pieces over there.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMS:

He is tearing strips of them. The
Leader could not take it. He had
to swivel out of the House, or
skibble out of the House, whatever
it dis he does. The hon. member
for Fortune -~ Hermitage was not
euen in the House when the
so—-called comment was made and he
comes marreling in through the
backdoor, rushing up hopefully to
try to curtail the Minister of
Fisheries from finishing his
dynamic speech here today;, just to
kill +time, nothing wmore, nothing
less, The Minister of Fisheries,
I am sure, 1s quite capable of
addressing the point made by the
member for Fortune — Hermitage,
which 1is nothing but a point of
foolishness,

MR. SPEAKER:

To that point of order, I did hear
that comment made. I considered
it at that time and I do not think
it was referring to anyone either
directly or indirectly, unless
hon., member wish to consider it
that way. I do not consider it
that way, and there is no point of
order.

The hon. the Minister of Fisheries.

MR. RIDEOUT:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker,
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SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:

Mr. Speaker, yes, there has been a
lot of squirming in this House
this week. There has been a
tremendous amount of squirming
this week, but the squirming has
all been over there.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:

There have been all kinds of
apologies in this House this week,
Mr. Speaker, but the apologies
have been over there.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
And more to come.

MR. RIDEOUT:

More to come.

We are four days into the session,
Mr. Speaker, and you have a half
dozen or more apologies. from the
person who wants to be Premier of

Newfoundland. You have all kinds
of squirming going on 1in Lhe
Liberal caucus. They are
muzzled. They are kept douwmn.

They cannot get up and say what
they want to say.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOQUT:

They cannot smile. They cannot be
human in  Question Period, Mr .
Speaker. They want to get up and
go For the political jugular, hut
they are being hauled back over
there.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:
Mr. Speaker, this 1s Friday. The
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report cards will be done up this
afternoon.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:

Nobody wants an F on their report
card. In case any of them do not
want to go out of town without
getting their report card, Mr.
Speaker, I will adjourn the debate.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SIMMS:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Council.

President of the

MR. SIMMS:

Mr. Speaker, I would just like to
infForm hon. members on both sides
of the House what the House will

he dealing with next week. There
is a ‘very strong likelihood, I
suspect, that the Meach l.ake

debate may go on for a bit longer
than we had anticipated.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Absolutely, if I have anything to
do with it.

MR. SIMMS:

Nonetheless, next week, for
certain - the Premier, of course,
has an hour to conclude the debate
on the resolution. We must not
forget that possibility coming up
- we will be on Monday doing the
Interim Supply Bill which, I
believe, has been distributed. We
have given it to the hon. members
two or three days ahead of time,
by the way. In the past it had
always been given on the day of
the debate. So members opposite
will note the co-operation there,
We will be doing Interim Supply
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Monday and Tuesday, Private
Members' on Wednesday, and on
Thursday and Friday we will be
continuing with Meech Lake, and we
will 1likely be continuing with

Meech lLake, as I said, the
following Thursday and Friday,
too. There is a good possibility

of that happening.

In any event, Mr. Speaker, may I
take the opportunity, on behalf of
members on this side, to wish all
members opposite a happy and
enjovable weekend.

I mouve that this House adjourn
until tomorrow, Monday, at three
of the c¢lock and that this House
do now adjourn.

On motion, the House at 1its rising

adjourned until tomorrow, Monday,
at 3:00 p.m.
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