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The House met at 3:00 p.m.

MR. SPEAKER (Mc¢Nicholas):
Order, please!

Statements by Ministers

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Mr. -Speaker, on behalf of myself

and the Minister of Rural,
Agriculture and Northearn
Development (Mr. Power), and

indead on hahali of all the
membhers on this side of the House,
T am pleased Lo announce Lhalt a
unique happening has taken place
in khe Newfoundland Agricultuiral
Tndustry over the weekend.

is past weekend bthe Newfoundland
Fnviroponics Complex at Mount
Pearl shipped 1its first Joad of
cucumbers outside of the Province.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

The Complex now has four zones
producing. The weekend shipment
is the first of many tc he made to
the rest of North America.

Mr Speaker, fFor reasons of
competition I cannot release the
marketing arrangements at Lhis

time . However, the Newfoundland
produce has been well accepted and
a repeat order has already been
received, lo all those critics

and others who do not think this
Lhing is going Lo work, T have
news for them.

SOME_HON. MEMBERS:
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Gee that it

Hear, hear!

MR. WEILLS:

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon, the
Opposition.

Leader of Lhe

MR. WELLS:

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. -Speaker, we will bes«impressed
when we see the bottom line and
produces something
green below the bottom line, but
not bhefore.

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, pleasal

and 1 do not expect it Lo produce
any black ink below the bottom
line.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:

Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:

order, please! Order, please!

MR. MATTHEWS:

You will see our bottom line
before we see yours on your salary.

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!

MR. WELLS:

Mr. Speaker, you can sell anything
if you sell it cheaply enough and
youl A e prepared Lo compele,
There is no question about that.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

Anybody can do that. Rut we will
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be impressed -

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. WELLS:

We will be impressed, Mr. Speaker,
when we see Lhe boblom Jine and
see that 1t has not cost the
Faxpayers of  Lhis Province {he
money  that it appears at the
moment 1t 1s costing the taxpayenrs
of this Province.

I am not guite sure what the
Premier 1is talking about in this
statement when he says 'Tt was
shipped just this weekend and the
produce has been well received'.
I assume it wmust be samples or
something that was sent before.

MR. SIMMS:
Time 1is up.

MR. WELLS:

If it was shipped this weekend, T
do not see how it could be well
received hy the consumers. Tk
must bhe transmitted by electronic
bheams or somebhing Lo have reached
the market in that time. It will
be very interesking to see {he
bhottom line, Mr. Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. FENWICK:
Mr. Speaker.,

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

MR. FENWICK:

It is pretty difficult, Mr .
Speaker, to respond to the
statement. I think we have to be
the only Province 1in Canada that
continues to have these
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agricultural updates on one
particular project like this.

I am not sure, Mr. Speaker, why we
continue to gebt this. The project
is one that we have had a chance
o look at, we have had a chance
to do some 1investigation on, we
have had a Jook at some of Lhe
numbers, and personally I do not
helieve Lhat Lthe volume and the
price will hold up to the point
where we will he able to make
money on it, and I think that is a
bit of a Lragedy.

I do know that one of the things
we did predict, back on March 22,
when we went through the project,
was that the tomato production
looked very poor. I think within
three weeks after that time period
the tomato production ceased,
which indicated, i think, that
there are major problems with it.

That fact is, Mr., Speaker, we have
gone into this project, we have
put a lot of money in 1t, and we
have committed a lot of the, quite
frankly, credibility of Lhe
adiministration on the other sdide
on it. Personally, I think it was
an Lll-advised projeck and it will
prove to bhe that way six months,
eights months or & year From now.
The fact that any produce has left
Lhe Province is not really
significant. The fact is that we
sti1l have Lo see the bottom line,
and that will be. about a yvear from
now, and we will know at that time
how the thing operates.

MR. BARRETT:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Minister of
Development and Tourism.

MR. BARRETT:

Mr. Speaker, I amn delighted to
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announce to the House of Assembly
this afternoon the commencement of
Tourism Awareness Week in
Newfoundland and lLabrador.

Every year we set aside this week
to focus on the value of tourism
Lo our Province and to recognize
the ‘thousands of Newfoundlanders
and lLabradorians who make up their
living in the tourism industry.

Years ago, there was a prevailing
thought in this Province Lhat
tourism was some kind of cottage
industry which, while nice in its
own right, was not really all that
significant in terms of our social
and economic develaopment. Today,
I would venture to say thalt there
are very few Newfoundlanders and
lLabradorians who hold o thatl
antiquated theory.

In Ffact, our people are, day by
day, becoming more aware of Lhe
fact that tourism i1s one of the

most significant industiries i
this Province in +terms of both
employment: creation ancl the

generation of economic wealth.

All one has to do 1is travel
throughout this Province and talk
to our community leaders - the
town councillors, the fayors,
development officials, and others
- to see that they are excited
about the prospects and
opportunities presented by the
creation and development of a
tourism dindustry 1in  their areas.
They have come to this conclusion
because they see tourism as @
positive alternative which has the
potential Lo generale many neuw
jobs and new money for their local
communities,

A ot of the c¢redit Tor {this
renaissance of thought must be
shared, first wilth the far-sighted
leaders of our community who
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recognized the potential for
aconomic diversification presented
by tourism and have gone to great
lenglhs teo bring that message to
their people. I also believe that
the co~operative efforts of the
Provincial government, through my
department, and Lhrough Lhe
federal government and dts tourism
agencies, as well as through the
private sector through dits tourism
agency, the Mospitality
Association of Newfoundland and
lLabrador, are all vary much
responsible for this high level of
Lourism awareness in this Province.

Retween us, we have spent a great
deal of time and money in the last
decade i a joint effFort to
develop a top quality tourism
industry, as well a&as bo promote
and wmarket the Newfoundland and
Labrador Tourism experience, and
these efforts are starting to pay
of f in higy dividends.

lLast Y OAr, A4 A whole, e
entertained close to 300,000
visilors From outside of

Newfoundland and Labrador. These
people came by air, they came by
water and by road. They travelled
in c¢ars, in buses, trailers and
motor home caravans. They also
came by train into Labrador .West
and by boat dinto Goose Bay, and
they came by sailboat, from the
Northeast United States and from
as far away as Florida.

They bought crafts, they stayed in
hotels, and motels and hospitality
homes . They ate in aur
restaurants and bought gas. Thay
ook in boalb tours, and visited
museuns. and participated at the
Summer festivals and community
celebrations and contributed din
excass of $106 million new dollars
to this Province's economy.

Add to this, Mr. Speaker, the $230
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million spent by resident
Newfoundlanders and lLabradorians

who vacationed at home last year
and you get an accurate picture of
the total impact of ‘tourism in
this Province,

So, 1in essence, over $336 million
was spent on the tourism product
of fered by operaltors throughout:
Newfoundland and labrador.

This year e anticipale an
increase in all these levels of
visitation and tourist expendilture

Aas a result of our ambhitious
advertising and our marketing
campaigns “undertaken in the
Northeast United States,

throughout Central Canada and the
Maritimes, as well as locally here
in the Province, And, I wmight
add, Lthe excitement of Soireé '88
has certainly contributed greatly
to this ever dncreasing dinterest
in the Newfoundland and Labrador
vacation,

In 1988, the Department of
Development and Tourism has

increased the advertising budget
by $300,000 to a total amount of
1.8 million kthis year. And, as I
said, we expect to have even
grealter resultls and levels of
tourism expenditure as a direct
result of Lhis.

Already, we are getting some

posilive indications Lhat that
advertising and these other
promokions are  sltarting Lo  pay
of f. The level of enquiries we

have received via mail and through
our toll-free tourism dinformation
service, so far this year, have
increased by over 20 per cent
above laslt year's Figures. In
Fact, 1t 1s quite likely that we

will answer more than 100,000 such
enquiries this vyear. And, each

and every one of those people
represent potential future tourism
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husiness for this Province.

It wight seem cliché to say it,
but we are now only starkting to
scratch the surface of our true
Lourism potential. And it dis the
continued co—-operation of
government and the private sector
which will enable us to deliver a
qualily praoducl Lo these guarpr
increasing numbers of visitors.

jast. year, For example, both Uhe
Province and Lhe Federal
govarnmenlt provided $3.5 wmillion
in dincentive funding for private
sactor projects under the Tourism

Development Agreemant . This
leveraged $6.2 milldion in
additional private saecltor
irnvestment: in these same

projects. So, last vyear, through
the co-operative efFforts of
government and the private sector,
we generated close to $10 wmillion
in expenditures to impove our
tourism product, whether it he for
accommodations or an attraction or
the promotion of an event or
something else entirely, and 1t
illustrates very clearly to me
that we have adopted the correct
approach 1in  the development of
this dindustry in the Province, and
that: the public and Uthe private
sectors are together, and together
on the righl track.

Today we recognize Tourism
Awareness Week, Fully cognizant of
the fact that tourism awareness
and lLourisin developmenl are year

round responsibilities, and
possibililties. Ard Lourisn

awareness 1is every Newfoundlanders
and Labracdorians business.

Record numbers of tourists are
being compelled to visit ouy
Province. This Summer, each and

euery person in this Province
should consider Cthemselues a host
and make every effort to provide a
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high level of service and
hospitality to our visitors. l.at:
us work together and again deliver

the goods on Lkhe bhest vacalion
experience, on lifestyle, on

history and culbure available
anywhere in North America - the
Newfoudland and Labrador vacation
experience.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. KELLAND:
Mr.. Speaker,

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

MR, KELLAND:

I cdo not: K 1 Olat it it is
inadvertent, but I did not receive
a copy of Lhe statement, M

Minister. It probably got
misdirectead somewhere along ihe

line. Anyway, that s neither
hare or tLthere, T understand {he
statement as you read it and as
vou intended.

MR. BARRETT:
I sent it to your office before
lunch.

MR. KRELLAND:
Thank you, very much, Mr. Minister.

It was probably misdirected, as I
said.

I think, now that the Premier has
announded his cucumber awareness
week, the one that the Minister of
Development and Tourism (Mr,
Barrett) has announced is  much
more significant, and will he much
more significant, Lo our Province
than the project -

PREMIER PECKFORD:
L all helps.

MR. KEILLAND:
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Yes, indeed, it all does help, and
we will see the results 1in  the

next provincial election, T
suggasth Lo Lhe Premier, I

helieve, Mr. Minister, that you
are indeed on bLthe right track. e
discussed this somewhat in Lhe

gues Lions and Aanswers in Lhe
Estimates Committee and, as 1 said
at: that Lime, T Found Lihat

wherever possible the minister was
forthcoming with his information
and -indicated that he has a high

level of seeing Lhe tourism
industry developed in our

Province . 1 sbtrongly support
that, because I also believe we
have a vast potential.

I was given a figure some time
back which said For euery %1
million spent by <tourists, we see
seventy-Tfive Jobs created., The
minister may be able to confirm
thal, or figures +in Lhat areas, S0
in the fFfigures he was talking
about, nol just the dollars spent
in actual employment resulting
from tourism development and the
tourism industry, we have seen a
significant nuimmhei of Jjobs
directly related.

I also believe in the concept of
providing wmore Lraining in  the
private sector, I know the
minister made some announcements
just recently on that. I believe
more of that 1is needed. I would
personally like to see a greater
concentration of effort in the
Labrador part of our Province. I
suppose that is natural, in that I
represent one of the seats. I
would like to see somelbhing done
with respect to the ferries which

give Lourists access to our
Province . I would also 1like to

sae something done wilh the water
transportation, the ferries that
Lk e Lourists ongoing From the
Island of Newfoundland into
Labrador. Some of these are much
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less a standard than [ personally
would like to see.

I think the minister -+dis right in
giving credit ko a lot of
sectors. The business community,
probably 1in a lot of cases where
there are Lourism associations,
took over from dgroups that were
essentially volunteer. Credit
should be given, of course, to the
volunteers who have helped Lourism
g o in our Province, but
volunteerism can only g¢go so far
and then the private sector, the

husiness people, hau 10 faka
over, in that they are the
operators, those who will make
their 1diving from it. I have

experienced some of that iyself in
Labrador, and I know they do it in
other parts of the Province, have
done 1it, and will continue to do
SO,

I was also very interested earlier
in what the minister had to say
about a combined tourism/cultural
sort of conference or seminar that
will relate to Labrador and, no
doubt, to other parts of the
Province as well. The minister
can be assured and the government
can bhe assured that the Opposition
firmly and strongly supports any
initiative and any effort that
would bring more tourists to our
Province, and keep Lhem here
longer so they would spend more
monay, and khalt is what is s all
about . We do have a wvery vast
potential in Lourism,

MR. SPFAKER:
Order, please!

MR. KELLAND:

IF T may clue up, Mr. Speaker. Wa
have a vast potential, and if we
have things to sell thalt Florida
does not have to sell, then we
will sell the things we have in
tourism and let Florida sell what
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they have to sell. I think we
have a great potential, a great
fFuture in tourism. Thank you.

SOME HON, MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. LONG:
Mr. Speaker.

MR, SPEAKER:
The hon., the wmember for St.
Fast.,

John's

MR. LONG:

We also join with the minister in
acknowledging the significance of
tourism and development: . There
are a couple of points I would
Jike Lto make 1in response Lo this
statement. One is, the member for
Menihek (Mr. Fenwick) makes note
that on page 3 the minister talks
about visitors coming Lo Labrador
West by train. They also come by
the road now, from BRale Comesu,
which has heen finished. We
noticed with regret last week,
when the minister gave us a
package which we appreciated, to
sge the fine materials beding
produced by his department, that
the most recent map does not have
the road Ffrom Baie Comeau to lLab
City c¢learly marked on the map.
S50, we night bring that to the
minister's attention, hecause
aobhuiously Ethalt ds a very important
development that has taken place
in the last couple of years which
we want to promote to let visitors
he aware thalt {they can drive to
Lab West.

T might also say, Mr. Speaker,
that it s with soma irony T note
the minister's expression of
commitment Lo a partnership both
public and private, because this
is a wminister who, in some of his
other capacities, s quite proud
of the government's dnsistence on
allowing and encouraging the
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private sector to take the lead.
We saw that with the sale of
Newfoundland Hardwoods, and the
suggestion from the ministaer Uthal
anything the private sector could
do, governmenl: should get oubt of
the way and let it do 1it.

Of courses, Lhat philosophy does
not always make sense. It is not
always practical. And in the case
of tourism development and the
development of tourism potential,
it 1is, of course, critical that
there be government involvement,
both provincial and federal, to
assist especially the many small
business ~people who look to the
tourist season as the kay time of
year for them to be able to expand
their services and make a return.

So 1t makes a lol of sense, Mr.
Speaker, that the government have
a commitment to this partnership,
I know in my own district, here in
St John's, soma of the
programmes, including the private
seclor oemployment progranme that

government makes available to
small bhusiness operalors, are

quite important to the small
husiness people din Lthis cilty as
they Jook toward the Summer and
vacation time and bheing a parlt of
the tourist activity in this city.

I might also say, Mr. Speaker,
that we see a really important
need, and unfortunately Lhe
minister does not say anything
about dit, but I am sure he is
aware of Lthe need to develop a
training aspect in the service
industry particularly, that there
is @ need to promote education and
training within the tourist
industry so that the services are
provided 1in the wmost efficient

manner possible, andl where
services are underdeveloped, they
might ne e assisbance Firom

government,
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I might also say, Mr. Speaker, in
okther areas where +the governnent
is looking for support from the
Faederal governmaentl, such as roads
ancd highways, this ig also
critical Lo our success dn heing
able to wmarket ourselves as a
fully serviced Province.

Finally, M,
pleased Lo nole

Speaker, we are

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. LONG:
-~  Lhe mwinister mentions culture
and history, and we are glad to
see the first acknowledgement of
that by the minister.

MR. DOYLE:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon . the
Transportation.

Ministber of

MR. DOYIE:

M, Speaker, I would like Lo
inform hon. members of 1the House
that after careful consideration
government has decided Lo postpone
the enactment of the Driver's
Point Programne, whi ch was
scheduled Ffor dimplementation this
Spring.

This decision was wmade because
governmenlt was concerned that such
a system could be considered an
infringement on the privileges of
our people to hold a driver's
licence.

When Ethe need for a Points System
was initially brought o the
attention of govermmnenlt 1t was in
the form of a total driver
improvement systam, wheraly,
drivers who showed signs of
asltablishing a poor diriving record
were counselled and given ample
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opportunity to correct their ways
before being suspended. Howeuver,

we feel that  after careful
consideration, the programme,

which has been developed and
recommended for dmplementation, is
a little bit too punitive and it
doas not afford drivers adequatle
warning and aopportunity to correct

Lheir ways before being suspended.

Mr . Speakei, Lhis postponament
will @allow time for additional
study. It gives governmenl more
Lime to ASSeSS the existing
materials on the subject {i~om both
the point of view of the

affactiveness of such & system 1in
protecting the public, while also
allowing for a Further careful
study of tThe mechanisms necessary
Lo help drivers improve Lhedr
driving habits.

This 18 not to say that drivers'
raecords will not bhe wmonilored -in
the dinterim. The Registrar of
Motor Vehicles for the Province
continually monitors the driving
record of those whose history of
motor vehicle safety is
questionable, and he has the
authority to suspend a driver's
license 1if he or she continues to
drive 1in a manner dangerous to
public safety. ’

Mr. Speaker, the postponemenl -is
for an indefinite period and I am
not: prepared, at  +this Lime, Lo
indicate wihen in the Future
government will be in a position
Lo reconsider dmplementation of a
poinks programnme., Howevaer, T have
instructed my officials to once
again review the counselling and
education of drivers in the hope
that overall driver safebty will be

achieved without Lhe use of
punitive actions such as the

driver point system.

SOME_HON, MEMBERS:
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Hear, hear!

MR. GILBERT:
Mr. Speaker.

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

MR, GILBERT:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

I agree with the minister. It was
one of 1the concerns T had when I
read Bill 14, and it is one of the
arguments we were going bto make
about this, that again it seemed
o ha an example of the government
jumping dnto a situation before
they really knew what he
ramifications were going to be.
T seemed Lo dnflict Lhe point
system on the motorists of
Newfoundland without adequate time
for dintroduction. ‘Because, as I
undersltood -t when this bill was
coming in, dmmediately this Summer
we were going Lo pul in a point
system. I felt it was unfair, and
I am glad bthe minister saw the
error of his ways and corrected it
hefore the people of Newfoundland
were forced to be punished by it.

I would dimagine it has something
to do witkth the Ffact that the road
system 1in Newfoundland 1s not up
to Lhe standard it should bhe.
Trip Canada, I think, din their
study  last  year, sald bthal the
highways system 1in Newfoundland
WAG only aboult; 80 e cent
defective, so  that it would bhe
hard o {force drivers dnko sate
driving when the road ds barely
salfe Lo drive upon, and for this
reason, I think 1t was a good
reason.

I cdo think the point system should
be considered. I think that it
should be dimplemented, hut lots of
time and lots of warning should be
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given for motorists to be educated

to the situation that is
happening. and as the road is

improved, T Lhink this sysien
should be put in place.

MR, SPEAKER:
The hon. the mamber for Menehik.

MR. FENWICK:

M, Speaker, this is a very
puzzling Ministerial Statement. T
am looking over there at he
Minister of Tntergovernmanlal

AfFfairs who, on previous
occasions, has put out press

releases and other announcements
that this point system would be a
system which would save lives.
Maybe somewhere along the Tline the
Minister of Intergovernmental
Affairs could explain Lo us how a
system that could save lives last
year 1s now a punitive system on
drivers in this Province.

If, Mr. Speaker, the cutoff point
fFor a person losing their licence
comas too quickly, then maybe an
adaption of the point system is

more appropriate; instead of
having, d1if I  recall correctly,
Lhreo speaaeding tickels maans

Josing vour licence, maybe four is
more appropiriate. I do not know,
T am just suggesting it.

Rut, Mr. Speaker, 1 am really in a

quandry, haecause 3l 1.8 my
understanding that many other

Provinces 1in this country do havae
a point system 1in place, that the
point system has been effective in
locating dangerous drivers,
getting them off the road, and
making sure that our roads are
safer,

What I am saying, Mr. Speaker,
given this statement, 1s 1t is
vary difficnlt to know whether the
govermment 1s making & good move
ar not. Are they just responding
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to political pressure from
individuals who do not wank to see
it? Have they now +told us that

Lhe previous studies which
indicated this would make our
highay s sal ar Weaire incorrect?
Have they Found addeitional

informaltion herae, because, quite
frankly, this looks 1like another

axample of Lhe herky-jerky kind of

politics that we are getting from
this governmenil, where they pulb in
a particular initiative like, for
example, iFf I recall, wikh the
ATVU's, when they made dnsurance
mandatory on them and then later
pulled it off. This 1s another
example of the same kind of hasty
implementation of policy and then
the withdrawal of it later.

T would like Lo hear some answears
later on about why we are doing
this, Mr., Speaker.

MR. RIDEOUT:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Minister of Fisheries.

MR. RIDEQUT:

My, Speaker, T should dinform the
House that the following statement
e also being made al this time by
my colleague, the Minister of
Naoirthern Doevaelopmant (Mr. Warren),
who 1is attending a weeting of Lthe
lLabrador Inuit Assoclation
presently being held in Hopedale.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:
Mr . Speaker, I am pleased to
announce today that my department

is transferring ownership,
administration and control of our

fishing facilities barge, The
Labrador I, to the Labrador Inuit
Association for the nominal sum of
one dollar.
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SOME HON. MEMRRERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEQUT:

This barge was acquired by my
department din 1973 at a cost of
$140, 000 and was subsequently
upgraded at the Marystown Shipyard
at a . further cost of $200,000.
This barge has been positioned at
Smokey since 1974 for use as a
floating support facility for
fishermnen pursuing the fishery
along the Labrador coast each

year. The barge has provided
facilities such as washrooms,

showers, Jaundry - and mokile
telephones to fishermen working
all along the Labrador coast.,

My, Spaakear, mny departmenlt  has

recently constructed a modern
on-shore complex al. Smokay Lo

provide increased services to the
Labracdor Fishery. The labrador
Tnuit Association has requested
that they would like {o operate
this barge North of  Nain to
support Ehe  many Tnuit/lLabrador
fishermern who work 1in that area.
This facility will assist the
future development of the char
fishery and wmany of our obher
Northern fisheries. My
department, therefore, will be
relocating the harge, at our
expense, Lo & mutually agreed upon
location. '

The transfer of ownership of Gthe

Labrador I is on the
understanding that no subsidy will
he consideread if operating

diffFiculiies occur 1in  the Fulture
and  that the Province will he
given Lhe rdght of a "FHarel
refusal" 1in  the event that the
Labracdor Tnuit Associalbion Hs no
longer interested in operating
and/or intencd:s 10 sall the
Facility.

T believe the transfer of the
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Labrador I will provide a badly
needed support service to the
native fisherman who work 1in the
remote Northern area of Labrador
each summer and T am, Ltherefore,
very pleased to comply with their
regquestl.

SOME HON., MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

MR. W. CARTER:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the member For

Twillingate,

MR. W. CARTER:

Thank you, Mr., Speaker,

There is not too much, M,
Speaker, wae can  say  abhout  bhis

statement . For +the henefit of the
people in the House, maybe, who dao
not understand the purpose of the
harge ane  whalt 14 was intended
for, for years that bharge i I
suppose, das a home away from home
for a large number of Newfoundland
inshaore fishermen who Fished din
the Smokey area and who used the
barge as a support service, again
on which there were a number of
amenities that the fishermen would
avail of, such as those outlined
in the statement - washrooms and
showers and mobile telephones, etc.

Mr.  Speaker, bt did prouvide an
essential service, and I am glad
Fo sea Lhat bthe department has now
prouvided, I presume, a better,

nore moclarn service For
Newfoundland fishermen. It 1s

important now, especially with bhe
fFishermen getting more mobility,

heing abla o Lravel gre
distances, and with the deple
ol tha Pesorce and Lhetir

inability to catch any sizeable
quantilties of {ish c¢lose Lo the
Newfoundland Coast, a large number
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of Newfoundland fishermen now
travel to the Labrador Coast. T
know from my on riding in
Summerford, For examnple, lasl year
there were, I would think,
twenty—-five or Lthirty, or naybe
more, fishermen who left and went
Lo Labracdaer and Fished and, T.
might say, had a very successful
voyage . S0 T bhelieve that the
provision of these new services
now will be a wvery worthwhile
endeavour and something that the
T ishermnan of Newl onndland will
avall of.

Tt is -Amportant too, T think, thak
while we agree that transferring
ownership to the Labrador Tnuit
Association 1s another good move,
certainly these people, I think,
need that kind of a facility North
of Nain, where they fish, T think
the minister should keep an eye on
it and make sure that the barge is
bheing used for the best advantage
of the peaple to whom 1t ds now
being transferred. It would bhe a
shame to see thal facility which
cost government, I suppose, a
tokal of almost $500,000 over the
years, Jjust abhused or nol bheing
put to proper use. So I would
urge the mwinister to make sure
that it 1is being used properly and
that: 34, again, will be used for
the benefit of the people For whom
it ds dntended.

MR. SPEAKER:
Oorder, please!

MR. W. CARTER:

Yes . We support the statement,
Mr. Speaker. We see no problem
with it.

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

MR. FENWICK:
Mr. Speaker, we see this as a
policy on the part of this

.1957 May 16, 1988 Vol XL

government which we approve of,
and fthat s devolving wmore and

more responsibility on Lhe
Labrador Tnuil Association and the

Innu Associations, and providing
Fhem with more of the resources
they require in order to handle

their Ol Tives, e O
existence, their own business. on
this hagis, e w1 e gquibe

appreciative of this dnitiative.
We are hoping that it will make ‘it
easier for the Inuit fishermen on
Lhe Coasit +to be able bto pursude
their activities during the Summer
and, by all means, keaep up the
good worlk,

MR. SPEAKER:
I would like at this stage Lo

welcome e the gallery the
President of the Tourdsm

Association, Mp . John Tremblett
with his Executive Director Mr,

Joe Bernnetl,

SOMFE. HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

Oral Questions

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon . the
Opposiition.

Leader of the

MR. WELLS:

Mr. Speaker, I have a question for
the hon, +the Premier. Aearing in
mind Lthe comments over Lthe last
Few days of Premier Peterson about
his bheing prepared Lo consider

amencmants to the Meech lLake
Accord, and the previous comments
of Premier McKenna N New

Brunswick, and Premier Filmon and
Mrs. Carsbtairs in Manitoba, would
the Premier now agree Lo consider
amendments in  this House? Would
he consider amendments fraom here?

MR. SPEAKER:
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The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

No, Mr. Speaker, absolutely not.
We have no intention as a
government ., We signed a deal with
Lhe other provinces and with the
federal government, that deal had
certain checks and balances in it
and was agreed to on that basis.
Any change would, therefore, upset
the whole agreement from our point
of view and from a lot of other
people's points of view, other
provinces and so on. We signed a
deal, When T sign a deal, M-,
Speaker, that is the deal.

MR. STIMMS:
Hear, hear!

A wman of his word,

PREMIER PIECKITORD:

Mra. Carstairs, Premier Peterson
and Premier McKenna, withsltanding,
we have a deal, If in fact there
were to be any changes thalt would
mean going hack to the table
again, because a Tlobt of provinces
and leaders agreed to that deal
based upon ceriain balances thak
were built dinto the system. For
example, from our point of view,
not only was it i1mportant to see
that Quebec was an -integral part
of the Constitution of Canada, but
we were able to access, as &
result of the negotiations, futher

discussions related to shared
jurisdiction in the fishery.
Premier McKenna +1is against Lhat
completely, Newfoundland having
maore say over our Targest
industry. The whole agreement:

would be opened up and we would
have to go back to the table and

it would Lake yaears to put
anything together. T think this
i @ very dwmportant point, Tt s

not & question of safeguarding,
although SO0, aither Nalive
groups or women's groups, bhelieve
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that they are somehow now at
graaltaer risk than they were
hefore, even though a lot of legal
experis say thay are nob. It ds
not a question of tbthat, That ds
not he question, Tt ie &
gquestion that the whole agreement
will unravel bhecause within Uthe
negotiating process certain gives
and takes were made to various
provinces to get the agreement we
have now, and you would have to go
right back to square one 1if an
fact the agreement was opened,
No, Mr . Speaker, We have
absolutely no cintention of making
the slightest amendment to the
Maeach lLake Accord,. Tt was  an
agreement Lthat I entered intoe on
behalf of the Govermnent of
Newfoundland with the full support
ol my Cabinel colleagues, We
support it wholeheartedly and we
wanl Lo see il passed din bhis
House as quickly as possible.

MR. SIMMS:
A man of his word,

MR. W, CARTER:

Mr . Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. Ehe
Twillingate,

member for

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

MR. SPEAKER:

A point of order, the hon. the
member for Menihek.

MR. FENWICK:

It refers to the previous question
askad . T4 s oy understanding in
oral Question Period, under Rule
359 in  Beauchesne, Sackion 12,
"Questions should nolt anticipate a
dobate scheduled for the day, but

should be reserved for Lhe
debate. " Since this 1¢ on  the

Order Paper and scheduled for this
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afternoon, I would suggest that
that question was out of order. T
allowed the Premier Lo answer, but
I wasg afralid there would be a
supplementary so I thought it was
appropriate to raise that point of
order at this time.

PREMIFER PECKFORD:
To that point of order.

MR, SPEAKER:
To lhat point of order, the hon.
Lhe Premiar.

PRFEMIER PECKFORD:

On the surface it Tooks as +if the
member for Menihek has a good
point.,

Mr. Speaker.

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

MR, WELLS:
I disagree with the hon. member

fFor Menehik. Mr. Speaker, the
question was directed ai:
developments today. The Premier

has spoken, but whether or not
they will allow that debate is
another gquestion quile apart from
this debate in the House, It has
nothing to do with it

MR. SPEAKFR:

To that point of order, T am going
to consicder that matiter and T will
rule on it tomorrow.

The hon . the member for

Twillingate,

MR, W. CARTER:

Mr. Speaker, my question would
have gone to the Minister of
Finance (Mr. Windsor), but in his

absence T direct 1t o the
Minister of Fisheries (Mr,

Rideout) . It concerns the problem
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hbeing encountered 1in St. Lawrence
with respect Lo their Fish plant

up there. A delegation came to
St John's Jast weaek, and I

believe met with the Minister and
the member flfor the districk and
the Minister of Finance. I wonder
canm  tthe minister tell Lhe House
and the people of St. Lawrence
what. plans does he have for rthe
re—opening of that fish plant?

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

MR. RIDEOQUT:

Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman 1is
correct, First of all, let me go
back a Tittle hil  further than
just the last day or two of last
weaelk., As a matter of fact, Ny
colleague, the Minister of Career
Developiment (Mr, Matthews), Lhe
member for LaPoile (Mr. Mitchell),
the MP for the area, Mrs. Ting and
a number of her lawyers,
accountants and other employees,
met at Mrs. Ting's request of two
or three weeks ago to analyze Lhe
present financial situation of her
whole operation, not only the St.
Lawrence operation, hut Port aux
Rasques and Rose Blanche as well,

Gouvarmnant is din  Lhe process of
considering a financial request
From Mers. Ting that hopefally will
address some of her problems, In
Ihe conbext ol Sl Lamrence,
government authorized the Minister
of Finance and my colleague, Lhe
Minister of Career Developmenlt and
Aduanced  Studies, Lo wmeel with
Mrs. Ting and her officials on

Fraiday pasl . They did. I
understand that some further
information has beean requested
from her accountants, and

hopefully Lhat information will be
forthcoming today, so that over
the next day or two we can address
a financial package that will
positively impach an the St.
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Lawrence operation,

MR. W. CARTER:
A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

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

MR. W. CARTER:
Mr. Speaker, the minister 1in his

reply made reference Lo Mrs .
Ting's plants din Port aux Basques
and I believe Rose Blanche, I

wonder can he tell the House are
these plants in similar trouble?
Will they be permitted to operate
this year, or will they bhe facing
Lhe same fate as the St. Lawrence
plant?

M, Speaker.

MR, SPEAKFR:
The hon. the Minister of Fisheries.

MR. RIDEOUT:

Mr. Speaker, the financial request
Trom Mirs . Ting s an
all encompassing one. It would
inclnde  Financial assislance, if
government approves 1it, to all of
her operations, Eldorado Seafoods
as weall “s the St. lLawrence
operation. nt the mowment:, of
course, the hon. gentleman will be

aware that Port aux Basques and .

Rose Blanche have moved beyond the
Winter fishery stage and are
presently not operating. The
inshore fishery ds about to begin
in St. Lawrence, so that problem,
while I do not want Lo say more
pressing, is more immediate in the
sense that St. Lawrence is aboul
ready Lo open.

The other difficulties at Rose
Blanche and Port anx Basques are
being addressed as part of the
same  package, At the mowment thosae
operations are not operating but
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51, Lawrence-. neoeds to  know over
the next few days whether they are
going to be able to operate.

MR. W. CARTER:
A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

A final supplementary.

MR. W. CARTER:

Mr. Speaker, I take 1t then from
the minister's reply that the 200
or 300 people who would normally
be employed in that plant, plus
the fishermen it will serve, can
pretty well take it for granted
that the plant will be opening up
certainly in time for the fishing

SEASON. Do T Tl ik Lo he
correct that the plant will be

opening up soon?

MR. RIDEOQUT:
Mir. Speaker,

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

MR. RIDEOUT:

Well, M™Mr. Speaker, I am nobt sure
that. we can definitely say Lhat
you can take it for granted. What
T can repeat Lo the hon, gentleman
is that we are hopeful bhefore the
day  1is, over Mrs. Ting and her
principals will be able to provide
the government with some financial
information that we need in order

to bhe able to make an intelligent
and responsible decision on her
request., We cannot be fiscally
irresponsible, of course, that
wold not  be right. S0 wWe are

hoping that we will have that
today and if we do get it and we
are satisfied with the dinformation

Lhat is Forthcoming, then
government has already authorized
the Mimister Of Fimance, Lhe
Minister of Fisheries, and the
Maini s Ler of Davelopment and

Tourism (Mr. Barrett) to respond
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in an appropriate manner to the
request.

MR. KELIAND:
Mr. Speaker.

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

MR. KFEILILAND:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

T would Tike Lo direct a guesiion
to the Premier. I wsk the Premier
could he could tell the House if
government has given or undertaken
1o give any further Toan
guarantees or any olther financial
assistance to the Sprung Project
since the $2 million loan
guaranbtee For operating a { e
weeks ago?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
No, Mr. Speaker.

MR. KELILAND:
Mr. Speaker, a supplementary.

MR. SPEAKER:
A supplementary, the hor. Fhe
member for Naskaupi.

MR. KELLAND:

The $106,000 thai is being claimed
by Tors Cove Fxcavating, is that
being disputed by the company or
is 4t simply because Lthe company
probably does nol have sufiiciaent
funds to meet this obligation?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon., the Premier,

PREMIER PECKFORD:

No, no. There ds a dispute on
hetween Mr, Sprung and the Tors
Cove Company over a written legal
agreement between the two, and it
has to be interpreted, T guess, by
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the courts.

As I understand it, it ds @&
weitten agreement that 16 in
dispute.

MR. KELILAND:

MK, Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

A final supplementary, the hon.
the memher for Naskaupi.

MR. KELLAND:

So it is not that they do nol have
sufficient funds, since you are
indicaling that Lhey do have funds.

T would Tqike bto ask kthe Premier 1is
construction of the facilily now
complele? TF 4l dis nol, how much
remains? For that which remains,
does the company have enough funds
in place to complete the job?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

T cannot give that off the top of
my head. It must be close Lo 98
percent or 99 percent complete, if
not 100 percent complete at this
point -in time. I have not got an
update as of today, but I know
consiruction 1s 95 percent plus
complete at this point, The
operation s now  well up and
running. I do not know how many
are on  right now din operations,
but there must 110-120 if not more
people hirad,

As a matter of facl, they got into
a problemn Tast  week and L e
problem was bthat they did not have
enough people hired to Lake care
of the dincreased production that
is ococurring out Lhere,
Production is increasing at @
Lremendous rale, way above what
anybhody anticipated in the figures
that were done at the beginning,
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and  that ds why we could do onw
export a Jlittle bit earlier than
we  thought we could it. Bo it fis
somewhere around 95 percent or
more completed,

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

MR. FENWICK:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

My questions are for the Minister
of Justice (Ms. Verge) and they
have to do .with the election
statistics report released by the
Chief Electoral Officer for 1987.
In his preface to the report he
makes a number of observations,
most of which are by ways of
criticisms of the way din which
elactions are held under Lhe
current election legislation and
the Eleckors List especially.

My gquestion to the minister is
bhis: Given that Lhe Chief
Electoral Officer points out that
over 20 percenl had Lo sworn in -in
the elections held din St. John's
Fasi FExtern and Windsor-Ruchans,
and over 30 percent had to be
sworn in din Sk, John's Fast in the
previous one, will the minister
agsure s  lhat Lhe emmeration
which has been budgeted For will
be undetaken HAmmediately, so bhal
if an election 1is called this year
the Tists, which were c¢learly out
of date back in 1986-1987, will be
brought up to date prior to any
election call?

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

MS UERGE :
Mr . Speaker, I have already
assured hon ., memhers, and the
general public through the news
media, that I he Department of
Justice, through the Chief
Electoral Off-cer, will carry out
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a Province wide anumeration of
electors this year, In the

Fatimates of  the Department of
Justice, which we have all been

dealing wi. L, Lhare 1 A
provigion of about $600,000 for
that purposae, That will bhe spent

in  this fiscal vyear so we will
have a complete, up-to-dalte volers
list in advance of the next
aleclion,

MR. FENWICK:
A supplementary, Mr. Speakar.

MR. SPEAKER:

A supplemaentary, the han . the
maember for Menihek,

MR. FENWICK:

The original question asked when
that would occur.  Mayhe she can
give an answer to that when she
answers this supplenentary.

The Chief Electoral OFfFicer also
indicated in the preface a number
of areas where our legislation i1s
vary weak, those having to do with

MR. SPEAKER:
Orcer, please!

MR. FENWICK:

My question to the minister is
this: Considering that the Chief

Electoral Of ficer has indicated
three or four sections of

legislation which are very weak,
requiring a whole abundance of
extra polls all across the
country, denying, quite Frankly,
the wmilitary the right to vote
when they Tive -+in Gander and so
on, will the minister give us some
AssUrance Lhat there will bye
repairs to this Elections Act
prior to this session ending, I
would assume, in the next five or
¢ix weeks?

MR. SPENKER:

No. 37 R1962



The hon. the Minister of Justice,.

MS VERGE:

M, Speaker, I have answered
similar questions posed by the
member for Menihek befaore. I have
sald that the government, as a
whole, is considering various
recomnendations, including the one
from the Committee chaired by the
member  For St. John's North for
new elections Jlegislation. When
the governmenl:, as  a whole, s
prepared Lo move with a new bill,
it will e prasentad Lo he
Housea We are trying bto approach
Lhis task din a comprebhensive way
and to study the experience of
othar Jurrisdictions and
incorporate the hest elections
Tegislation Features of other
jurisdictions in a new act for our
Province.

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

MR. SPEAKER:
A fHinal supplementary, Ehe hon.
the member for Menihek.

MR. FENWICK:

Mr, Speaker, T keep on getting the
same answer every time I ask the
question,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
You keep asking the same question.

MR. FENWTCK:

It 1s c¢lear that we have a wvery
poor pilece of legislation which
denies people the right to vole.
My queslbion Lo the winistaer cis
this: Will vou assure us thal we
will have @ new Elections  Act
before this seasion of tLhe
Legislature finishes in June? Yes
or no!

MR. SPEAKER:
The horn. the Minister of Justice,
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MS VYERGE:
No. Mr. Speaker, I have said that
a number of times. ;

MR. BAKER:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER;
e hon. the member for Gander.

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

I was very interested in Lhe
Premier's statement today and, in
light of the fact that he has in
the  past  said  that  the Sprung
greenhouse would supply
Newloundland needs and then supply
needs all over  North America,
talking in  terms of  f+ifty more
units, I would Tike to ask Lhe
Pramiar i, seeing he Ias
announced one shipment, he would

FA1 s in on sales in
Newfoundland during the last
couple of months, A general

comment on how the sales have been
going because io assume the
Newfoundland market by now must bhe
saturated before we would start
shipping out . So would the
Premiar make a comnent on Lhat,
please?

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

T can only say bthat the sales have
just been absolutely outstanding
araound the Province.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear! .

PREMIFER PFCKFORD:

Abhsolulely ot s tanding! ro
preface what T am going Lo say
nexl., T could s land ko e

corrected, but I can say bthis with
some degree of certainty, although
I have not S@Een the number
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specifically in the Jast week or
so, bhut -

MR. W. CARTER:
Why are you not smiling?

PREMIER PECKFORD:

We will smile &1l fhe way to fhe
hank over the next year and a
hatf, T tell yon, and we will

smile all the way to Lthe ballot
hox as well. Rut:, Mr. Speaker, a
lot of people are going to eat an
awful lot of cucumbers Lo swallow
this one.

We are close to having sold in the
Newfoundland market to date, since
January, more cucumbers to
Newfoundlanders and Labradorians
than was ever done before in a

whole year. In other words, in
less than five months, we have
sold more cucumbers in the

Newfoundland markek than WA S
traditionally sold +in a whole year
in  Newfoundland. We are gelling
close to thatl. What we have done
18 created a RF:IY markel, an
expanding markel .

S0, Mr. Spaaker, things are going
very, very well, and whether the
markel 4G saburatoed ‘in
Newfoundland yet or not 1is a good
question. T do nol. know. T stdill
think that there is more thalt can
he sold here, Production i
happening at such a rapid rate oul
Lhere. We have had sONe
hydroponic 1lighting experts from
around the world ouk there, who
had to stay extra days to take a
look at what is going on out there
because they cannot believe it,
the same  way as hon. maemhers
cannot helieve 1t

MR. SIMMS:
Or will not:.,

PREMTER PECKFORD:
You know, 1t is like Newton, when
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the apple hit on his head and he
Came up wi th graviiy, and
Copernicus and Galileo and a few

more, same of whom got
ex—commnunicated and all the rest
of il I guess we are into the

same kind of thing in 1988. There
are a lol of people who will not
helieuve, but the doubters are
hacoming Tess and  the wmarkel s
becoming hetter.

SOME. HON. MFEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BAKER:
A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the member for Gander. A
supplementary.

MR. BAKER:

Sir, when 1is the Premier going to
carry through on his promise to
let  us have a look at this
tremendous  Facility,. and will he
table the week-hy-week statistics
in the Housa? It ia @ very
important figure.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the Premier,

PREMIER PLFCKFORD:

Well, T do not know if T will
table the week-bhy-week statistics,
bt anylime  any  wmoemnber opposite
would like to visit the facility,
as of Lthis wmoment T would welcomne
them to the facility to see it. I
would Tike for all of you Lo see
it, especially now. I would Tike
for the Leader of the Opposition
(Mr. Wells) and the member for
Menehik (Mr. Fenwick) also to take
the opportunity to go back again,
hecause T do not Ethink you will
actually believe what has happened
in such a short period of Lime,
the kind of production that has
happenead . Tt dis way above
anything that we even put in our
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predictions for a break even
point. So, you are welcome.

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

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

MR. BAKER:

I watched the cucumbers with
interest. They started oulb big,
round, and firm. Lately, it seems
to me they have become smallaer and
more gnarled, and that suggestion
had been made to me. Wonld 1he
Pramier guarantee the House, as
well Ag Lhe peapla of 1 he
Province, that the same kinds of
sbhunted growth and deformities ara
not showing up in the greenhouse
hare as showed up in their Calgary
greenhouse?

MR. SPFAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

PREMTER PRECKFORD:

The hon. member will see that
himself. What +1is happening is we
are gearing to the marketplace.
There -+s 1in Newfoundland today,
because of the enlarged market, a
demand, from some families and
individuals who shop, for smaller
cucumbers . Some like the bhig ones
and some like the small ones. I
take it the hon. member for Gander
Jikes the small ones. I, Mr.
Speaker, prefer bthe large ones.

MR. BAKER: .
Do you prefer money?

PREMITER PECKFORD:

No, T do not. TF the hon. member
wants Lo pnt his bank account on
the table with wmine, I think that
he will outshine e any day of the
weeak, and T am willing to do it.

MR. BAKER:
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Mine is spent.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Yes, mine s too, TF the hon.
member wants to say, as a quip,
Fhat T have more money, then I am
willing to put our two accounts on
the table, and T think he will
prove to have more money than me.

MR. S(MMS:
How ahbout Mr. Wells?

PREMIER PECKFORD:

That, s  another mabter. It he
would like to do that, then that
s Fine, Rt there is now three
or fFour different grades of
cucimbers being  prodiced ab the
Sprung facility to respond Lo the
markaoi, What happaened -in Calgary,

as the hon. member well knows, is
that 46 was  on  an  oil rafinery
site, It has heen proven by
indapaendeant consullbants  From
universities and From other oil
companies. The c¢ity of Calgary
has admitted it There is ne
quaestion about shunted growth

here, Mr . Speaker. It is a
question of different varieties,
sizes of cucumbers, to meet the
market demand that the people 1in
the Province want and no doubt
will want oukside the Province,

T would welcome bLhe hon. member or
any members opposite to the
facility whenever they wankt to go
out, 1in the next few days or the
next few weeks, at any btime. I
would love for them to see it.

MR. SIMMS:
You have to check your firearms at
the door.

PREMTIER PECKFORD:
Tt is¢ just gorgeous, M-,
jusl gorgaons!

Speaker,

MR. DECKER:
Mr. Speaker.
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MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for the Strait
of Belle Tsle.

MR. DFCKER:

My question s Lo Lthae hon. the
Minister of Social Services (Mr.
Tobin), Mr. Spaeaker, who seems to
be enjoyving the Sprung as much as
the rest  of  the Province, The
flon. mindister will know. that there
ig no Formal detoxification caeantrae
in St. John's for women. Unlike
[ hve Ministar of Haealth (Nr.
Collins) T am sure the Minister of
Social Services knows the facls as

they really are. I want to ask
the minister what aclion he has
taken to ensure that women are

given access to detox centres?

MR. TOBIN:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the
Services.

Minister of Social

MR. TORIN:

Mr . Speaker, as it relates to the
queslkion put Forward by the hon.
gentleman, T have to be truthful
wilth  him and say thatt T am nok
aware of what he is talking about,
and T wotl Fake il nnder
advisement and report back to him
as  to what, 4F any, aclion has
heen taken,

SOMF. HON. MEMRBERS:
Oh, oh!

MS VERGFE: .
Me ANDDC comes under Health.

MR. TORIN:

That s right, Yas, that is
true. The department responsible
for the ADDC, the Alcohol and Drug

Dependency Commission, comes under
the Department: of Health, It
would be the Minister of Health

who would be responsible. And he
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would probably he Lhe mos b
appropriate one to answer your
question,

But as it relates to my

department, we do  not
programmes for that. I
sire Af  the hon. member
of that or not, Ehat
COMme under hoe
Health and not the
Saocial Services.

SOME_ _HON., MEMBERS:

Haear, hear!

MR. DECKER:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon.
of Relle Tsle.

MR. DECKER:
Tt Ls my understanding
Alcohol and Drug
Commission came

have any

am not

s aware
that
Depairtment.  of

Department. of

does

the member for the Strait

Ehat  the
Dependency
Lnder the

Department of Social Services, hut

I will go after the
Health, who seems to -

MR. SIMMS:

That  was nots  menkioned

newspaper article, I guess.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, pleasal

T did spoak
people who
article, and

i h
were
they

Ome
guoted

salcd it

Minister of

LN he

of the
in Lhe
ie  the

Department of Social Services. It

is mustk he & recent change.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. DECKER:

The fack of the mather
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Speaker, the problem still exisls
and it ds a government problem. I
ask the Minister of Heallh, since
i1 dis  obuious Lhat the minister
has not  placed enough emphasis
upon the problem that women are
having wibth alcoholism, will the
Minister of Health explain why
alcoholism has been given such a
low priority, and what action does
he intend Lo take to address this
problem in a more meaningful way?

Now it has been proven according
to the press that women are not
gelting this service.

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

DR. COLLINS:

Mr. Speaker, we have done girite @&
hit, perhaps nolt as much as we
will do or poerhaps not so mich as
people would Jike us to do, but we
have done guite a bit on bhe abuse
of alcohlol situation. Tt was this
govarmnient: Lhal:  brought in the
ADDC, the Alcohol and Drug
Addiction Commission.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

DR. COLLINS:

And e have hranch offices
throughtout the Province and in
Labrador where Ehere is

information available, they are
stafFfed to meet with the various
groups and so on. In addition to
Fhat, we have funded Talbobt House,
which is run by St Clare's
Hospital, which is not A
Full-fledged detoxification centre
in terms of a total service, but
is the so-called drying out type
of facility, which has heen very
useful, and dit ds used by maen and

WOTNEn . T addition ko that we
have funded people going to

speacializad Facilitlies o0 the
madinland, particularly din Ontario,

1.1967 May 16, 1988 Yol X1

Downsview T think it is called. In
this budget, as hon. members know,
we have put in money to start a
provincial centre, not a West
Coast Cantre, at Ehe Wesbarn
Memorial hospital in Corner
Brook. So, we have done a lot.

MR. DECKER:
A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

A final supplementary, the hon.
the memher for the Strait of Belle
Isle.

T do nok know +9fF the wminister s
deliberately pretending not Lo

understand Lhe  gquestion. T  am
concerned with discimination of
WOINE N . I know about Talhobt House

and this sort of thing, bult why is
fhe minister continuing
discriminating against women with
this  problen? The Corner Brook

centre s a regional thing, but s
the ministar considering
geography? He talks about Toronto
wilth a big popnlation within a ten
mile radius, but 1s the Corner
Rrook cenlre going bto bhe the only
answer he is going to offer, or is
he going Fo consider geography
when he developes the centre in
Corner Brook?

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

DR. COLLINS:

Mr.  Speaker, as [ explained it
will not be the other centre but
it will be the only facility where
there are in-patients, shall we

say, or resident. facilities of a
very high tech, a very extensive
type of nature. e  Fact  that
there dis only one in the Province
Ls not o unnsnal., T Ihink there are

only twoe or three 1in the whole
province of  Ontario, where they
have @ population of eight or ten
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million, or whatever it is. You
do not need many of these centres,
but you need one very highly
developed centre and we will have
it din this Province, There is
another centre dn Labrador, at
Northwest River, which 1is funded
by the federal govermient and s
operated by the | TA there. They
have a  somewhalt  similar  bype of

centre hut that is not &
provincial cinitiakivae, I think
that the effects of this centre in
Corner Broaok Wil he et

throughout the Province. They
will develop raesident seruvices and
they will then develop
sophisticated ambulatory and
family services, and these will
Lhen be exhibited throughout the
Province through the branches that
I have mentioned that we already
have in place, through the ADDC.

MR. EFFORD:
Mr. Speaker.

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

MR. FEFFORD:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, my question 1is also
direcled to Lhe Minister. of
Healtlh, I would ask the minister
i he wonld confirm a statement
made by the Administrator of tLthe
Heallh Sciences Cenbre Tlast week,
when she sald very c¢learly that
Lhe hospital was operating almost
entirely on an emerdency and
urgent  basis? The minister said
on Friday that he would check that
out: and report bhack to the House.
Would the minister care to clarify
that?

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

DR. COLLTINS:
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Mr . Speaker, I have had the
opportunity to get some
information on that. Let me first
say, though, Ethalt there are three
types of admission to hospitals,
generally speaking. There +1s the
elective Lype, the urgent or acule
type, shall we say, and then khere
is the emergency type. Now, what
the administrator of the hospital
said - this Wa s an
of f-lthe -top-of -the -haad responge
to a question at an dnterview -
MAS " are operating almost
entirely on the basis of urgent
and  emerygency. ! 50 that means
that. . they are not operating
largely on the basis of eleckive.
So it dis the elective side, shall
we  say, nol  being servicad as
much as 1in normal circumstances.

I have some figures here on
emergency admissions. In 1986, 43
per cent of admissions to the
Health Sciences Complex were
emergency; 1in 1987, 53 per ceént;
and in 1988, up to the presant
time, 55 per cent; and for the
monkh of April ofFf 1988, 54 per
cent. So you can seea that
throughout 1987 and to date in
1988, the percentage of emergency
acmissions is  not changing all
that much. I do not,
unffortunately, at  kthis point in
time, have Lhe percentage for the
non -emergency bt urgent  and  Lhe
non-emergency bhut elective.

T think that it would e &
misinderstanding to think that the
Health Sciences Complex is
operating on the basis of only
emergency admissions. There are
olher types of acdmissions going on
there. At least 46 per cent of
all admissions dare non-emergercy
admissions at the present time.

MR. EFFORD:
A supplementary, Me. Speaker.
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MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Port de
Grave, a supplemantary.

MR. EFFORD:

Mr. Spealer, Jlast year Uthere were
thirty-seven beds closad two weeks
earlier than had been anticipated
by kthe Department of Health, and
at that time Dr. Hawkins, Dr,
Wright, and Dr. Miller, and the
administrator -~

MR, SPEAKER:
Order, pleasel!

This +ds a supplementary. Would
the hon. member pose his question?

MR. EFFORD:
Yas, Mr. Speaker.

—~ of  the hogpital sant  oul &
memorandum to all the hospitals
arotnd  tha  Prouince saying thak
they could not do elective surgery
and  that they conld only take
amergancies .

GOME_HON., MEMRBERS:
Question.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, pleasel

MR. EFFORD:

Would ‘the minister, +then, since
there were only thirty-nine beds
closed last vyear and they could
not do any elective surgery
whatsoevear and they even had
emergency patients waiting in the
corridors, say that it is going to

be aven worse this year? In fact,.

they are c¢losing some fifty-plus
heds at he Heallh Sciences
Complex and they are not going to
e able even Lo do  emergency
surgery.

MR, SPEAKER:
The hon. the Minister of Health.
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DR. COILLINSG:

Mr. Speaker, I have just given the
igures, T hope the media pick up
the figures that I am giving,
hecause they are correct ones that
we got directly from the Health
Sciences Complex, and they do not
pick up any spurious figures and
craeate unnecessary concern around
the Province,

Last year, in 1987, 53 per cent -
thig. 1s For the whole year -~ of
admissions to the Health Sciences
Complex were emergency . This
year, to date, 1t 1s 55 per cent,
virtually Ehe  sane., There has
been no increase in the proportion
of  emergency acdmissionsg at  Lhe
Health Sciences Complex, thils year
{0 dale, over Jlast year. T bhink
that somehow or other the hon.
member s giuving out some Figures
that the media wmisunderstands as
showing thal there 95 & worsening
situation there. The figures T
have just given show thalt that s
not the case.

MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!

The time For Oral Queslions has
elapsed. :

Notices of Motion

. DINN:
. Speaker,

zrz
I

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

MR. DINN:

Mr. Speaker, it dis  the Annual
Report of Mineral lLicences and
Mining Leases For the year April
1, 1987 to March 31, 1988,
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Petitions

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

MR. KEILILAND:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

T have a petition, signed by 145
rasidenks  of  Chiurchill Falls in
Naskaupi District. The wording is
similar Fo  earlier ones T have
presented, and it deals with the
road  hetween  HMappy Valley -Goose
Ny and Churchill Falls, Tn
aeffect, the residenis on boih ands
of the road are looking for
additional funding, other han
just  the pregular maintenance of
$100,000 or $150,000, T balieve,
which 1s spent euvary year in
routine maintenance which s  far
from adequate. Generally speaking
they are looking for an upgrading
of the road itself, you know, some
substanktial money being put  in
other than other the regular
maintenance that we have been
having for the past few years of
the $100,000 to $150,000,

In particular, [ would Tike to
bring +to the attention of the
Minister of Transportalion Lhe
immediate need for some work to
skart on the road now, and this ‘s
in the  Jine of  annual regular
mainkenanca over  and ahove Lhe
aspect that the petition is
calling For., Just prior Lo conring
into the House I was contaclted by
some raesidents in Chorchill Falls,
and wlso in  Happy Valley-Goose
Bay, and +there are a manher of
people on bhoth ends of the road,
parkicnlarly +in the morae Hisolakad
Churchill Falls community, who
wonld Tike Lo be able +to ifrauvel
down to Happy Valley--Gouaose Bay as
goon as possible.

This will save me a telephone call
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to the winister or deputy winister
- I would like to ask the minister
when he pises to speak to this
petition, as he no doubt will, if
he would have his officials take
an immediate look at the Churchill
Falls road, because T believe Lhat
there are some washouts. We get a
number  of  minor washouts every
year, but I was told about one
around the Pope's Mill area, and
people from Happy Valley-Goose Bay
are _currenlly driving as Ffar  as
Pope's Hill hut cannot go any
Further hecanse of that particonlar
washout, and there may be some
athers bthat nead immediabe repair,

The people in  Churchill Falls,
after a very long winter of
isolation, are wvary, very &mcious
Lo get on the road and come down
to Happy Valley -Goose Ray, and the
number of different reasons I was
given dncluded the fact that they
wanted to do some shopping, get
some needed -tems; some vehicles
are going to be traded in. There
is  that aspect of commerce when
you establish the 1link each year,
as yon reopen the link each year,
SO I would like to ask the
ministaer to give consideration Lo
that immediate request from my

district, that some work would
start right away to both ends of
the road, . Tn Lhe opinion of the
people T spoke to, a loader could
accomplish +the Filling-in of Lhe
washouts, the Spring runofF
washouts, And i we  could have

some equipment go up  from the
Happy Valley -Goosae  Bay  aend, no
doubt, as idin previous years, Lhe
iminister  could make arrangements
for equipment to come down from
Fhe Churchill Falls end and Fix up
these areas, washouts and things

Tike Lhal, Lhat woild parmit
travel right away. I say that

dndtially . T would like to have a
response from him today, so that T
could dinform bthe people who make
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Lhe calls 0 e what his
intentions are in that regard.

put further than that, in my final
remarks in relation o Lhis
particular petition, Mr. Speaker,
it would seewm that the gouvaermnent
has Lo take a responsible position
on bthe Churchill Falls road. We
can  Nno Jonger get along with
sinply the rout-ine maintenancas
that occurs auary year, In
eFfFack, there +dis only one toltal
grading of that road for the whole
season and, generally speaking,
that is completed in the Fall, in
September, ar something Tike
that . The total grading is
finally done by September - Lkhe
previous Minister af
Transportation would probably
confirm that, as well -~ and that
thal: is nol Lhe right Lime to havae
it done.

Somewhare govermment would havae Lo
first of all upgrade the road, put
more 111 on the roads din areas
that are pretty well down to
bedrock now and upgrade some of
{he culverts that have not
received attention, to bring bthe
road "up to a standard equal - at
Jeast equal - +to Lhe road betwaeen
Churchill Falls and FEsker, which
nobody  complainsg about bhecause it
is a fine gravel road on which you
can drive the regular speed Timit
and so on, bring it up to an
acceptable standard, W o) Ehe
standard that the two or three new
bridges are, and from bthen on have
a meaningful annual
programne that will permit people
to travel comfortably on a gravel
road for the entire season.

Thaere are a number of bh1and
curves, as WwWe have mentioned on
earlier occasions. There &re A&
number of areas where the
undergrowth, euven thongh some work
was done on  that Jlast year, 1is
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growing in quite c¢lose to the road
and making visibility vary
diFfFicnTi, T see il as a very
serious safely hazard 0on Lhat
road, and it s only through the
grace of God, 1 suppose, Lhat
somaelhing really saerious has nob
vet happened bhecause of Torward
visihildity, the blind curves and
the conditions of road.

So I would ask the minister to
give consideration to the overall
upgrading, the permanent solution
Lo the road, bub, in Lthe meantime,
I would ask that he would respond
o khe requast Lhat I have
received today, to get the road
open now, so that the people can
travel bhack, as their requests
indicate they want to do.

MR. LUSH:
Mr. Speaker.

MR, SPEAKFER:

maintenance .

The hon. Lhe member Tor Ronavista
Naorth,

MR. LUSH:

Tt gives me a great privilege to
support the peltition so ably and
competently and efficiently and
effectively preaesantad lay the
member for Naskaupi, and related
o A ino st dimporbant project:,
namely, the upgrading ofF the

Churchills road . I Elink the
reguest made by the member,

certainly a most reasonable one,
almost 1in two parts, asking for
imnediate repair and upgrading now
so that the roads can be used
immediately, then, in the long
term, more substantive and major
construction so Lhat the people of
this area, Churchill Falls and
Goosae Ray, CEn have the
transportation link that ds¢ so
vital for the area,

Mr . Speakaer, T am sure, will agraee
that probably one of the wmost
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effective means of creating unity
and the sense of belonging to an
area, bhelonging o an entity 1is

Fhrough commun-ications, and
transportation forms a vaery
‘tinportant TAnk of Lhat

communication.

T remember well when T was in
Churchill - I was there for five
years, right from the beginning of
that great development until its
of Ficial opening and T recall
that the first couple of years I
was kKhera, Mr. Speaker, T fell a
more a part of Quebec than of Uthe

Provinca ol Newf oinma Lard anc
Fabrador simply, and in the main,
Ehrough  comnunications. Thal  wias
the missing Tink. I do not

balieve the Provincial gouvarnment
have paid sufficient attention to
Ehe dwmportance of commumication Lo
mak e the people of Churchill
Falls, and  the people indeed of
all labrador, feel a part of this
grealk Province. IFf we are to do
rhat, communications is 9going to
be a vital link. So, Mr. Speaker,
I certainly hope that the Minister
of Transportation will acquiesce
immediately to the request made by
the petitioners and presented with
such fervor and presented with
such zeal and such feeling as rhe
membeyr jusi did.

Mr . Speaker, T cannot
overemphasize Lhe dwmportance of
establishing the praoper

comnunication Jlinks dn  Labrador,
particularly as ds requested by
Lhe petitioners today for., Ihe
Churchill Falls Road. I do not
kinow whether lLhay stil7 refer 1o
it as lthe Freedom Road. When T
was  in Churchill  Falls, il was

commonly referrad Lo as the
Freedom Road . I bhink Fhat
suggests how dmportant 4Gt was to
Lhe people, Lo give them access Lo
other areas of Labrador,

particularly to Goose Bay, but it
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also gave them access to bhe able

ko participate in the great
fishing and the great hunting that
is available all along the

Churchill Falls Road.

MR. KELLAND:
Tt connects them to the fearry
route to the Tsland, too.

MR. LUSH:

And, of course, as the member so
proparly  points ouk, bt commects
them to the transportation system
of the TsTand. S0 it gives ¢
freedom in more ways than one,
Freedom For greater laisure and
freaedom Lo he able to get greater
accass Lo the Tsland part of  the
Province .

Mr, Speaker, it ds one of Lhe most
Lnportant  roads dn thae Province,
and one that I support and endorse
wholeheartedly, T would hope Lhat
the government will certainly heed
the petitioners in their request
for immediate repairs and
upgrading, working, as the hon.
member suggested, from both ends
so kthat the people can immediately
use the road, and, then, to have a
Jonger term maintenance of this
road to put it on a par, as he
SAYS, wi th the road to Esker
which, over the years, has been a
qood road, a marvellous road. The
road to Esker, again, Mr. Speaker,
T  have driven ouver many, many
times, from Churchill +to Esker,
and enjoyed all of things thak one
enjoys by driving from Churchill
Falls Lo ¥Fsker,

MR. GPEAKER:

Order, please!

MR. LUSH:

N conclusion, Mr . Speaker, I
strongly, wholeheartedly support
Lhis ragnest so ably presented by

this dedicated andl committed
member From I-he digstkrict ofF
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Naskaupi.

SOME HON. MEMBIERS:
Hear, hear!

MR, SPEAKEFR:
Thea hor, Lhe Ministap of
Intergovernmental Affairs.

MR. DAWE:

M Speakar, nnfortimately Lha
hor . the Ministepr of
Transporitation had to step ont For
a Few minutes but I would he very
pleased, because T have had some
hackground in dealing with that
particular piece of road over the
years, and take great pleasure in
having had a number of neetings
over the years with the councils
in Labrador dealing with bthe start
and, hopefully, the completion, in
the not too distant future, of the
Trans-l abrador Highway of which
Lhis particular road seckion is a
part.

A numher of years ago, e
identified some money  from  Lhe
federal government Lo hegin the
complaetion of a Trans -lLabradop
Highway Lhat would take From
Fabrador Waest, Wabush and lLabrador
Cily, through to Churchill Falls
and on ko Goose Bay. When +the
First hlock of money Was
alTocated, there weras & number of
meetings held, a number of routes
proposed, ancd, as hon., wmembears
will remember, an  enuvironmental
assessment study done on a couple
of proposed routes . Specific
meetings were held wilkh bEhe joint
councile, the councils from Happy
Valley-Goose Bay, from Churchill
Falls, firom Labrador City anc
Wabush, asking their dinput -into
houw the expenditures of these
federal/provincial cost-shared
programmes should he carried out,
whebher we should, in fact, slart
and begin the construction of a
N e stretch of road, Fhe

1.1973 May 16, 19288 Vol XL

uncompletad stretch of road

hetween lL.abrador West and
Chnrehill Falls, onr whe bher @

portion of the money should he
spent. on  upgrading and  Fixing  up
the Freedom Road as is referred to
in lhe petition, The decision
fFrom - the point I wanted Lo make

Lhe joint councils was bhak Lhe
First order of business, as money,
becana available in e
cost—shared agreement, should be
Fhe building of the new road, and
as more money became available and
as we went - into other cost-shared
programmes, that money then he
nsed Lo fFix up  and upgrade Ghe
Freedom Road.

But in that first agreement,
because of a particular problem
associated with, I guess, the
largest bridge in that particular
area, a $2 million hlock of wmoney
was btaken and put into that bridge
which complemented a number of
olher bridges bthat the provincial
government had, din addition to the
matintenance noney, Funded
completely along Lhat network .
Obvionsly Il ol naads A
subslantial amount of additional
work, and T Ethink the points are
very valid,

T just wanted to point oub thal
Fhere s a historical sequence as
to how the money dis bheing spent on
these cost-shared programnes, and
notwithstanding that, there is a
neacd to do more on that particular
piece of road. It ds the hope,
arvd the minister has indicaled
this on several occasions, and I
Mave as well, that as we get dinto
additional cost-shared programmes,
and hopefully they will not be in
the not too distant future, that a
signifFicant portion of money will
he able to bhe spent not only
working on baolh ands of the
exlisting Freedom Road, hut the
potential af beginmming From
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Churchill Falls and working
towards Labrador City, on the part
that is not built yet, and, at khe
same time, addressing some of the
major concerns on the Freedow Road.

Tt is  very important.  from  an
economic and social and tourism
perspective, from the 1ife of kthe
people living in Labrador and the
relationships that have been built
up over Lhe years hetween
Churchill Falls and Goose Bay. T
think, that particular piece of
road is important for all the
people, RE is iwmportantl for
Newfoundland to have that road
connaction Admproved so  thalt  the
diriving conditions are that much
hatber For The people who have Lo
use it

S50, T do not khink there s any
question, M-, Speaker, thalt we, on
this sidae, supporit bhe prayer of
the petition. T am sure the hon.
he winistar will address whataeyer
immediate solutions he can have
wikh the problem, but T think we
all have to  work towards that
Tong—-term solution of iQdentifying
additional funding so that the
whole road network ds completed to
such a standard that it will be
able to bhe used for the -intent,

There +is going to be in the Fubture
a problem, as is ddentified in the
petition, as il relates to
services. It will  bhe a vast
straekch of highway Uthat will run
from lLabrador City and Wabhush
Lhraowgh  Chorchill Falls  and into
Goose Ray with essentially just
three poinlts of _ civilization, if
you will, or amenities and highway
services, available bto btravellars
an  that road and certainly the
Fulbure will  have Lo ddentilfy @&
IEEYE of addressing that
particular concern.

So, we, on khis side, support the
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prayer of the pelition and with
the hard work of my colleague, the
Minister of Transportation, T am
sure a new agreement is not too
Far in the future which will see a
large expenditure of money heing
abhle to be spent on that part of
the road as well as on the
Labrador City-Wabush to Churchill
Falls Road.

Orders of the Day

DR. COLLTINS:

Motion 5. Meech Lake,

MR. SPEAKER:

Mo tdion 5. That debat e WA G
adjourned by the hon. the member
For the Strail of Belle Tsle and
e has thirteen minutes left,

The hon. the member For bthe Strail
of Relle Isle,

MR. DECKER:

Mr. Speaker, T was addressing the
amendment which was put forward by
the member for §St. Barhe (Mr .
Furey) . We see a clear weakness
in the Meech Lake Accord If it is
allowed *to go through as 1t is,
and T will just recapitulate a few
of the points I was making there.
The weakness Lhat we see in this
proposed Meech Lake Accord which,
as T. sadid, Mrs . Carstairs,
thankfully, is going to prevent -
she +ds passing Judgement on  the
reality and saying that it is very
nnlikely it owill go through - o
our discussion is only academic
anyuway, thanks be Lo goodness! TF
it had not bean Far Mi~ &
Carsbairs, if it had not been For
the reality of what 1is happening
in  Canada  today, Cif this  Meech
Lake Accord had hecome a part of
Fhe Constitution of Canada, we see
a very c¢lear weakness where all
bhe provinces are not breated as
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being equal, That is the weakness
that we see 1in ‘this Meech Lake
Accord.,

We see nine provinces which warae
traated dn one way and we see
Quebhec given special stabus.,  This
amendment atlempls to have
NewFoundland Tikewise btreated @s a
spacial society, ue want
NewfFoundland +tao he given spoecial
status in Canada.

Now, we heard the Premier today
Sy Lhat. | no madt: bege what: bhe
Opposition or no matter what any
other group of people come ip
with, this Meech Lake Accord will
he passed -in Lthis House withouk
amendment . Now, Mr. Speaker, I
have to agree Wik what bhe
Premier 1s saying. It will be
passed without amendinenl, of
course ., In the end, simple
mathematics will determine Lhal,
More membhers sit on the other side
of the House Lhan sit on bthis side
of the House, and if it is their
tntenkion ko go hy the old adage
that might dis right, regardless of
whether night  could possibly be
wrong  or there might he some
improvement to  Lhe position of
might, if they are going to
continne Lo take +his positiion,
then there dis not too much membhers
on this side of the House can do
about it .

So, even though we are putting
Forward this amendmeni, we know
that might will outweigh us in the
@nd . But  hisltory will show, Mr.
Speaker, that at leaslt members on
this side of Uthe House EFried Lo
amend this Constitution, and that
when this was debated in  this
House, there were at least fifteen
members who were prepared ko stand
up on behalf of Newfoundland. Mr.
Speaker, even 1if we cdo see our
amendment defeated, I will stand
up as o a man and be counted when T
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vate for ihis amendment, a
will be able to tell
grandchildren  that
time, 1in 1988, when I had
privilege of standing np on b
of Newfoundland and insisting
we he given khe sane btrealtmne
Ruehec. I helieve that wil
rewar enottgh in Ttsaelfl,

nd T
my

there &S A

Lhe
ahalf
that

b @

1T bhe
M.

Speaker, that I can stand up and

say  bhat whaen @ governmanl
gone mad, when a government
Logyather wi b h S ONIE
governments and because som
Lham were tired and sleepy be
the night was wearing on
dacided, "Well, Took, N

had
gol
olkher
e of
CRUSE
theay
might

just as well agree and get out of
Mere, we might Jjust as well gel
something that we can all put our

signatures to,' we, on this
of the
were not
panic, we were not
cdoing
believe in and,
stood For NewfFoundland.

carried RINERY in
forced

This amendment would remady
of the problems in this Meech
nceord, Mr. Speaker. T ref
to it the last time I spoke a
Meach lLake ‘'discord!,
is a euphemism if ever I
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therefore,
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The

morae appropriate word would be Lhe

Maech lLake "discord.' I
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giving some of Lhe reasons why, in

my opinion, Newfoundland c¢a
considered a  unigue
Quebeac is considered a u
societby. T gave a list of re
and now, Mr . Speaker, I
continue on wilth a few more.
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Another
Newfoundland,
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not believe thaere is an
province inside Canada which
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other
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spawn  a poebt capable of wriking
the words of Let Me Fish Off Cape
St. Mary's. I do not know of any
other province in which such a
sang could have heen written.

MR. W. CARTER:
Jim's Tather wrote 1it.

MR. DFCKER:

Yas, the son of the writer s
sitting with us 1in the House of
Assembly today, Jim Kelland.

The appropriateness of these words
sort of transcends time, Mr .
Speakear. Just bthink of Lthe advice
which will be so appropriate and
S50 relevant to  members on Fha
other side, after the next
election. The song is lLet Me
Fish OFff Cape St. Mary's, and
here is the aduice Lo thae hon. 1he
Premier and members on the other

sidae of the House: "When my dory
fails to make dt/let me he a man
and  take itV For all  buoi the

Minister of Justice (Ms Verqge),
thal s oulsbtanding advice, unigqne

to this Province. Oonly
Newf oundland could hiay e prit:

Forward such a song.

MR. W. CARTER:
Repeat the line again.

MR. DECKER:
"When my dory fails to make it/Let
me be a man and take it."

MR. W. CARTER:
Now, tell them what a dory is.

MR. DECKER:

My colleague Ffor Twillingate says,
"Now, tell Lhem what a dory is."

That says it all. Recause any
govermient  that wonld allow  bhe
other provinces to treat
Nenwf oundTand Aas any bthing et
undique, T would have to question
whether or not bhey know. whai  a
dory is, They are certainly
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divorcer From bhe realily of
Newfoundland. They do not know a

whole Tot ahout: Newf oundTand
culture; they do not know what a
dory s, a wmotorboat, a punt, a
skiff, a scow, or any of these
words that we on khis side are all
familiar with, those of us who
know Newfoundland culture., Mr.
Speaker, we are different because,
of the songs that our folklore put
forward.

Another reason 1 bellieve we can
argue  we are a distinct society
within Canada and we should have
special stakus is because, unlike
any other province in the Dominion

of Canaca, e, ourselues,
Newfoundland dtself was once a
natian., We were once a Dominion,
Mr. Speaker. I am sure members
opposite are Familiar with the
slory of how we Ware an
indaepaencant, self -qoverning
nation. We all know about our

hiskory and what happened Lo us.

Rulb  lebt us not forgelk, in the
wisdom of the people who signed
the Terms of Union wi th the
Dominion of Canada, they made
provision that one minute before
the document was finally signed,
we reverted once again to Dominion
status. So when the membhers sat
down ko sign the Terws of Union,
it was not a colony dealing 'with

another nation, Fhaere Was two
hations. Two nations who signed
Lhe Terms of Untdion. Let us not

forget that.

When people across Ehiis natlion
refer to Newfoundland as 1if we
wera some colony that thaey tacked
on to the East coast of Canada,

Tet TE: Fall thaem what  really
happened. We were a natlon. We

weEre A Dowinion. We wore entitled
to the motto, 'From Sea Lo Sea',
hefora the Dominion of Canada was
entilled to that mot Lo, M.
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Speaker., We were a Dominion and
self-qoverning. We reverted to
that status one minute before the
Terms of Upion witkh Canada were
signed back in 1949.

The Trish have a song where Llhey
long +o he a nabbion, A nalbton
once again,' the refrain keeps
going. T wish Uthe Minister of
Public Works was here, he would
probabTy sing 1l Ffor s, Well, T
will 1Lell hon. members: We were a

nation once again. Tt 6L
recognized by the whole world that
when the Tarms of  Union waere

signed hetwean Newfoundland and
Canada, wa wepre signing Them as
two nations in every sense of the
worc .

Tf we did nok have our special
language, 1if we did not have our
special folklore, 1if we did not
have ounr special folk sONgs,
surely the fact that we were a
nation 1in our own right, that,
above all other reasons, would
make us equal with the Dominion of
Canacda. That would give wus evaen
more right than Quebec to Dbe
treated with special considaeraltion
in this Meech lake ‘'discord,' Mr.
Speaker.

There are a whole Tist of obher
reasons . T could go on. T could
rafFar Lo denominational edocal-ion,
From which we were given special
g lLatusg, The  Pramier thounght  he
could see some political points,
grab & group  of  church Teaders,
and ran on up to Ottawa some years
ago, and preached that we shonld
he treated specially because of
our denominational education,

Our climate wmakes us difFerent. T
suppase, let us not overlook the
fact that our high unemployment
rate is a disgrace within Canada,
it s a disgrace in  the world,
that high unemployment rate,
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surely goodness, must mean for us
special treabment. If it were not
for the fact that we were once a
nation, that we have a special
unique culture, that we have a
special  folklore, if Gl was not
for all of these reasons, Lhe fact
hat we have such an unhelievably
high unemployment rate should give
ns special status within Canada.

Mr. Speakaer, you have Lold me T
have. only got a few minutes left
Fo spoeak. I have Tisled a whole
Jot of reasons why Newfoundland is
distinct. Someana mighl. say, 'Buk
so idis Quebec,' and I would have to
agree totally Lhat Queheac is
unique .

Someone else could say, 'But so is

Noua Scotim, Laok at Eheir
Scottish ancestry, look at their
folklore, Took il Ehedir ghost

stories, look at where they came
From and where they are going,'
and I would have to agree. So is
Nova Scotia unigque. And  someone
would say, 'So is New Brunswick
unique, ' and T would agree, so is
New Brunswick unigue.

We could take every province
ACTOSS Lhis great  Dominion  and
every one of us have something

special Lo bring intao this
Confederation, and we are proud of
it, Mr. Spaaker, We are proud of

it That 418 what makes Canada
groat, bscause wae are Len equal,
unigue provinces, all of which
have special stabus! Fhat. is what
makes Canacda whal. she 1is today,
and_ bhat s what T hopae she will
ever be, Mr. Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. DECKER:

So when  we put forward this
amendment, we knew the
unreasonableness of the members
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over there; we knew that the
Pramier was going to say no, no,
no; we krnew that they were going
Lo ride roughshod over ns, becanse
they have the majority. They are
mok  going to  Tisten Lo reason.
They are not going to Tisten to
anobher point of uiew.

We knew that, but we pulk forward
Lhis amendment to let the people
of NewFoundland krnow Ehat if
Quebec gets special status,
Newfoundland should have special
status, and New Brunswick should
have special status, and eveary
Province din this Dominion should
have special status. Then  and
only then, will we stand up and
support this Meech lLake Accord,
We might even consent to call it
an accord, as opposed to discord.

Mr. Speaker, in closing T want Lo
say we know what the condition in
Lhis House is Tike, We know our
amendment  will not  pass, but we
will he ablae to tell onr childran
and our grandchildren and
ganerations yebt unhoen bhat, when
the chips were down, at least the
members on this side of 1the Honse
stood up and stood for
NewFoundland.,

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. DAWE:
M, Speaker.

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

MR. DAWE:"
Thank you, Mer., Speaker,

T would like to point oull Lo the
hon, member From Gander (Mr.
Raker) fhat T an snre he will have
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plenty of opportunity to speak.
As T understand it, we have
already had eight or nine speakers
in this particnlar debate and Uf
members opposite wish Lo continue,
they are certainly welcone to do
so, but on this side we are ready
to c¢all the volke at any time, T
guess, after I have a few words,
The Foregoing message has  bheen
brought to you by the House Leader.

Mr, Speaker, it is a pleasure and
a privilege to be able to speak ‘in
this particular debate on the
Meach Lake Consbtitutional Accord.

Mambers opposite, and the lash
speaker included, have heen very
Frivolous in their atbemphs bto Lry
Lo criticize this particular
agreameant, The history of the
agreement, the work that went into
craealing a Canadian consensus Lhal
hecame known as the Meech Lake
Nccord, which prouideacd AL
opportunity to dinclude Quebec dn a
constibaiional accaord, in an
agreement din the Canadian fashion,
by consensos, s well known.

Members arae inclinead o Say,
'"Well, why do we not make some
amendmeants here in this particular
legislature'? Well, I am sure
that: Lhey wish to make amendments
in other legislatures bhut it
certainly defealts the purpose and
the hard work that went into the
Firsl Ministers meetking on this
particular thing. They have taken
the concerns From their various
Provinces, fFrom their various
Jurisdictions, an brouwght them
together din an historic meeting
Lhat  resnlbed in A consansus  on
how we should proceed with a new

Canadian Consbitution,

What members have Failed Lo
acknowleacga i that s
particular CoNcensus, Lhis
particnlar Constitutional Accord,
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opportunity For
constitutional change. It
prouvides a mechanism and a
wherewithall to be able to
facilitate, as situations dictate
and as circumstances change, and
provide an opportunity Lo mnake
changes in  the Senate, to make
changes Wi h regard {0 Ehe
inclusion of other &t
jurisdicltions, as perhaps bhecoming
new Canadian provinces . It
provides an  opporbunity ko nake
necessary changes in & whole range
of consbibintional issnes.

provides an

For Lhe time that T have been in
this lLegislature, it has been
clearly ddentified +to we, as well
as other members, the problem that
we have had, as a Province wilhin
tlre Canadian Confederation, of
being able +to influence, din any
kind of a substantive way, federal
- provincial agreaments and
federal - provincial programmes or
Fecderally iridtiated programes
that would have the capacity to
recognize the unique nature of any
particular situation in this
Province, whether it he in
housing, whether it be 1in dealing
with various social service
programmeas, whether it be in
dealing -in health, or whether it
he dealing Wi th our unique
circumsktances “in education and our
denominational system. To he able
to Ltake bthose nationally concetivear
programmes and work with them tin a

meaning ol way wi ki this
Prouvince, recognizing our
particular characteristiocs in
whatever ares were were talking
about, it has just not: heean
there. Tt has created, and did

create, a Tlok of confusion, a Tlot
of wargument, and a lot of discord
within this country,

Mr. Speaker, one of the clauses 1in
Lhe Meech Lake Accord provides an
opportunity. I+ does not take
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away From the pouers of the
federal government in the areas of
spending. What 1t does recognize,
for the first time, 1is the right
of the federal govermmant to spend
money and to do funding 1in areas

Fhvad: hauve [reren Lraditionally
provincial jurisdiction. It
providaes Aan opportunity For
provinces to bhe able to sit down
wilh the Federal government when

initiatives dn a particular area,
From & nabional parspective, are
brought Fforward from the Ffederal
govaerment i Hheis particular
accord goes through, il w11
provicde tha provinces wi b an
opportunity to sit down and say,
e wanl to make some adjustments
to this national programme Lhat
Wil suil khe reqoirements,  that
will suit the needs, Chat  will
suil  the peculiar charackeristics
in  this Province,' of any gilven
programne . [k prouvidas et
opportunity.

This has bheen, I would suggest,
one of Lhe big problens with
previous federal administrations,
Lheir failure +o recognize that
Canada 1is & Confederation and it
carm only be shkrong when each of
its component parts are themselves

strong. You must  recognize bLhe
juridical equality of the
provincas. The Meech Lake Accord
provides an opportunity to do that
in  certain consbitntional figsues

which we have never had before, as
A province. Quebec has always had
the velto power and we recognize
Quebaec's daesire to do  thal, BRut
this particular Accord provides an
opportunity to recognize our
provincial juridical equality. It
recognizes as well the principles
of federal - provincial
GO -oparation,

Now, it has created soine

CONCRrNS . The gigantic Faedaeral
bhureaucracy and other
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administrations who were in power
For so long did nobt recognize that
the provinces should have rights
beyond what  they were willing, as
a central agency, to given them.
They btried ko howmogenize Canada.
They tried to develop programmes
i.r1 Central Canacla Lhat wotild
apply, and tried to apply them to
Lhe various regions of Canada. (R
was like trying to put a round peg
in a square hole. TE just did not
work, and it c¢reated a lot of
conflick, Mr. Speaker.

Tt is the kind of conFlict Lkhat
this particular Accord does. away
with, or at least it provides a
mechanism so ‘that Canada can be
what it -is. Tt s an accumulation
of provinces into a
confederation. That recognition,
Mr. Speaker, ds something that we
have fought Tong and hard Lo see
included and we are very pleased
Lhat: that  aspect  of  the Accord
recognizes our rights din that area.

There has been a Jlack of, and a
gennine Jlack of undersbanding, T
helieve, prior to this particular
Faederal adwinistration coming in
place, & Jack of understanding of
Lhe aspirations  of  the various
provinces and various regions of
Canacda . My Bpaaker, Lhis
particular Accord goes a long way
in  recogniczing  thal  that was A
problem and goes a Jlong way in
correcting that particilar
problem. We have sean, Mr .
Speaker, an opportunity.

Ohviously, Lhe Accord does not do
all the things we would like to
see in the Senate. The Senalke s
suppose to provide in Ottawa a
voice For the region. Ohviously,
hecause of the numbers din  the
Senate and the voling power of bLhe
larqge block provinces, Lhis
province does not. have a complale
equality 1dn the 3Senate. T think
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it ds something bthat over time we
want Lo work tFowards, a lLriple E
Senate, oF a senate that
recognizes Lhe reygions Cand
recognizes that equality of the
province in the central government.

Prior bo his, Lhe Fadaral
government, whatever Lhe
acdminisbration Was , appaoinked
Senators From the region.
Obviously, Mr . Speaker, human
nature would dictate that they
waould appoint people Ehat they
thought were going to share thedir
views, Chedir conceplt of Canada,
and 1t was not always the case
that Lhey appointed people who
represented their regions fFirst
and the Canadian nation second.

The purpose of the Senate, Gthe
whole +ddea of the Senate was to
prouvicde, iF VOoul e into A
situation where provinces elected
all people  from one parbicular
party and there  was not an
opporluniby For anobhar voice,
then the Senate provided that
olbher argunent  on  behalf of Lhe
region, perhaps a Jlittle different
from the ona brooght forward by
the elected administration at the
Lime . Thnis had not been the case,
especially without a structural
changes in the way the Senake s
appointed, The Meech lLake Accord
providaes an opportunity i
subsequent meetings of First
Ministers on constitutional itssues
to affect a change in the Senate.

Obviously, it is not as quick as a
number of people would like, but
the mechanisms are there to do
theat, Tt s nob somekbhing that we
can whimiscally do in an amendment
in this legislature or any obkher
l.Legislature.

Members opposite have made

refaerence to differenlt things bthat
have bheen sald with regard Lo the
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roles and responsibilities in
Fishary. They have quoted the
Federal Minister of Fisherides (Mr.
Siddon) in the House of Commons as
saying that he has no intention of
bringing Forward juridsdictional
changes +in the fishery in Atlantic
Canada or anywhere else.

That i not the role of the
Federal Minisler of Fisheries. He
said, 'T will continue Lo carry on
discussions with my provincial
countarparts on  Fisheries dssues
and we have dialogue and we talk
about  guobas, We do  bthis and T
w1l continue . ! Mr. Speaker, that
has conbinned on and will continna
on dn their roles as federal
winisber  and  provincial  winister
and that will continue, hopefully
in @ co-operatiyve way, well inlo
Lhe future.

Rut L he ner e facl Ihat Lhis
particular statement was pult in
Lhe Meech Lake Constiltubdional

Accord identifies that 1t will be
dealt with on a consbkitutional
basis; it will be dealt with under
Lhe mandate of First Ministers,
It is obviously dntended to have
constitiutional implications, or
the process that has gone on and
will go on with regard to federal
and “provincial ministers meeting
will suffice. The Premier has Lo
be given Ffull c¢redit for this.
The Premier saw this and ithis
administration has seen this as a
very important step Forward in ounr
abilily to ACCRES acdditional
jurisdiction, shared jurisdicbion
in our fishing resource,

Memhers opposite have dndicated
Lhat they do not agree wibh thal,
Mambers opposite do not want to
nave sharced Jjurisdiction or mora
jurisdiction in our Fisheries.
They are contenl to  allow Lhe
federal government, Lhe
cenlralized Faderal govearmnaentl,
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with all its concerns abhout other
things, to dictate how the fishery
in this Province is administered.

If I would, as an individual,
crilicice Lhe Terms of Union
between this Province and Canada,
I would have to crilticize the Tack
of foresight as it relates to
giving up our jurisdiction and our
control over what was, 1s and will
cont-inue to he the most valuable
natural resource Ehat this
Province has, an Lhat s [ he
fishery.

T think, Mr. Speaker, that that
alone, Lhal unigque characteristic
of Newfoundland, should allow
memhers  opposilbe and  all nembers

of tLhis Legislature Lo
wholeheartadly stipport bhis

particular Accord.

[F yoir  look at Lhe  smendment
brought Forward by memhers
opposita, "that Newfoundland  be
recognized in the Meech lLake
Accord Ag A unigue soclety, !
obviously, Mr. Speaker, anyone who
has looked at the proceedings and
have read the Accord, and read any
of Lhe swnmaries of the Accord,
they would realize that the
identification of  Quebec in A
clause in the Meech Lake .Accord 1s
interpretive and not substantive.
It ds, in the discussions that
waent  Forward, an dmportant  fber
philosophically for Quebhec to have
in  bthe Accord, and it does, cin
fact, recognize Lhe Lhe large
block ol the Franch Tanguage
componernt and culture in the
Tanguage sensae  rFhal operabkes in
Quebec. Tt recognizes that Just
in an interpretative way  and nob
in a subsltantive way.

Yas, Mr. Speaker, I would have to
agree, Newfoundlanders will always
bhe unique, have always bheen unique
and wi 1 cornvinie o e SO .
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Confaderation, or various forms of
government over the years, have
noi stopped s fromn haing
ourselves, and T  hope i1 never
wi 1,

I hope the hon., gentlamen oppositbe
never have the opportunity to try
ancd homogenize us. His philosophy
seems to dndicate that he will be
taking this inkto a homogaenizad,
well-blended Canada, without
unigque charackeriskics and withoot
@lrl opportunity Lo @Xpress
ourselues i.n a Newf oundland
Fashion.

Mr. Speaker, 1t dis not necessary
for Newfoundlanders and
Labradorians to put that into any
kind of a constitutional accord.
1t is understood and well
recognized right BCrOss this
nation, and will continue be so.

The acknowledgment thal Quebec has
included in the Accord a phrase
Fhat  recognizes their unigqneness
a8 a Province is indeed
interpraetive ancl not
sushstantive,

Mr . Speakear, this process has
continnacd For a Tong Lime and we
should @ll recognize that there
has been a series of discussions
and debates that have taken us
YEars ., There is hat
recognition.

There are some bthal would say {thal
perhaps tlthere was a 1little too
much given toe Quebac in order o
bring them into the Constitution,
but T say to members opposite that
without Quebec as part of an
agreead accord, without Queabeac
being A signator Lo this
particular Meech Lake Accord, the
possibilities for the kinds  of
changes that we want to make or
will need Lo make din years ahead
in the Constitution are wvirtually
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deac in the walaer,

T will lake decades Lo kry  and
reach & concensus because, M.
Speakar, alfter i CONCeNns s i
reached by a group of people who
frave worked on Lhis governmeits

have worked on Lhis, First
Mimistars, he Fadaral Prime

Minister and the Premiers have.
workad on this for a long periaod
of time - and all of the sudden it
COMes brack For dabate and i
debated by a group of people who
werae nob cinvolved -in. the workings
of developing this accord, e
govermaents have come into place
and have decided that they may or
may not honour what their previous
government has agree to, M,
Speaker, at some poinkt din time at
a First Minister's meeting, there
may  be requirements For amendments
or change or to develop anobher
CONCEnsus .,

Rut certainly, as the Premier has
indicated, this legislature, I he
Government of Lhis Prouvince, as
signed by the Premier, has signed
ikts name to an Accord Lthat was
agraeed upon hy all ten provinces
and the federal government. They
have pliaced Fheir name an A
document that this administration
and  Lhis  House of - Assembly will
support and it will recognize it
A an imporltant and hiskoric
document .

This s nob  Lhe place bto make
amendments to this particular
Acecord. T is @ natidonal
agreement that was agreed upon
betwean First Ministers fFrom Lhe
ten provinces and the federal
governmenl, and that dis where any
changes or any amendments or any
fFlexibility will have to occur.
Mr. Speaker, it is dmportant, as I
have indicated hefore, to
recognize the validity of @n
agreaemeant .
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We did nol: give away Lhe shop Lo
Quebec, We did not give away
anything. I mean, Lo say in A
clause thal we recognize them as a
distinct socliety is interpretive,
not. substantive,

There are advocates in khe Status
of Women movement who say that the
Constitution will take away bLhe
rights of women, particularly in
Lhe Province of Quebec. Th s
ironic that the womnen of Quebec do
not  think that kheir rights have
heen infringed upon by this
particular accord, The women of
Quebec, who other women have said
will be affected, do nol consg-ider
this to be a probhlem.

The unique society comment, in
referring to the anendmenl, is one
of cinterpretation and not one of

any  substantive meaning. Tt does
not alter our constitutional
rights as o Province. Tt doas not
alter my dndividual rights under
Lhe  Consbitubtion, T does  naol

alter the rights of anyone 1in
Quebec under the Constitution, or
Rritish Columbia, or Prince Edward
Tsland, or anyone else. Tt does
not: take away from the spending
power of the federal government.
It does not take away from the
ability of the Provinces hto enter
into agreemenls that recognize the
various differences as it relates
Lo federal shared cost programmes.

Tt does not take ~ away From
anything, M, Speaker, but it
doas, for bthe purposes of Quabec,
provide thaem another mechanism
where they conld accapt a Canadian
constitution, arcl thereby allow
Canada, AG A colleckion of
Provinces, Canada was not created
as A single unit, and EBhen dividad
afler the Fact., Canada was formed
by & number of uanits deciding Lo
get together for a common good,
bt not: giving up individual
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rights, individual and  cunique
characteristics, or giving up its
desire to be able ko move ahead on
an economic, social and
Tegislakive basis Ffor Lthe benefit
of its own people.

This particular Accord provides an
opportunity, Mr. Speaker, a unique
opportunity. The nember for the
Strait of Belle Isle (Mr. Deckear)
raferred to being able to tell his
grandchildren.

Mr. Speaker, 1if this does nol go

hrough i1 Fhvis Province, e
other provinces and form Lhe basis
For ha opportunity for

constitutional change, we will be
all able ‘o hang  our  hemds  Qn
shame to our grandchildren that we
missad an opportunily  bhat nay he
a long, long time coming again, to
he able 4o develop a  Canadian
concensus and get this countiry on
A co-operaling, Tayael playing
Field that we have all bheen trying
Fo achieve since Canada became @
nation.

It proyides an opportunity to be
able to ddentify our uniqueness,
our own individual characteristics
and be able to blend them together

to form a great nation.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, heaeapr!

MR. RBAKER:
Mr . Speakear.,

MR. SPFAKER:

The hon. the member for Gander.

Thank vyou, Mr. Speaker.
T am wvery happy to be able to

participate in Lhis particular
debate. T dis m wvaery historic
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debate, and T will be very careful
in what T say during the debate.

Refore T get into the substance of
what T wanl  to say aboub  the
Accord, today T plan to deal with
a couple of general points in lhe
Accord hecause there will he
Furkther opportunilty Lo speak  to
the Accord.as such, or any further
amandments  Ethat  might  be pot to
the Accord.

T would like to make two points,
the  First  point s that it has
come to my attention that what is
heing said in fhis House about the
Meech lake Accord 1is of great
interest to many other
jurisdictions across the country.
Members wmay not realize khis. T
wanted to point it out.

It s kind of unfortunate that the
Premier and the Government House
Leader are nobt here to hear this.
Many other jurisdictions across
the counkry are very interested in
every word we are saying. As &
makter of Facl, Fhere have beaen
requests din  so that dimmediately
after specchas are made din  this
House concerning Meech lake,
copias he senk Lo olbher provinces
and jurisdictions, They have been
raquasted, Mr. Speaker.

The reason T am pointing this oul,
M. Speaker s, and T am not going
Lo point Fingers at Adndividoals,
hul. some of the things that these
people st be  reading, i yon
think bhack to the last few days of
debate on Lhe Meech Lake Accord,
and T must say that the Minister
of Intergovernmental Affairs (Mr,
Dawe) did not fall dinto the trap
that many members fell dinto, that
the subject was not treated
seriously. There were a Tob of
peripheral things hbhrought in that
had nothing to do with the Accord
or with the nature of the Accord
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or the effect of lLhe Accord on
this country. I would suggest Lo
members, and i is somebthing that
the Gouvernment House Leader (Mr.
Simms) and the Premier are going
to have to deal with and talk to
members opposilte aboul.

e words spoken in this House may
not bhe of dnterest Lo government
mambers opposilbae, Obuiously,
there are five of bthem sitting in
thetir place and a few moments &§qo
there were only three. It may nol
be of cinterask Lo most members
opposite, bhut what we are saying
bs of dintersst to Tegislators all
across Lhis country and somebody
ig Tistening, M, Speaker,
somebody is listening.

SOME HON. MEMRERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BAKER:

T would say  to memnbers  bhat T
never again want to feel, sitting
in oy place, ashawed of what T an
hearing 1in the debate, ashamed
hacause Lhis s going ko be read
all across this country.

The second point, Mr., Speaker, I
would Tike Lo wmake has to do with
what has happened in the House in
Ferms of  Fhe abbention beting paid
Lo this very significant debate by
the prass of Lhe Province.

T realize thal bhey are nol a&round
now to hear, but maybe somewhere
in Lhe recasses of  bhe building
there is somebody from the press
who is listening. I owould say bo
them, and I want to get 1t on
raecord, that a debate of this
significance I feel should he
properly covered by the press of
the Province.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

No. 37 R1984



MR. RAKER:

lLegislakors all ACTOS S this
country are lislening or at least
reading what we are saying here
about Meech lake and yet the
people of Lhis Province do  not
krnow it ds even going on. I think
that is a very serious flaw in
what has developed in this House
of Assembly with regards Lo the
preass gallery, a very serious
fFlaw,

When something ofF nonunental
importance like this 1s going on,
the press tends +to bhe diverted
with a few little sensational
Flicks thabk are pul in From time
to time and that 1is what getls
raported and that is what gebs [he
headlines. The press tends to be
diverted by bthings that  can  be
encapsulated dn & btwenty-second
clip. Yo cannot pul Meech Lake
in & twenty-second clip, M,
Speakar. T4 just cannot ba done.
Meech lake 48 much wmore complex
bhan that,

The raeasons behind the debatae and
what members have to say on both
sides are important. T know Lhey
are dimportant to me. I am serious
about what T an saying here. T
believe what I am saying and T
helieve bthat this should . be of
importance to the people of the
Province. Something 1is happening
here. We are talking about the
making of & constitukion. We are
talking about the changing of a
constitution, Mr .  Speaeaker, Ehat
is a hisloric event.

Ry the way, in my opinion, the
simpler the constitubions are, bhhe
better. Perhaps part of the
reason why the press covarage s
Tacking on this ds because a Jlot
of it G @ans Lo e not:
understandable. It has not bean
simpliFied in  soch & way  khatb
people understand _what ds going
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on. If the press finds it
diFFicult  to  understand what s
going on, then certainly they will
Find it very dJdifficult to point
this out to the people of the
Prouvince,

Anyway, Mr., Speaker, T do not want
to dwell on that too much because
T only have half an hour at this
particular time. I simply want to
say that in this House of Assembly
in some cases inaybhe we are not
Laking Fhhis seriously enough,
Obviously, the pPress of the
Province ig mot taking Lhis
serdously enough.

M. Speaker, I would like Lo get
on Lo deal wilkh the Meech lLake
Accord din some general wWAays. I
will save the specifics  For @
later time.

I started of by saying a momentl
Ao Ehiat fhe simplest
constitutions are Uthe best, It
saems o ome  Lhalt @ constitubion
for a country that is simple, and
yoel has a lot of flexibility built
into dt, is the Dbest of kind of
working document Lo have.

The wore often, and Ehis is true
not only with constitutions of
countriaes bubt with constitutions
of groups and so on, the more
complex and the more complicalbed a
constitution hecomes, the more
difficulk it bhecomes ko
administer, the more difficult 1t
becomes to deal with in real terms
in a country, bhecause the more you
wreite down, the more you actually
write down  on  paper, the more
specific you gel on paper, bhe
more difficult 1t bhecomes to deal
with Tataer on, Constitubtions are
hest left to generalities Lhat are
Fhen applied din Lhe country  and
then the custom that has buillt up
ouerr The yaars, ancl Lhe
interruptions of the constitulion,
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and so on are then what we go by,
and hopefully build a country on.

T goes a 1litikle further than
that, because you have to remember
conskitubions are bthare. They are
almost permanent fixtures. They
gel. changed from bime to Line, but
they are there and Lhe country is
changing very rapidly. A s Lhae
country changes, it should be easy
Lo  adapt Lo changing condilions,
11 should he easy for a government
Lo adapt to changing conditions,

e wmorse Lhe country changes, bGha
more difficult 4t 98 going to be
Fo o achnindister a consliitubion bhab

contains a lolt of specifics. It
i easy to alter custom, TE s

easy to alter dnterpretations and
so on, if reasons are good and A9f
circumstances have changed, then
the dnterpretation changes. Mhalk
is easy to deal with. But, if the
constitution becoines too specific,
we end up getting hamstrung in
dealing with change in khe country,

Making a constitution is a slow
process . Changing a constitution
should he a slow process. Tk
should not be something that is
antered into gquickly to btry and
satisfy an immediate political
demand . Tt should never, never bae
done thal way.

I February of 1985, the
Governnaenl: of Quebec sebt onl {ive
conditions under which they would
brecome signatlories o e
Constitution. All menbers are
Familiar wi th Lhaege Five
conditions .,

The First one dinvolued recognition
of Quebec as a distinct soclety;
the second one ‘dnvolved opting out
and veto over changes to national
institutions or creakion of  new
provinces, they wanted a veto
right there; the third one had to
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do with the participation in the
appointment of the Supreme Court
of Canada Justices that come from
Quebec, three of them; the fourth
one dealt with dmmigration where
they wanted to control Ehe number
of dmmigrants to Quebec and the
kKind of cimmigrants Lo Quebec; and
the Ffinal one dinvolved limitation
of Parliament's spanding powers.

These were {five conditions khat
Mrr. . RBourassa ancl the Liberal
govermmenlt of Quebec Tlaid out as
conditions For hecoming
signatories fo bhe Constitution.

PDR. TWOMEY :

NDid you forget about the Senate?

MR. BAKER:

Mhe member asks aboutk the senale.
That would come under the changes
ko national Cinstitutions Lhat I
mentioned in Point 3, which
involued Lhe Supraeme Court as
well. The Senate, apparently, in
Lhe original five points of 1985,
was not spelled out, I say to the
Minigtaer of Publ-ic Works and
Services (Dr. Twomey). It was not
spellad out specifically. The
Supreme Court Judges were and
national Anstitulions.

The Five poinks, as put Forward by
Quebec, were Lthen taken by lhe
Fadaral govermnenl, and T presune
discussed by the Firsglt Ministers,
but  Lhe poink T want Lo wmake s
that Lhat was in Febhruary of
19875, Fodis now just Lhree years
Jater and all of a. sudden we have
a do o oor die situabion, eibher we
have Lo sign this Meech lLake
Accord, or dire things a&re going
Lo happen.

T would say ko you, Mr. SGpeaker,
that that is not the slow,

reasonead process that T wornt Ll
envision for constitutional change
or developing a consbitubion, T
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am willing Lo wail, Mr. Speaker,
for a number of reasons.

T am willing to wait to make sure
Lhat  this is  what  the connbtiry
needs wand wants. I am willing to
wait  awhile. T do nol Feal we
should be rushing into this. I do
nok  subscribe to khe philosophy,
'"There 1is one 1ittle window of
opportunity and if we do not do it
now, we will never do it.' That
does not Ffrighten me at all, Mr,
Speakear, and it should not
fFrighten anybody who is talking -in
terms of constitutional change and
developing a constitutbion.

You cannot oparate Ehat ™ way
because auery single province
could do the same thing., A1l of a
sudden people will say, 'Oh, to
kaap the place togebher, we have
to do  this or we have to do
that ! Tt T does  pol work  bhat
Wwery . Constitutional change shoulc
e a slow, deliberateae, Lhought oot
process.

Mr. Speaker, another thing that
bholhars e abont -it, and bthis s
kind of & general comment as well,
is Quebec being I:he distinct
society and protection of their
culture, Etheir heritage and their
lTanguage and so on. It kind of
disturbs me hecause T believe that
this country -is not bicultural but
multicultural, I heliecve this
country is not bilingual hut
mulEilingual.,

T bhelieve, Ffor instance, bthat the
Ttalians din Toronto have a very
diskinct culture. They have not
heen here as Jong as the French
culkure, certainly, but they are a
very distinct culture and have

Fhelr  own  language, Thaere ara
more Ttalians in Toronto than

Lhere are NewFoundTandears in
Newfoundland . Tt ig a large
group .
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Thaere are obther colbures that have
been here a long, long time.
Rewembier tha 016 i sheapskin
bhoots, the Ukrainians, that
settled largely on bthe Prairies.
They are a very distinct group
with & vaepry distinet culture and
many of them have retained their
language as well, hubt they have
certainly retained their culture,

My, Speaker, there have baeen
changes, 1in spite of the panic
that members opposite sometimes
want ko spread, There have beaen
changes in Canada in terms of the
French Fact., (h +dis a Fact Gbhat
Quebec 1s mostly French. It is &
Fact that there +dis @ large French
contingent dn New Brunswick. It
i6 a Fact thal there are people of
French extraction here in
NewF oundland . Thal is & fFact,
and there have been changes in
this conntry to reflect thak fact

The spreacd of the French Tanguage
throughout the country has been
ane  of lhese marvellous reactions
to the nature of the country. The
Fraench emersion IO I B e in
Newfoundland, for inslance,
provided originally by the federal
government, but Jatterly by the
provincial Departmant of
Education, has had tremendous
succass and s perhaps the Fastest
growing part of our educational
syshem, where we start children in
Kindergarten and they become
bilingual after three or Faour
years, That is a marvellous
reaction.

French has not beaen dgnoread. The
French fact has not been dgnored
in this counktry. Quebec has heen
part of this country. In a sense,
Mr .  Speaker, il s nobt  bringing
Quebec dnto the country or dnto
Lhe Constituation. Quebec s part
of this country. Quebec has to he
part of this counilry. e French
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fact d1s being dealt with 1in a
slow, evolutionary process Cthrough
the spread of the language
throughout the rest of the country.

Schools in Ontario provide
emersion courses 1in Spanish and
Italian. Schools on the Prairies
and 1in Northern Ontario provide
German and there are people who
are taught to speak Gaerman
fluently. We are a multilingual
country. We have been reflecting
that fact in spite of the fact
that we have not had our own
Constitution, excepk For a short
time. So we are a multilingual
and a multicultural country and we
have been dealing with it under
the present circumstances.

T wanted to sltraess Lhal.  point
hecause the dmpression is heing
given that if Meech lLake does not
go through, it means that we have
thrown Quebhec oul the window.
Well, we have not thrown Quebec
out the window, Jjusl 1ike they
have not thrown us out the window.

It . brings to mind a rather
interesting conversation I had
with a friend of mine who 1is also
a member of the Legislature in
Quebec. I sant him some
information not too long ago on
the French emersion programme in
Newfoundland because he was
starting to develop or trying to
get developed an English emersion
programme in some parts of
Quebec. That is co-operation, Mr.
Speaker, and that is the way that
this country has got to work,
through co-operation.

T believe, Lo fidnish my First
point, the making of a
Constitution dis a slow and serious
process. I believe that the next
logical stap i1 s slow
consideration of Meech Lake and
what it means 1s Lo go through the
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hearing process, to let people
know what 1is 1in Meech Lake, to 9o
around the Province, and in other
provinces to do the same thing,
talk about Meech Lake, discuss
what it means, discuss the pluses
and the minuses and let us get
some feedback from the people of
the Provinces to find out really
what 1is going on out there and
what they helieve Meech Lake
means .

Right now, Mr. Speaker, I will
tell you this, and this dis being
absolutely honeslt, most people in
this country do not know what
Meech lLake 1is, have never read the
document, have never. read any of
the discussion papers or anything
leading up to it, and have never
reacd any scholarly cribiques or
commentaries on Meech Lake. lhey
do not: krnow what it s, and
opinions are being formed without

knowledge . T would suggest that,
because this should be a <slow,
deliberate, well thought outl

process, we should go through the
hearing process to let people know
what it is all about.

The second point I would like to
make, Mr. Speaker, is that certain
provisions in the Meech  Lake
Accord actually make change more
difficult. I alluded to that at
the beginning when I was making a
few general remarks., They
actually make things more
difficult,

Saclion 41 of the Constitution
Act, which 1s Section 9 of the
Maech Lake Accord here, points
out, "an amendment Lo the
Constitution of Canada in relation
to the following matters may bhe
made by a proclamation dssued by
the Governor General under Lhe
Great Seal of Canada only where
authorized by resolutions of the
Senalte and the House of Comnons
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and the legislative assembly of
each Province."

Members opposite know exactly what
I am going Lo say here. I am sure
they do if they have thought about
this at all, They know that in
order to change the Senate, for
insltance, we  have Lo getl Lhe
agreement of everybody. In other
words, every single Jurisdiclion
in this country has a veto.

How much more difficult, Mr .
Speaker, could you make it to make
changes in the Senate? It 1is as
difficult as you can get .
Everybody I have spoken +to, at
least, agrees that the Senate has
to be reformed; that there have to
be changes and, especially as our
country develops and grows, we may
in the future see an even greater
need to change the Senate.

The Minister of Intergovernmental
Affairs says the Meech Lake Accord
makes 1t possible for us Lo change
the Senate, which means that there
was no mechanism there before. In
actual fact, what it does 1is it
says thakt every Jjurisdiction din
this country has @& veto over
changes to the Senate, which 1is a
slightly different impression than
the Minisker of Intergovernmental
Affairs (Mr. Dawe) was trying to
give.

To ny way of thinking, Mr .
Speaker, it means that Senate
reform, after Meech Lake, if Lthis
is passed and dif 1t does go
Lhrough all the stages, will be
next to impossible.

It is also true, Mr. Speaker, for
the Supreme Court. It says that
unless the agreements of all of
these are attained, you cannot
make changes to "the office of
Queen" and so on, and "the powers
of the Senate and the method of
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selecting Senators.” It goes on
to describe a number of oather
things and also talks about the
Supreme Court of Canada and a
variety of other things.

Who knows what Canada s going to
be like thirty, forty, or fifty
years down Lthae road? Who knows?
I am sure Laurier did not
appirecialte in 1900 or in 1899 what
Canada was going to he like
today . Who knows what Canada is
going to be like Fifty or sixty
years down the road?

Maybe we will desperately need
changes in the structure of the
Supreme Court, but here what we
have done 1s we have said every
single province, euery single
jurisdiction, has a veto power
over any changes to Lthe Supreme
Court. That is what is says.

It says that every single province
has veto power over the extension
of Provinces. Do  we honestly
helieve that Canada 1s forever
going to he like this, like it is
now, the same lines drawn on a
map, and o possibility of
change? Every single jurisdiction
has to agree 1in order for there to
be extensions to Provinces.

More importantly, Mr . Speaker,
espacially For the Yukon and
Northwest Territories, euery
jurisdiction has Lo agree bhefore
new Provinces are created, We
have these two large Northern
territories and they have people’
1iving in  them, although I must
admit they are rather sparsely
populated at the present time.

I remember, Mr. Speaker, one of
the great political visions that I
can remember is that vision of the
North that was annunciated by John
Diefenbaker, a vision of the
North. Today we see LUthe North is
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heing developed. Changes are
happening. There is o0il up there
now, and we are finding that these
territories have more to offer
than anybody could have envisioned
100 years ago.

Perhaps, Mr. Speaker, we might
want to make one or two new
provinces. We might want Lo do
that. This Constitutional Accord,
Mr . Speaker, makes 1t next to
impossible, if it is passed. We
need the authorization from the

Senate, Governor General, House of,

Commons, and Legislative Assembly
.of each province, we need all of
that in order to make a change in
the number of provinces.

There are a lot ol ot:her
specifics. These are the ‘main

things thal T would Tike Lo point
out to members opposite who are
interested and anybody else who s
reacding the debate. I  believe
that: by putbing in a c¢lause like
that we are, in fact, doing
serious damage to the process of
constitution building. We are
doing harm by becoming koo
specific, becoming too rigid, and
laying down too specifically how
these things are going to bhe
done. By doing so we are pubting
a strait-jacket on the
Constitution. We are making it
very, very difficult for there
ever to be any change 1in these
areas outlined in Section 41 now,
or in Section 9 of the Meech Lake
Accord.

there are lots of
other specific points. The
aboriginal rights dssue 1s not
dealt wikh and they are not happy;
a lot of the women's rights groups
are nol. happy, and so on. This
deals with my general comment that
the more specific you skart bto get
in the constitution, the more
specific you ware going to have to

Mr. Speaker,
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gel:, the more groups of people who
are going to demand that you be
specific.

The final point I want to deal
with, Mr. Speaker, dis I believe
there are no special Provinces in

Canada. There are no special
Provinces. We are all special
Provinces. I believe that the

Government of Canada can deal with
each Province in dits own special
way. That is one of the functions
of the central governnent,
Obviously, Newfoundland is special
in a lot of ways and it needs a
certain kind of attention paid to
it.

Newfoundland has real problems

wi th municipal infrastructure,
transportation, fisheries
jurisdiction, ancl a number of
things . So, obviously, the

Faderal government has the lesway
to deal with Newfoundland to make
sure thal: there -1s some kind of
equality in this country.

The federal government can deal
with Quebec +Hin  such a way to
insure that Quebec's interests are
protected, just like = they will
deal with Newfoundland so that

Newfoundland's interests are
protected. The same thing goes

for British Columbia, Alberta, and
all the other Provinces.

We are all special. We are all
different. We all have special
needs, and we should all be dealt
with din a special manner by the
central government. However, a
constitution should never pick out
one Province and say that that
province is a special province. A
constitution should not do that.

I am speaking now, technically, tao
an  amendment that was placed by

the member Ffor, St. Barbe (Mr,
Furey) . T conld not vote for a
No. 37 R1990



Meech Lake Accord that contained
that amendment, I will say to the
member for St. Barbe. I could not
do it. I could not vote for a
Meech Lake Accord that says Quebec
has special status, I cannot vote
for a Meech Lake Accord that says
Newfoundland has a special status,
or thalt Ontario has & special
status. I cannot do that.

Tf you stretch it to say that all
provinces have special slatus,
then fine, or all provinces have

the same status., Rut: T cannot
vote for this amendment where it
attached to the Meeach lLakae
Accord. I want Lo make that

point, because I am serious when I
say that there are no special
provinces. We are all special
provinces.

The member  for St. Barbe was
making a point, and the point that
e was making was exactly the sane
one that I wmade a moment ago,
exactly the same point, that we
are all special, that nobody 1is
special. That means exactly the
same thing.

The Premier has signed an
agreement with nine other Premiers
and the federal government, an
agreement that is now hefore bthis
House, and it 1s put before this
House 1in & ritual manner, nok to
make any changes, we are told thatk
there can be no amendments.

We are told that we cannot hauve
input  From the people of the
Province,

They are not going to have any
input. We are not going through
that process. There is no
possibility of dinput. That means,
I suppose, that on the surface
what I have said for the last half
hour has been a total and complete
waste of time. I cannot convince
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members opposite, obviously. They
believe this 1s great, and that
this is the way to go abhout
constitutional change.

The only reason I am speaking in
Lhis debate 1s Lo get on reconrd.
It is as simple as that. 1 hope
Lhal some of my friends in other
provinces, the other five or six
provinces khat will, din the next
few days, receive transcripts of
Ehis  debate, and read ik, wmaybe
will be influenced and maybe they
will he interested in  bthe views
that I put forth here today .
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

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

MR. TULK:

Mr. Speaker, I want to say a few
words on this amendment thalt has
bheen put Fforward by the member for
St.. Barbe. T suppose I could take
up where the member For Gander
left ofFF hy saying Lhat the
amendment, I do not believe, is
put Forward to say that in a
Confederation called Canada, in a
federal country called Canada
there should be anybody who 1s
considered special, there should
he anybody who is considered
conglikutionally cdistinct. As &
matter of Ffact, Mr. Speaker, one
could almosit say that peirhaps you

would be insulting the
intelligence of  somebody to say
that you are distinct
constitulionally. Aricl Lhat is

what the amendment put Forward by
the wmember for Shk. BRarbe says and
that 1s what the amendment that it
is  suggested by Lthe Premier we
vokte for, says to the rest of us
as well, that we in Newfoundland
are not as equal as other
Canadians, that Quebecers somehow
are far more equal than the rest
of Canadians.
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Now, Mr. Speaker, before I go any
Further T wank to say bthat {he
Premier introduced a amendment
which he says he believes 1in, an
amendment +to the Constitution, a

motion which will saak our
concurrence and seek debate on an
amendment to Lthe Constitution. It
has been called the Meech Lake
Accord. You would have thought
that the Premier would have stood
in his place and baan vary
statesmanlike about the

introduction of that amendment.
You would have thought +that would
have been Lhe case. The Praemier
is a good politician. He 1is one
of the best politicians this
Province has ever seen, and I say
that to him sincerely.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. TULK:
In terms of getting votes, tLthis
Premier is one of  the hest
politicians this Province has ever
sean ., Tn Lerms of trying to stir
the emotions of Newfoundlanders,
to pit Newfoundlander against
Newfoundlander, and to pit
Newfoundlanders against the rest
of Canada, this Premier has Dbeen
one of the best politicians this
country has ever seen. Now, Mr,
Speaker, I am not sure that 1s an
admirable quality 1in a Premier,
It is an admirable quality in the
Leader of the Tory Party, and it
is an admirable quality, perhaps,
in the MHA for Green Bay, but when
a person stands 1in this House as
the Premier, then, I suggest to
you, that ds not an admnirable
quality he should have, especially
when 1t comes +to dealing with a
matter that 4is so fundamental to
this country c¢alled Canada as our
Constitution,.

He is, as I said, one of the best
polikicians. He is not of the
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hest statesmen this country has

evar procduced. Far from it!
Bacause what does the Premier try
to do? Ns T said, when the

Premier stood din his place on
March 17 you would have expeclted
that he would have argued the
igsues and would have argued Uthem
from a foundation of fact rather
than from some political rhetoric
that he wanted to throw out 1in
this House. I bhelieve the hon.
gentleman was followed by the hon.
Minister of Fisheries, and we saw
the same thing happen again, pure
political rhetoric.

He started off by trying to he the
statesman, but before he Was
halfway through his speech he was
pointing across this House at the
Opposition, particularly at the
Leader of the Opposition, and
saying, "You are against
Newfoundlanders . '

AN HON. MEMBER:

So he 1is.

MR. TULK:
You wanted to gilve away some of
our fish. You are prepared to

give away some of our fish.' What
nonsense! What nonsense!

AN HON. MEMBER:
It is the truth.

MR. TULK:

The Premier tried to say that the
position of the Liberal Party was
somehow different from that of the
government when it comes Lo
jurisdiction aver fisheries
matters. He did not care to state
the fact that on Jlast June 17,
eleven days atter Lhe present
Leader of the Opposition NES:
elected Jeadear of the Liberal
Party, he sat in this gallery and
I, on i s hehalf, stated an
amendment to a resolution that had
hean pui: by Lhe memnkber for
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Twillingate, subsequently amended
by the member for Bonavista South
(Mr. Morgan) and then amended by
me again, and that that amendment
passed this House unanimously. He
did not care to mention that
because it Was not to his
political advantage to do so.

Now, Mr. Speaker, T could read
into the record exactly what that
amendment said.

MR, W. CARTER:
Reacd it

MR, TULK:
Yas, T think T might. T have -l
here, I helieve.

Here 1s the resolution: June 17,
1987, out of Hansard:

'"THEREFORE RE IT RESOQLVED that the
Government of Newfoundland and
lLabrador assert dts faith +4in the
inshore fishery.'

AN HON. MEMBER:

(Inaudible) read it into the
record (inaudible).

MR. TULK:

And I go on to say 'We all agree,
on that. But how are we going Lo
do that? We are going to add to

it be continuing Lo pursue A
comprehensive programme of
revitalization and developmant

such as the dinshore fisheries
agreement, debt restructuring, and
an appropriate jurisdictional role
for the Province to play.'

Of course, everybhody on the obther
side said, "Aye, Aye." We all
agree that this Province, where -t
can and where il should, must have
a say in Fisheries jurisdiction,
it must have a say 1in management
in fisheries, because bthe fishery
is so vital to this Province. We
all agree on that.
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But, vyet, as I said, when the
Premier introduced his resolution
he stood in this House and somehow
tried to paint the Leader of the
Opposition as against people in
Twillingate, against people in
Fogo, against people 1in Green Ray
and so on. I say to the hon.
gentleman, .3t ds unworthy of the
Premier of this Province.

Thal 4s typical of the way this
government has operatec. I c¢an
remember when a certain gentleman,
who then represented the Straits
of Relle Tsle -An this House, was
called a traitor -because somehow
he quastioned {the Premier on Lhe
way he should handle the offshore
dispite.

MR, PATTERSON:
Not Mr., Roberts?

AN HON. MEMBER:

No, nolt Mr. Roberts. He would not
do that.

MR. TULK:

Hon. gentlemen well remember. We
saw what happened 1din that case,
and I will not get into it now, we
will debate it some other time. I
ask the hon. gentleman din this
House, and T ask the people ftrom
the other side, 1s there anybody
in  this legislature who does not
want equality for Newfoundlanders
wikhin Canada and does nob want
the best that Canada has to offer
Newfoundlanders? hat is the
question. If you really want Lo
come dinto this House and be a
statesman, that 1s the bhottom line.

In all this debate we see going on
on the Constitutional Accord Lhe
bottom linme 1s, are you willing to
say Ehat some person in
Newfoundland 1s a traitor who,
rather than for his own personal

gain, would like to see
Newfoundland take a different
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position? Do you think there dis a
person in this House who would
want to do  Lhat? T, Ffor one,
believe that d1s not the case.
Recause anyhody who would take the
Constitution, the foundation of
this country, and use 1t For their
own personal political gain should
mot have the privilege of being 1in
this Legislature.

So, let us not debate the
Constitutional Accord on that
issue. I would go so far as to
say that I do not believe there
are too many Nova Scotians or
mainlanders anywhere, Quebecers or
anybody else, who would want to
weaken Canada, and, indeed, who
would want to discriminate against
somebody else in this country. I
do not helieue there are,

T helieve there s a desire in
this country to make us all
Canadians, and T bhelieve there s
a desire 1n this country to see
that Lhe people from different
provinces have certain rights.

Having said that, Mr. Speaker, I
do nol bhelieve thal a person in
Quebec, regardless of whether he
is French or English, and T do not
helieve that a Ukrainian on the
prairies of his Province, should
have any more rights, or should be
any more distinct than T should in
Newfoundland. The member for the
Strait of Belle Isle and the
member for St. Barbe pointed out

Lo us how distinctive
Nawfoundlanders are, how
distinctive they are. Language:
Quebecers speak French. 1 am

supposed to speak English, and I
can never get to 1t because of my
background.

And I am proud of my background,
proud of the fact that I come from
the Northeast Coast of this
Province which had dits language
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Founded in  good old Southwest
England, and not in CRC in
Toronto. T am proud of Ak, Does
that make me distinct? Of course
it does, just as distinct as the
person who came from France Lo
saettle in this country.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

Just as distinct as that person
who settled in Quebec, Do I
demand that 1in Canada I have to
have special status, that I have
to have something in the
Constitution that guarantees mne
that I am going to bhe treated as
distinct? The answer is no. I am
prepared to show how ludicrous the
whole procass is. In this
country, I have to be prepared to
live din the same way as euerybody
else, and, vyet, protect my own
distinclhiveness mmyself, And  khat
is what they have to do in
Quebec. And that is what you have
to admire about the Lalonde's and
the Trudeau's and, T suppose, the
Mulroney's. That is what you have
0 admire about  Lhem, that they
did not try to get something
written into law Lo protect them.
They said, 'Let us go do it.' It
is no secret what happened in
Quebec in the quiet revolution and
af hLerwards . Tt s no ‘secret, The
Premier of our Province would
prefer René lLevesque's version of

Canada rather than that of
Trudeau, or Lalonde, or Marchand
or aven, il suggest to vou,

Miulironey .

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible) .

MR. TULK:
T suggest bto you that he getting
very close to it in this amendment.

But what: did the Trudeau's,
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Lalonde's or Marchand's say? What
did they say? Did they say now
give me & distinct society, give
me a Quebec that is independent of
the Sovereignty Association. No!

So, let us go to where the power

is. Let: us get out ‘there and
challenge the powers that be and
change this country for all

Canadians. Let us get out there,
and as people who come from the
French culture and have a French
Tanguage, change this connkry so
that Frenchmen can exist in it.

Rut our Premier and our government
do not want bhat approach. Theay
are prepared to take this country
and  divide it up, almost  Jike
pirates finding a booty of some
sort and divicding At up  among
theinselves . The constitutional
pracess in this country has become
a political one, and Uthat 1s not
the way a constitution should be
developed.

Mr . Speaker, if the Premier
decided that he was going to come
into this House, and if he had had
in that amendment to Meech Lake
that we were going to get some
further jurisdiction over our
fishery, I would have found it far
more difficult to go against Meech
Lake than I do now. I would have
found it Far moi e difficult,
although I think in the final
analysis one would have had to do
it, because I am not sure we can
divuy up the country Tike that. T
am not sure that we can handle Lthe
consequencaes, rows that are gqoing
to come wilth New Brunswick, Nova
Scolia, Quebec and Prince Edward
Island. I am nok sure we have the
wherewilthal to do bthat.

Ruk 1s  bhat what the amendment
says? The Premier goes around the
Province and tells us that we are
now going Lo have more say. The
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member for Bonavista South says,
"More say.' T wish he was in his
seat. I want him +to be here,
Recause I have heard him since
1979, talk. That ds all we have
se@n ., It is in the record. What
do we have the Federal Minister of
Fisheries saying at Lhe s ame
time? I think my friend from St.
Rarhe has ikt somewhere as a telex,
or printout, or whatever it was.

When the Premier of this Province
is somehow  trying Lo make  us
believe that he has achieved this
greal thing for NewFoundland, when
he is trying to tug on our
emolions again  so  that he can
boost up his sagging popularity,
at the saune thime that he ds doing
that, the fFederal Minister of
Fisheries (Mr. Siddon) s standing
in Ottawa, in answer to a question
put ko hiam Iy ONE of Lhe
Newfoundland members, MPs , and
what s he saying? He is saying
we will sit down with you, we will
talk to you, but, he says, I am
not giving those people any more
jurisdiction. I am not going to
give you any more Jjurisdiction.
We will talk, sure. I do not mind
talking, but I am not going to
give you any more Jjurisdiction.

So, we won, I suppose. If you
want ko Took at us as

Newfoundlanders in this House, 1
suppose we won in Meech Lake.

We Fave now institutionalized
First Ministersz' Conferences, and
(el are Fold Ehat fisheries 1«
going to he an agenda item
Forever, T would suggest to hon.
gentlemen, forever! That is the
exaclt word T wanted, “Forever!',
It will be on the agenda forever,
Thatl ds what we have achisved.
Bacause 1in order to c¢hange this
whole process now, as T understand
it, we not only have to get seven
out of ken provinces in agreemant
with 1it, but on those things we
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have to get ten out of ten. Ten
out of ten 1is correckt, is it not?

AN HON. MEMBER:
(Inaudible).

MR. TULK:
We have ko gebt tan out of ten. Ts

Nova Scotia going to agree?
Sure. Absolntely! Is Neanl
Brunswick going to agree? Yes.
Ts PET  going Fo agree? Yes,

hecause Brian wants it. Do not be
so Foolish. T am almost tempted
to stand in this House and ask if,
indeed, the Premier did nobt have
some other deal,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR, TULK:
No, because I do not believe, I
will not helieve that the Premier
of this Province would somehow
look at the Constitution and say,
'I can deal in some other
matters.' Tk has been suggested,
for example, that he will get an
agreement on Hibernia because he
said he would supporlt the Prime

Minister on Lha Meeach lLake
Accord. That cannot he true! I

would love Lo see {the Hibernia
deal signed and going and people
amployed, ancl his Provingca
gatting all +the royalties 1t is
supposed to he getling and so on,
but 1 would not do it, to be quite
frank with you, T would not do 1k
at the expense of the Constitution
of this c¢ountry, and I do not
believe you should.

MR. TULK:
Mr . Speaker, the Premier talks
about our power in Ottawa.

MR. MITCHELL:
Do you agree that we should have
more jurisdiction?

MR. TULK:
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How many times does he have to be
told? The member for LaPoile is
surely not that dense. I will not
read it again to Lhe hon .
gentleman. I will just Ltell him
to go back and read Hansard of 17
June, 1987 and therein he will
find the answer. He will also
find, by the way, what he belieues
himself, because he was -in this
House and voted. He was 1in Lhis
House and voted, as I recall, but
he probably does not; he just did
it at the btime because Lthe person
who is now Senator Ottenheimer
told him to vote For +it. M .
Speaker, do we want more power in
Ottawa? Of course we do, If this
country 1is to survive, of course
we have Lo have more power 1n
Ottawa. Because, as the Leader of
the Opposition so ably pointed out
in his opening remarks, the one
Lhing Cthat has happened in this
country i1s that no matter what
programnes you have put in to bry
to create equality in this
country, bLhey have always ended up
being centered in Ontario and
Quebec. The power +in this counbry
has been traditionally +in Ontario
and Quebec, Lhe Lo central
provinces of Canada. We are told
that somehow the Meech lLake Accord
gives us more say, more power. Ag
the lLoader of the Opposition says,
it ds just the opposite.

What way should we have gone?
Showld we have signed bthe Meech
Lake Accord and said that d4s 1it?
Should we be signing this and
saying that is 1t? No, because it
is right the opposite here. You
have to have the ten provinces in
this country agreeing to any power
change that isgoing to take place.

Why did our Premier not push for
that triple "E" Senate which has
heen talked aboul so often and
which has been the subject -
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AN HON. MEMBER:
How do you know he did not?

MR, TULK:

I do nok know at all that he did
not. I would 1like to hear the

hon. gentleman say whether he did
or not, I would like to hear the
hon. gentleman say whether he had
pushed for a triple "E" Senate.
Are vyou suggesting that he did?
Because I would like to know that
he tried and lost.

Mr.  Speaker, if we are going to
lave power at the center in
Ottawa, it obviously has to be in
the Senate. Recause, of course,
our MPs in Lthis country are going
to he elected MPs and they are

going to [ elaecterd by @
combination of population and
geography. Ritt: A triple AL

Senate would give us the change to
elect rather than make patronage
appointments, which we have all
done, and which wmy federal party
has probably been as guilty of as
anybody ~ we have appoinked out
share of patronage appointments to
the Senate. T suggest to you that
if a person <can do the job,
perhaps there dis not that much
wrong with 1it. But 1let wme say
this to you, that I believe that
those people who serve din the
Senate should be elected rather
than appointed by anyone, Surely
they should be responsible to Lthe
people they are supposed to be
representing. Surely that 1s the

case . Surely we should have
equal, Ehe second e,

representation 1f we are going to
have the power abt the top bhalt we
need . Surely, 1if you huild in
thal the House of Commons cannotb
override the Senate by holding a
sacond vote, as 1s now the case, T
helieve, that is #a  way Lhat
NewFoundland conld have equal say
with Ontario. If it 1s say the
Pramier wanks, 4f it s power he
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wants this Province to have in
Ottawa, if it dis +the right to
control our destiny he wants in
Ottawa, surely that is the way to
do it and not: what we @re
presently doing with the Meech
lLake Accord.

Mr. Speaker, T think T have five
minutes left. I say that Quebec's
demands, as the member For Gander
said, to bring Quebec dintce the
Constitution, as +if a change on
paper was somehow going to wmake
Quebecers Feel & part ofF this
country, 1s not necessarily the
casae, Tn order to attemplt to do
that, we have saild to Quebec, 'You
can have every demand that you
make . '

By the way, Quebec has been part
of rthe Constititltion since it wasg
signed, since 1t was patriated,
its government of the day had just
not signed to say that it would
be, Lthat 4t would recognize it
That is all the difference that I
can see. Quebec made Five or six
demands, as the wmember for Gander
said, and the five or six of those
have been met. The one that 1s
perhaps the most tearing of all is
the clause, 'a distinct society.'

Qur Premier, our statesman who
went ko Ottawa For wus said gquite
clearly, 'All I want you to do,
Prime Minister, for Newfoundland

is say that you w0
institutionalize Firsk Ministers'
conferences and that you will
place fFisheries jurisdiction,

roles and responsibilities of the
two  govermnents, on bhe agenda. '

That 1s what we got. In return
For turning ovaer everything that
Quebhec wanted, if you want to look
at il as & bargaining process,
which I do not bhelieve it should
he in  Lerms of  province versus
province, ‘that 1s what we gained
ot of Meech Lake, the right to
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have a say, Lo talk, not
necessarily any more jurisdiction
at all. This time next year Lthe
Premier still will not have the
right to say how mich fish should
he caught din & certain part of

this Province. Ha still will not
have the right to say whether

there . shonld b part-tine or
full-time fishermen, and the
Mindstaer of Fisheries know Uthis.
He still will mnot have the right
Lo say whebther - where  cis o ony
friend from Port de Grave? - a
sixty-Four foot eleven dinch boat
as well as a sixty-five foot boat
can  Fish 4in  3NO. He sLi11l will
not have the right to say that,
hecause he will still have no
jurisdiction. Now, Mr. Speaker,
that is what we gained,

Last week the Minister of
Fisheries, for sQme reason or
other, stood up - or three or Four
weeks ago, whenever it was he
spoke - and went completely crazy
about what he had gained in this
Constitutional amendment Lthat we
are now seeing. I say to him that
he -is no further ahead in terms of
what 1is going to happen 1in the
fFisheries +in this Province than he
Was a year ago, As a matter of
Fact, Lhe Minister of Fisheries
might have heen better off 1if he
had fFollowed the recompendation of
the Royal Commission on Employment
and Unemployment and Ltried to gel
agreement Ffrom the Government of
Canacda that he conld set up the
same kind of bhoard as now governs
Fhe offFshora, namely, A joint
federal bhoard. He might have heen
bether ofF 1f he had followed Uthat
route. Maybe that 1is where he is
finally going to go, bhut, T say to
him, there is very little need for
him ko try to get a constitutional
change, the kind we have in here,
to achieve Lhat end, he can do
that wvery simply by having two
pieces of legislation passed, one
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in Ottawa and one here, to set it
up .

I say to the government, if they
think that 4.0 the hargaining
process they have put 1in place
wilh the other bten governments in
this country they have gainad
anylhing in Meech lake, T say Lo
them they have gailned nothing as
Far as Newfoundland as & Province
is concerned, and s Far as
Newfoundland AS @ Province in
Canada 1¢ concerned, and, I say to
the hon. gentlemen, they should
reconsider, In terms of
democracy, what a farce!

The Premier was asked the quaestion
this eveing, "Are you going to

allow any amendments ko that?! Ha
has the numbers in it 'No .,

Struck a deal.' Struck a deal
with the Constitution of Canada.
Ts he going to have any public
hearings. No. None at all. So,
as the wmember For Gander saild, the
only reason you are standing in
this House is Lo get yourself on
record as being opposed to this
whole tdssue of Meech Lake, and why
you are opposed to it.

Mr. Speaker, I say to the Premier
that: what he has done is join a
group of Premiers and the Prime
Ministar who think bthat  somehow
you can take this country, like a
piece of wmeat on the table in
front of you, chop it up, cut it
up in little bits and divey ik up;
you take this piece bhecause 1t has
what you wankt in il, you bake this
piece because. this d1s the kind of
meat you want - that 1is rare, that
is  well done, that is  meddum
rare. { say to the Premier of
this Province, a country is not a
piece of wmeat, dbt is  something
that is far more alive than that.
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
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Hear, hear!

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

MR. RIDEOUT:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SIMMS:
You have already spoken to the
main motion.

MR. RIDEQUT:
Yes, I have spoken on the main
motion.

MR. FUREY:
They said nobody over there was
going to speak on the améendment.

MR. RIDEOUT:
Oh, I see.

MR. STMMS:
Well, how come (inaudible) sbtood
up?

AN HON. MEMBER:
(ITnaudible) wish to vote unknown.

MR. RIDEOUT:
If members wish to vote on the
amencment, I will take my seat.

Rut, Mr . Speaker, I am not
prepared Lo have two or three
speeches from the Opposition

without exercising our right and
our responsiblity to respond.

SOME HON. MEMBERSY
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOQUT:

Tt 1s difficult enough to listen
to two or three of those speeches
in a row, but it is more difficult
1iF you are nolt permibtted to gel up
and respond to them.

$o, Mr. Speaker, I want to first
of all +tell the hon. gantleman for
Fogo (Mr. Tulk) that I have been
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swampaed, T have been deluged, T
have been almost ridden out of

Fown Wi th reques s From ny
constituents and from Newfoundland
and Labrador to haye public

hearings on Meech Lake. I cannot
keep up with the telephone calls
or the letters. I just cannot
keep ahead of -it, with the great
head of steam that is building out,
Ehere +4in  rural Newfoundland and
Labrador, In fact, there are
demonstrations in the streets of
Round Harbour every night, that
this government hold public
hearings on Meech Lake.

Mr, Speaker, I will, in  more
detail, tell bhe House aboult Lhose
demonstrations that are taking
place dn the streets of Round
Harbour tomorrow.

T therefore adjourn Lhe debate.

MR. SPEAKER:

The debhate has been adjourned by
the hon. the Minister of Fisheries.

MR. SIMMS:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the President of the

Council.

MR. SIMMS:

Mr . Speaker, there are a few
matters here T would like to deal
with,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Not again, not again!

DR. COLLINS:
Table them! Table themnl

The Minister of Fisheries (Mr,
Rideout) dis ready to tackle this

debate tomorron, S@e@, S0 he
wanked Lo give wme thirty seconds
SO I could make a Faw
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announcements .

One is tomorrow, we will continue
with the debate on Meech lake.

Everybody knows that.

We will decide and announce
Lomorrow bthe governmenlt's husiness
on Thursday and Friday. We are
not quite certain. Tl depends on
how Meach lLake goes tomorrow.

T wotild Tike to get the leader of
the Opposition's attention and the
lLeader of the NDP, 1if T conld For
&  moment. T believe +Lthe hon.
members arae awarae of Order 31 on
the Order Paper, Rill 32 which 1is
the Aklantic Accord Act Amendment

that deals with a <time problem.
Wheat wo il d he regquired, T

understand, would be sone

agreement to put Ehat Ehrough
first, second and third reading,

the whole bit. We have already
done first, I gquess, If the
lLeader of the Opposition might be
prepared to consider that, I would

appreciate 1t so that we could
perhaps do it on Thursday, if we

could. It d4s a wminor
think, not too serious.

iltem, I

MR. WELILS:
You could deo it
want .

tomorrow, 1if you

MR. STIMMS:
We have
Meecch. Lake

decided to do
that: is  the

already
Lomorros,

only problein, So we will do it
Thursday, T guess, We will try to
tackle it He has no problem.

The Leadaer of the NDP  has no
problem, I guess, so we will do
that Thursday before we get into
whatever else we are going to get
on to.

Mary [ also announce for the
information of members that an
agreement has been reached by all

three parties 1in the Legislature
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that on Tuesday, June 7,
so hon. members can make

all that kind of thing,
the member +For Mount
Island (Mr. Barry), who
range, Tuesday, June 7,

Scio
is within
the House

this ds

plans and

and for
- BRell

will not sit. The reason is 1t ds

in honour of the
Royal Highness,
w1 e harea in
Confederation Building,
somenhara around 4:.30
waelcome and so on.

Tn addition to
in Confederation
closad on  thal
4:30 as well S0

visit
Prince Edward, who
Front of

thatl:, the

Ruilding
particular
that

of  His

think,
far a

offices
will be
iy at
public

servants and others who might wish

to watch the welcome

available to do that. S0
June 7, for the
pPress and
might [he
gitting.

Tuesday,
infFormation of the
anybody else who

interested, we will not be

MR. SIMMS:
That dis by agreement.
members from all parties.

SOME_HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. STMMS:

The Minister of
Tourism (Mr. Barretbt) is
to be
questions there may he.

Mr . Speaker, T move -

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

DR. COLLINS:
Do we wear medals?

MR. SIMMS:
Full regalia.

I move that the House
until Etomorrow, Tuesday,

att 3:00 p.m.

No. 37
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For any
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on motion the House at dts rising
ad journed until Lomorrow, Tuesday,
May 17, at 3:00 p.m.
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MIP . DOV LB . o v o o b ries s o sorm s w s 8 s e e e v b el e W e S 1953
[ LIS 25 K] 23 =1 o Tl el S B O LAy PR B IR Rt S 1954
M, Fomdiok!, . s owb v 5o 5 omB i & Wik @ s @ o e s AR 1955

Barge's Ownership Transferred to Tnuit Association:

M. RAAOOUE: iioa 5 v ie b o eiwle i s Waih 6@ se % % S0 & 6 aNei W 8 W 8 A 1955
My . W, CRPVEE G 5 v e n e % 4 foads i % RS G B WA R R B B E s 1956
My, FenWdiol: oo o s sl o 4 s w b diaie i 5 S0eih % s aldlh @ W aeH w R s W o e 1957

Oral Questions

Meech Lake Accord:
Possibility of amendments. Mr. Wells,
Premier Peckford. ..o, i u v awn s s v w v v i v i s s B 8 1957

Mes, Ting's Fish Plants:
Fiiture of S1. lLawrence plank. Mr. W, Carter,
MP . RIAEGUE . o ir v 0 5 ve 5 0 o ae e o 5 smit o w0 o woss o m poawg 8 8 gens w8 spe s 1959

Are plants at Port aux Basques and Rose
Rlanche +in similar trouble. Mr. W, Carter,
M RACEOUME L © s 6 s sinie v w0 sowse om0 weie o s mvie o sowe e s b 8 A et w e 1960

When will the St. Lawrence plant reopen.
M, W. Carter, Mr, Rideout........ .. iions: 1960

W



Sprung Project:
Any additional financial assistance.
Mrr. Kelland, Premier Peckford........... ..o

Claim by Tors Cove Excavating. Mr. Kelland,
Premiaer Peckford. .. ... e e s

Sufficient Funds to complete construction.
Mrr. Kelland, Premier Peckford.......... ... iciiiiean

Produce sales in Newfoundland. Mr. Baker,
Proemier PecKford. . ... v ot e e

When can MHAs visit; seeks weekly production
figures. Mr. Baker, Premier Peckford...................

Assurance sought local operation not producing
stunted and deformed produce as Calgary
operation did. Mr. Baker, Premier Peckford.............

New FElections Act:
Imnediate action soughk in enumeration
budgeted for. Mr. Fenwick, Ms Verge........... ... in0n

Amendments ko weak section before and of
Session. Mr. Fenwick, Ms VUerdge. ... ... ... s

New Act before end of Session.
M, Fenwick, Ms Uerge. ... e et o e

Alcohol Detox Centre:
No such centre for women. Mr. Decker,
M. TobIdn. . . i m e om g 8 BeAE  E s B R TR W R WGNE B W e

Why alcoholism given a low priority.
Mr. Decker, Dr. Collins. ... ..o soma oo soonsdiean

Claims discrimination against women
alcoholics. Mr. Decker, Dr, Collins............ ...

1961

1965

1962

1963

1966



Health Care:

Report sought from Minister on commitment

to check with Administrator on admissions

to Health Sciences. Mr. Efford, Dr. Collins............

contends situation will be worse Ehis year

than Jast. Mr., Efford, Dr. Collins. .. ... ...

Presenting Reports by
Standing and Special Committees

Annual Report of Mineral Licences and Mining Leases:
ME . DA & o nmie v & 505G 7 5 S0 3 % oGl K 8 oA W Walh @ v D@ i E ENIE W @ e i R

Petitions

Transportation, road conditions in Labrador:

Mrc KoLt iwn o o vei o & prii o 5 560 R W Wi 8 ¥ R BB B SR W 8 B0 8 s
MtFs LEISH G ¢ 5 s oo cmm w v i 5 0 s i B RNenE @ R B e Rowoe B eiedi s daeat @
ML DR & i s b 5 coavs B e vemi e 8 Eue 8 & e B e B X e 0 W YR R g e

Orders of the Day

Mokion 5, Meech Lake Accord:

M D Cla . e x5 e w4 pres  w See ww pesd a o Wl & & wwiE 8 e @
T 1 T O T R R
MEE ., BAKOIr . o e v i v r e o e o e g Bdd G Wi B R F eUTE @
M. T & o re 0w v @ 8 g o w6 we i @ moes m s e B e & 3 0 e G 5 ARG 7
Mr. Rideout, adjourns debate.......... ..o,






