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The House met at 10:00 a.m.

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

The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Mr. Speaker, as a result of ceuents
that have occurred in the last
twenty -fFour hours, and in talking
to the LlLeader of the Opposition
(Mr. Wells) and the representalive
for the NDP Party, the member for
St. John's East (Mr. Long), T wish
to seek leave of the House to
suspend the normal rules of the
day in order to debate the
following motion:

I move, seconded by the Minister
of Fisheries (Mr. Rideout), that
this House of Assembly 4go on
record as condemning the actions
of France yesterday concerning the
arrest of five Newfoundland
Fishermen and that a resolution he
drafted by an all-party committee
to be passed today clearly
outlining this Province's outrage
of such an action.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
Does the hon. the Premier have
leave?

MR. WELLS:
Mr. Speakar.,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon ., the
Opposition.

Leader of the

MR. WELLS:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, that is completely in
line with the comments made ~in
this House vyesterday afternoon by
mny friend, the MHA for Fogo (Mr.
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Tulk), when this was suggested,
and we are happy to g¢give leave and
to support this proposal.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

M LONG:

MR. LONG

Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

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

MR. LONG:

Mr. Speaker, just to be clear on
how we are proceeding, 1t dis ny
understanding that debate will
commence 1immediately on this
motion as the all-party resolution
is being drafted, and then the
resolution will be brought bhack to
conclude the emergency debate.

AN HON. MEMBER:

Yes .
MR. LONG:
Fine, Mr. Speaker. We will be

glad to give leave.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
I understand there is leave,

The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

T wish fo Lthank the Leader of the
official Opposition and thank the
memher for the NDP  For giving
leave,; I called hoth hon .
gentlemen this morning before Lthe
House opened.

Just for clarification, we know
the rules by which we will be
governed, since we now have
established this procedure Fram
now until one o'clock to debate
this particular resolution for now
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condemning the acltions of France,
then very shortly we will have a
draft resolution available which
then, I would take 1it, somebhody
From Lthe Official Opposition, whom
the Official Opposition will
designate, plus Lthe hon. memnber

for St. John's East - it 1s the
Minister, of Fisheries (Mr .
Rideout) - from our side - will

get together to go over that draft
resolution to see whether it meets
approval, or if any changes or
amendments wmight be needed to 1t
to get a consensus. Meanwhile, we
will continue to debate din the
House this particular resolution
that 1leave has Jjust been given
for. We will have that as soon as
we c¢an, and hopefully, then, we
can ¢get into the debate on that
resolution.

Then comes the matter of speaking

in the House. I undersland from
our House leader (Mr. Simms), din a
discussion wi th the official

Opposition House Leader, that the
arrangemenl s Lthat both leaders
would have thirty minutes and
euery other maember  would have
fifteen minutes, in order to give
as many members of the House as
possible an opportunity to address
themselves to the resolution. I
would just 1like to hear Ffrom the
member for St. John's East on
that, if that is okay.

MR. LONG:
That is okay.

PREMIER PECKFORD:
So I c¢an proceed, then, I take it,
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
It is agreed.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
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The hon. Lhe Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Mr, Speaker, let me say in
launching the debhate on our
condemnation as a Legislature for
Lhe action taken by France
yvesterday that I spoke last
avening with aur federal

representative in the Cabinet of
Canada (Mr. Croshie), and at that
point in time they did not have
much dinformation. I provided as
much information as I could to Mr.
Crosbie on the matter, and I have
not heard from anybody din the
federal government yel Lhis
morning.

But this morning, din a special
Cabinet meeting that was held at
8:00 o'clock, the Cabinet further

discussed this matter. We have
sent a Telex off to the Prime
Minister on behalf of Lhe

government expressing our oubrage
over the actions taken hy France
on the evening of May 5, 1988, and
Lhe unwarvranted deltention of a
Newfoundland inshore fishing
vessel 1in waters off the South
Coast of Newfoundland.

This flagrant action by the French
violates a long history of
harmonious practices by the small
hoat fishermen of Newfoundland and
St. Pierre - Miquelon din these
waters. Traditionally, small boat
fishermen have fished side by side
in  waters hetween St. Pierre -
Miquelon and the Burin Peninsula.
We dgo on record as commending the
Secretary of State for its
External Affairs, Mr. Clark, for
suspending the meddiation talks,
and we also end the Telex by
saying that the Government of
Newfoundland cannot  support any
resumption of these talks until
the Ffull Amplication of France's
actions has been determined.
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So we do not want Canada to resume
these mediation talks tomorrow, we
need to sit down and to clearly
study the dimplications of what
France has done yesterday.

Mr. Speaker, as we all know, this
whole question of France's rights
in Canadian waters, or 1in Canada,
has been the subject of many, many
debates over the years. We can go
hack to treaties that were signed
between Grealk Bribtain and France
right up into the nineteen
hundreds . e Trealky of Utrecht,
the Treaty of Versailles, and I
think the Treahy of Paris, all are
involved historically in Lhe
ongoing battle between the British
Empire and the French Empire over
territories around the-world. Now
heing a Province of Canada, 1in
1988 we still find Canada and
ourselves debating this whole
issue of France's ongoing rights,
however defined in Canada, and
have been for the last number of
years .

We had, as we all know, the 1972

Treaty, which we think was a
mistake, signed between Canada and
France which gave certain rights
to the French as it relates to St.
Pierre and Miquelon, fishing
rights and so on. After that, we
had this infamous January 24
agreement bhetween the Government
of Canada and the Gouernment of
France concerning trying to
resolve bobth the boundary dssuc
and the fish issue, France's right
to Fish 1n Canadian wataers.

Unfortunately, over Lhe years
Canada has allowed dtself to be
put in the position that evan
though it 1is a national boundary
that is to bhe determined here,
they will do it and have, over and
over again, made Lhe linkage
hetween Lthe boundary and France's
right to fish, so that what has
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happened over the years, and
Canadians and a lot of
Newfoundlander's are not totally
familiar with this, 1s that Canada
itself has allowed to be used in
determining a boundary St. Pilerre

and = Miquelon, which is still
French territory under
international law and

international treaty, to have the
boundary issue become linked with
France's ongoing right to fFish, so
Lhat in  trying to resolve Lhe
houndary the only part of Canada
that compromisas ancd sacrifices
anything in order to gel that
houndary clearly defFined i
Newfoundland and Labrador.

One of the fundamental principles
which has always guided our advice
to the federal government has
beert, Please, Canada, delink 1it,
do not make the resolution of the
boundary issue dependent Upon
France's ongoing right to fish in
Canadian waters. Recause whan you
start doing that, then ultimately,
given that there has Lo bhe
compromises and mediation, for a
resolution of it more and  more
fish are going to have to he gilven
to France in order to get the
whole thing solved.

We were very, very upset and
outraged - when the Canadian
government entered into . secretl
talks with France and signed that
January 24 agreement. We were not
involved. We did nok krnow about
it And one of the c¢lauses 1in
hat agreement set the principle
for not only having the business
of Fishing rights being resolved,
but going so far as bto indicate
thal: Canada Was preparead Lo
provide additional fish, outside
what was surplus to Canada's  or
Newfoundland's need, 1in an attempt

to get a resolution Lo this
matter. So we had a series of
meetings ensue which S au the
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Canadian government putlting
certain tonnes of non—-surplus

2T+3KL, or Norkhern cod as we call
it, on the table idin addition to
other fish being put on the Ekable
as well.

We have always taken the view, Mr.
Speaker, that, yes, we recognize
international law. We recognize,
unfortunately and regrettably,
that that right to fish is still
there, but 1t should be defined in
any agreement with France based
upon fish that was available, in
other words, surplus fish, and
that we were prepared as a
province to advise the federal
government 1in their negotiations
with France, Yes, they have a
right to fish, but that right can
only be defined on what is. You
cannot define something on whatb is
not and, therefore, any resolution
of fish quotas for France should
be done on the basis of surplus
species of fish, 1in obther words,
fish that was surplus to Canada's
needs, and in  thab way define
France's right to fish.

Mr. Speaker, when you look at the
fishery of Newfoundland and you
Took at whalt has happened since
the 200-mile limit, an attempt Lo
tLry to br-ing s Ome sensible
scientific managerial control over
the resource, 1t only makes good
sense .

We were prepared, and we told the
Canadian government over and over
again, that if egver this went to
arbitration we think that we would
have a good case before any
independent arbitration Lo argue,
Yes, France, you have a right to
fish but that right has to be
defined on what is available, and
that that would be surplus

stocks. Already Canada has
offered France Lhousands arved

thousands, tens of thousands of
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metric tonnes of Fish which were
surplus to Canada's needs, which
could be usad ko FulFdill Lhe
international obligation of Canada
tao  provide Fish to France. put
once you move heyond that, as
Canada has done, then we have Fish
on the table from the 2J+3KL cod
stocks, off the East and Northeast
Coast of Newfoundland, in addition
to all the surplus fish that has
already been offered o France.
France has bheean extremely
unreasonable, and din every point
along the way has put roadblocks
in the way of a resolution to this
matter.

When it came down to the c¢runch,
Mr .Speaker, and when Canada
physically, if vyou will, offered
Northern cod, a nonsurplus stock
to the French, we walked away From
the table, and every acltion since
that time vindicates the position
we took at that time, even though
alk  the time moslt Newfoundlanders
said we were wrong.

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Tt is easy, Mr. Speaker, to stand
up for Newfoundland and Labrador
when times are easy, Lo stand on
some’ theoretical premise, to stand
on some theoretical idea, when you
do not bhave to deliver on the
goods . But, Mr . Speakar, when
that theory became practice, when
we had to put our money where our
mouth was, we stood up fFar
Neuwdoundland anc Labrador @uen
against some of our own people.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, heart

PREMIER PECKFORD:

We told the federal government, T
told Mr. Crosbie and T told the
Prime Minister and I told anybody
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who would 1listen to us, that you
cannot deal with Ehis country,
France, in the way Canada was
going about 1t, knowing the way
that France deals all over this
world; there was a book written a
couple of years ago by a European
which was called, as I said in the
House some time ago, The
Quarrelsome French. We have
seen, we have reaped what we have
sown on this 1dssue, Mr. Speaker.
Euen though Canada went against
the long-term best dinterests of
one of their provinces in
providing non-surplus Norbthern cod
to the French, what did the French
do? 'Give me more ! Give fne
mnore ! Give me morel’ Then they
deliberately announced, '"We are
going ko send a trawler into
Soverelgn Canadian watars,
Canada, would you please arrest
us?! ey deliberately did it
This 1is a country which has seen
Canada give them tens of thousands
of tonnes of surplus fish, and
offer to give them a significant
amount of fish that we did not
have to give them. That is how
unreasonable the French have been:

Now, yesterday they have taken

another provocative act by
arresting or detaining, whatever
the phrase is, a small
Newfoundland fishing hoat and

bringing it into St. Pierre and
Miquelon, and there is an historic
understanding between Canada and
France that in the small boat
fishery, they will Ffish side by
side off one another's rocks.

Never before has either country
taken this action, so why now, Mr.
Speaker? T calls into question

the whole approach Canada has
Laken on  this matter. L calls
into question their whole

negotiating strateqy.

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have said to
the federal government over and
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over and over again, you have to
use some big sticks in the same
way as France has been using big
sticks. Canada seems to want Lo
use in the world this nice,
middle-of-the-road diplomacy -
this will get you everywhere.
And, I suppose, generally
speaking, given that we are a
middle power in the world, that

has some merit. But that dis a
general, overall diplomatic policy
toe bhe followed. That has bto be

amended from time to time to deal
with one specific country or
another specific country,
depending upon the politics and
the attitude of Lhat spacific
country. In this particular case,
this general, nice, diplomatic
approach that Canada takes does
not mork. Tt hag Failed
miserably. It 4s almost as if
Canada wishes to protect RBRrittany
over protecting Newfoundland and
Labrador.

How can any Newfoundlander or
Labradorian, knowing what has
happened to the dinshore Ffishary
over the last three or four years,
for whatever reason agree with
giving one single ounce of
Northern cod to the French, when
our inshore fish plants are closed
down six and seven months of the
year, when we have the Jlowest
standard of living +in Canada and
the highest taxes to try to
sustain ourselves?

So, now, we as a government here
in Newfoundland and Labrador have
Lo look carefully at our ongoing
relationship where ounr powers
exist with St Pierre and
Migquelon. We have Lo reuview all
of our bilateral arrangements; we
have some with St. Pierre and
Miguelon. We have to look
carefully at all our bilateral
relationships.
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I do not know how the people of
St. Pierre and Miquelon feel, so
one has to be careful whether they
are just a pawn in the ongoing
larger French political system at

the present momenl., But we arao.

going to have to review them and
look abt +them and we are going to
have to even get tougher 1in the
future than we were in the past as
it relates to how we aduise the
federal government . And there aras
a lot of people, I am sure, 1in
NewtfoundTand and Labrador who
woulcd say we have already been too
tough, we should not have walked
away from the table. That is what
I heard, Mr. Speaker. Now it is
clear why we walked away from the
table. We knew  who we  were
dealing with. The Canadian
Government did not who they were
dealing with.

So we are going to have to look
carefully at everything that we do
with  St. Pigrre and Migquelon,
because in the final analysis they
are a part of the country called
France, We cannot help that: .
That = was done historically in
Lreaties long before we were here,
we meaning us who are here now.

But 4t dis a sad, sad affair that
we find ourselves 1in a parbicular
situation today, M, Speaker,
which, T suppose, 1is no different
than situations that we have been
in  throughout our whole history;
the more things change, the more
they remain the same, it seems, as
it relates ko Newfoundland and
l.abrador. Just as you think you
are making one step forward, just
as you think you are starting to
make some dimprovement, all of a
sudden vyou get an awful smack
across the face. We get the
200-mile limit through The Law of
the Sea Conference, and everybhody
around the world lauded this
wonderful dinternational agreement
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which would protect us, only to
find, as we find today, which.

exacerbates the existing
situation, thak we are really the
only country - Province now - 1in

the world that has a Continental
Shelf that goes out beyond 200
miles where there is a significant
fishery.

I have checked this out:
Argentina and Australia have
physically some Continental Shelf
out beyond a 200-mile limit, but
they have no fishery.

We are the only place in the worid
blessed to be unblessed, We hauve
out there the Nose and the Tail of
the Banks, which dis nok coverad
under . international Jlaw, and so
this great international
initiative and accomplishment is
soured only in Newfoundland and
Labrador out of the whole world,
hecause foreign nations can go out
there and fish the spauning
grounds before Lhe Fish come
inside the 200-mile limit. We
have bheen arguing that one with
the Canadian government ever since
T have been Premier and last year
we finally got them to agree that
Canada will try once more Lo talk
to the other countries of the
world about extending ik, and that
if that d4s not done, then they
might have to take some  more
drastic action. How long that:
will take, one never knows.

We are being attacked now because
our Continental Shelf dis beyond
200 miles, and so tihe Nose and
Tail of the BRanks dis beling raped.
We had an  FEC agreement which
allowed the European countries to
fish so much fish off our shores,
which has now lapsed. We have the
French who think they can fish in
Newfoundland now almost the same
as they did 100 years ago. As a
result of all of that, M.
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Speaker, as we said at the time,
we have other Canadians whao
helieve that they have Jjust as
much right to flish of f
Newfoundland as as we do. Forget
history! Forget convention!

There is now a lobby group formed
in New Brunswick and Quebec, with
money, who, over the last three or
four months, anywhere you go, at
any fisheries meeting, are there
lobbying the federal governmnent to
give them some 2J+3KL fish. They
thought they were going to get
some this year when the management
plan came out Ffor 1988. They were
unsuccessftul, Rut, Mr. Speaker,
it dis only a matter of time.
There are far more sealbs in Quebec
and New Brunswick than there are
in Newfoundland and lLabrador. They
can say, Jf the French nation can
gaet gome of your so-callad
nonsurplus fish, how about
Canadians? Tt dis only a mabter of
time when we will not only be
threatened by & foreign power on
their right to fish in Canadian
waters, but by other Canadians who
will see to it that they get some
of " that so-called surplus fish in
2J+3KL, while our fish plants are
closed down, while our fishermen
cannot fish.

So you have ‘the French unresolved,
provoking Canada Lo get more fish,
and provoking us through actions
like were taken yesterday.

You have the Nose and Tail of the
Banks being raped because it is
nokt part of Lhe Law of the Seaea
200-mile  Timit. You have other
Canadians, and, no doubt, 1f ULhis
is ever solved and the French get
some more fish, vyou will have Lthe
Germans and the other members of
FEC saying, We are members of Lhe
EEC, too, as France is, and if one
neinber  of  the EEC can goebk  some
fish off Newfoundland, so can we.
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The only ones who are left are the
Newfoundlanders and lLabradorians
to eke out some kind of an
existence here as everybody else
crowds around us and tries to take
from us that which is ours
histordically.

That is why, Mr., Speaker, we have
always taken the position as a

government, on hehalf of the
people of Newfoundland and
Labrador, that there has to be
$ome greater control For

Newfoundland and Labrador in the
fFishary, however you define it
out. That was one of the biggest
mistakes in  the Termns of Union.
One of the biggest mistakes in the
Terms of Umion was that, that we
need more say in the fishery,
because wae cannot do it with seven
seats.

It d1s the same kind of argument
that the West makes For Senate
reform. If you have a Senate
which +is equally represented, then
you have to have power that you
could not get through the House of
Commons .

And if we do not get 4t through
some different arrangement on the
fishery, this kind of &ction that
we are taking today w11 he
repeated over and over again. It
is vital! The Leader of  the

Opposition thinks somewhat like
the Canadian govermnment . His

statement was, Well, it 1s all
right to give a limited &nount of
cod to the French to resolve this
mattear. That is his position.
That is his position. And T
undarstand where he is coming From
in the larger context, The only
problem wikh that is Tike Canada,
you are not dealing with a
reasonable group of paeople and you
have to think of the consequences
of thalb action. Recause once you
say that, you are also saying that
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New Brunswick and Quebec and
othaers must he able to have a
limited quantity of fish when a
dispute happens.

Baecause the Canadian way of
solving fthings, and the Leader of
the Opposition's way of solving

things is, when there is a
dispute, thaere has ko he &
settlement and, therefore,

evaerybody has to compromisa. We
cannot afford to compromise.

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

PREMIER PECKFORD:

We cannot afford to compromise.
We are not against compromise i1if
you can afford to. If I am
building a house and I only have
enough land around me to put the
house on, and of the land next to
my footings on the house someone
is claiming part of a foot that I
can afford to compromise, because
I will not be able to get out of
my house, I will bhe on somebody
else's land.

That is the situation we are
into, It dis not a question
intellectually of understanding
that compromise is a laudible
concepl, it is a question of being
able to afford to and still live,

Then this other misconception
about our position, which has been
deliberately done by lots of
people inside and outside the
Province . We are not asking for
everything in the Fishery. Ne put
out pamphlets showing everybody
what federal control, licencing
and policing of foreign fishing
vessels, should still he in
federal hands . International
fisheries negotiations are still
in federal hands. We talk about
licencing inshore fishermen being
in provincial hands and
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negotiating the sharing of the
TAC. This where our power ¢comes.
from. There should be a

requirement, mandatory nokt just
consult, and then they still have
all the power to do what they want.

T4 ds some good For me to tell
you, Yes, boy, we will involve you
in bthis, we will consullb you, when
you have all the field so you
consult and vou go ahead with what
you .were going to do anyway. That
is no point. You cannot get it
through politics, through seats,
hecause we do not have the people
to have that many more seats in
the House of Commons. You have to
get it through a more reasonable
sharing of powers between the two
levels of government.

Mr. Speaker, I hope this incident
vesterday and Lhe deliberalke
incident three or four weeks ago
of sending Lheir trawler into

Canadian sovereign waters, is
bheginning to demonstrate Lo
Canadians, and especially

NewFoundlanders and Labradorians,
the cold, hard, brutal truth that
we  do not have the luxury to be
what other people consider
reasonable. We do not have thak
luxury if, in fact, we are going
to build a wvibrant socieby in
Newfoundland and labrador and stop
Lhe drain to Toronto or Calgary or
Edmonton, We do not have Lhe

luxury . And  any small society
anywhere 1in the world has shown
that . From Tceland @ueErn bo

Greenland, for God's sake, and
other small socileties, you do not
have that kind of luxury.

Mr. Speaker, we have a copy now, 1
think, of a resolubtion.

AN _HON. MEMBER:

I have just passed 1t out. ' It is
not signed by (inaudible).
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PREMIER PECKFORD:

Oh, no, T know. S0 we will have
to get somebody from the other
side to get together

AN HON. MEMBER:
They have it now.

PREMIER PECKFOQRD:
Who will it be from the other side?

Mr. W. Carter, Mr. Rideout, the
member for Baie Verte -

Whitke Bay and Minister of
Fisheries, and the member for St.
John's East.

I just hope, Mr. Speaker, that by
the time one o'clock comes
everybody in this House can get
behind a resolution of
condemnalion and its detail, so
that we can stand tall, proud, and
right For something Lhat  other
countries, idncluding our own, are
Erying ko take away from us.

SOMFE HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:

Before recognizing the hon. Leader
of the Opposition, I would like to
welcome to the galleries thirty
Grade 1X students, and their
teacher from St Peter's
Elementary in Mount Pearl.

I would also 1like to welcome
sixty-~one Level 11 students. I
see one of them is Jackie Efford,
daughter of the hon. the member
for Port de Grave - who are here
with their teachers, VUerdon Mercer
and FEdward Neil, from Assension
Collegiake in Bay Roberts,

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPFAKER:
The hon . the
Opposition.

Laeader of Lhe
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SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

R. WELLS:

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, there dis not much
difference of  opinion dAn  most
respects between what the hon. the
Premier said this morning, and the
official Opposition. Certainly,
there is absolutely no difference
of opinion as to the end to bhe
achieved, what our goal 1s, and
what our goal ought to Dbe, but
Lhere are some differences ag Lo
the means of getting there, how
Ehat  will bhe most effectively
achieved. This incident yesterday
has brought this matter to a head
today and caused this emergency
dabate. BefFore anybody judges or
condemns any particular action, it
is normal to do a Fairly thorough
assessment to make sure that the
action s wrong, particularly when
it takes place in circumstances
where there may be a difference
hetween the parties concerned as
Lo what +is right or wrong in bhe
area, and there 1ds a difference
betweaen France and Canada and wikh
respect to the boundary around St.
Pierre and Miquelon and
Newfoundland. But, Mr. Speaker,
in this particular dinstance we do
not need to know precisely where
the dincident took place. We do
not need to know that it would be
on  the Newfoundland side of the
equidistant line between the two
territories, because, Mr. Speaker,
for decades and centuries the
people of SLt. Pierre and Miquelon

have fished in these waters
wikhout paying wvery much attention
to lines or boundaries. It has

heen a practice of hundreds of
years and the action of the French

in Lhose circumsbtances e
terrible, is totally

incomprehansible.
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SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WELLS:
We do not need to do a Fine
detailed examination of the rights
or wrongs in order to condemm 1it,

it order to join with the
government to pass an  unnanimous
resolution of this House to
condeamnn that acrion. It i

capable of dimmediate condemnation,
and that ds  precisely what it
ought +to have by all members of
tLhis House.

The Premier wondered, during his
comments, how the people of St
Pierre felt, and whether they were
just heing used as pawns by
France. -In fact, T suspect I know
how & ¢great number of our people,
particularly the people in Fortune
Bay and on the Burin Peninsula
generally, feel about it. There
is great dnteraction between the
people of the Burin Peninsula in
particular, and the people of St.
Pierre, and the Fishermen of those
two areas have a great
understanding for one another and
share 14in hardships on  a daily

hasis. T doubt wvery much that
this is the deliberate,

provocative ackion of bthe people
of St. Pierre alone. I suspect
Lhat it 1s attribuktable primarily,
if not totally, to the Government
of France. That J1ls difficult to
know with certainty, but din all of
Lhae evidence thalk we have before
us that is the only rational
conclusion ko which one could come.

L is also consistent with another
event that has been happening in
the last few days. Prime Minister
Chirac, 1in his political bhattle
with President Mitterrand fFor the
fFuture presidency of France, has
been doing other things, like
arranging, some say by the payment
of many tens or hundreds of

1617 May 6, 1988 Vol XL

millions of dollars, For the
release of the French hostages 1in.
i.ebanon o achieve political
support, He has also broken his
agreement  with New Zealand and
released the péople who were in
jail  as  result of bombing the

Greenpeace hoat in Auckland
Harbour, and has nupset the

government and the people of New
7Zealand  jmmensely @&as & resullb  of

it ALl this is Loward the
political end of gaining points
for himsel f in the French

presidential run coFf eélection
between Prime Minister Chirac and
President Mitterrand,

That may well be as much a factor
in this decision as a deliberate,
provocative action ko provoke

further the dispute between Canada
and France, or 4t may well be a
combination of both. But one
cannot look at the political
events of the world of the Tlast
few days and not take that into
account in this particular
situation.

If that 1is indeed what s behind
it, then the actions of the French
Gavernment are reprehensible, to
disturb the good and peaceful
relations between the Flisherman of
St. Pierre and the fishermen of
Lhois Province, whao have fFor
decades and centuries put out
Lheir noets togaether in bthe sane
waters and shared the same Fish.
I do not beliscve that Lhere s
anybody in this Province who wantsg
Lo say btaday Lo the people of &t
Pierre and to people generally
that that should change. T suspect
they want to continue on with the
practices of the past For small
hoat fishermen, for the inshore
Fishermen, and therein Ties the
difference.

There is another concern that
should be mentioned, Mr. Speaker,
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and Lhat 15 Concern For the
fishermen who are the pawns of
this venkura by the Govermnent of
France.

SOME HOMN., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WELLS:

Bobth the Governnent of this
Province and the Government of
Canacda must take that into account.

We cannot allow .our fishermen, who
are prosecuting their daily work
For the benefit of this Province
and for the henefit of this
country, as well as for their own
personal benefit, to bear fully
the brunt and the c¢ost of this
endeavour by the Government of
France. We have to take that dinto
account as well.

Mr.  Speaker, the Premier raised
some other questions. T share his
view that these issues as to the
houndary around St Pierre and
Miquelon and whatever other rights
France may have Lo Figh "in
Canadian waters are independent of
one another, and the 4dssues must
be resolved independently on the
hasis of their QN respaeckive
merits. We cannot deny the fact
that St. Pierre is part of
France. It is part of a foreign
nation, France. They do not have
to simply wait upon our
acquiescence as to how wmuch waters
they are entitled to as part of
thelr territorial waters or part
of their economic fishing zone.
That should be determined at
international law and their are
clear principles of international
law for determining it. We ought
to go immediately to arbitration
to determine that dssue according
to principles of ‘international Tlaw
and put an end to this dirrational
action, bthis kit For btab aclion
back and forth bhetween our two

L1618 May 6, 1988 Yol XI.

counkiries and e liminate the
difficulty and differences that
exist between our people.

I was interested to hear the
Premier's comment this morning
that he acknowledges France's
right to fish +in Canadian waters.
He acknowledges that. Well, I can
understand his  acknowledging it
It is there in treaties that are
centuries old. What 1s uncertain
is what are the exact limits of
those rights. Now the Premier has
his definition of it. He says it
is confined to Fish that are
surplus to Canadian need. That is
& highly destirable position.
There is no question about 1t, it
18 a highly desirable position and
we should do everything within our
power ko btry and achieve that
result, but, Mr. Speaker, 1s it
the position &l international
law? We do not know. That should
he determined according to  Lhe
principle of dnternational law.
ek nohaody doubit what our position
is with respect to that matter,
and what our position is with
respect to other provinces. While
e cannotk in Canada, and V],
acknowledge that we cannot - in
Canada, dictate absolutely what
the French fishing rights will be
- Lhat  must bhe determined at
international law -~ what we can
dictate, M. Speaker, and let
there be no doubt abhout 1t, ds

what are the rights within
Canada. And we have said

consistently from the beginning
that nobody 1in this country, no
other Fisherman from any other
pravince of this c¢ountry should
have rights Fo  Fish a  Limited
total allowable catch din 27, 3KL
waters, or waters generally off

the Coast of Newfoundland, unless
ame il the tokal needs and

capabhility of Lhe Newfoundland
Fishermen  and Fish  plants are
first met in full.
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SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR, WELLS:

No other province of Canada should
have the right to fish 2J, 3KL
waters so long as there 1is a
capacity to catch and a capacity
to process here.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BALRD:
What a switch!

MR. WELLS:
It ds not & switch! It has been
our posikion on the record for
months and months., Tt dis there.
Read 1t.

SOMFE. HON., MEMRBERS:
Ooh, oh!

MR. WELLS:

It is there, read ik, There " are
none so blind as those who will
nok see, Mr. Speaker. It was
tabled din the House, as &a matter
of fact, months ago.

MR. TOBIN:
The day of the Throne Speech.

MR. WELI.S:
No, it was not,

Now, Mr. Speaker, that 1is c¢learly
our position. The Government of
Canada has the neans at: ilis
disposal to regulate and determine
Lhal wilth certainty, even though
it  does not have the means to
debermine wi th certainty ihe
extent of French fishing rights in
Canad-ian waters, aut  we should
act upon that which we can
determine and wmake sure that the
fisherman of Newfoundland and
Labrador, who have prosecubed that
Fishery for centuries, have first
crack at the total Canadian rights
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in those waters, and to the extent
that there is surplus Fish.
available to that need, then we
must share with our sister
provinces.

That, Mr. Speaker, is the proper
approach. Buk it is also proper,
Mr. Speaker, to try and determine
at Ehe earliest possible
opportunity the exact limits of
Lhe rights of France, if any, to
fish in Canadian waters. It would
he nice if we could pursuade an
international arbitration Utribunal
that the Premier's posibtion is the
correct one.

T cannot: say with certainty, «s @
matter of idinternational law, that
that can easily he achieved. I
have heard the Premier's
exprass ion about tLhat Livis
morning. I do not share his
confidence that that can be so
easily achieved hefore ar
independent internabtional arbitral
tribune, but we should try to
achleve it.

TF, in the meantime, we can . work
out an agreement with France that
would see those rights phased out
after three years, eliminated
tokally after bthree years by means
of agreeing to their having a
Timited catch in the meantime,
then I would think that may well
he a wise move on our part because
it gets rid of Lhe problem
Foraver, I an not euen carbain
that that can be achigved, but
Ehat s @& matter of negobiation
between the parties. If it could
be achieved il would be a very
desirable end, and may indeed be a
small price to pay For our Fubure
security, and for getting rid of
Lhe uncertainty of dnternational
arbitral tribunals. Those, M,
Speaker, are the directions which
we ought to be taking.
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Now, Mr. Speaker, there waere a
number of other +dssues that the
Premier ratsed Lhis morning that T
may well deal with on another
oceasion, but there is one thing
he mentioned that I think I should
deal with now. And he wmentionead
Lhe approach to dealing with
France.

France has had & particular and
well-known record in international
diplomatic relations. There s
not: much doubt about that. The
Premier referred to one particular
book that dealt with the issue.
France takes a particular approach
that puts the dinterest of France
First and foremoskt, and nol only
first and foremost but it
frequently says the Interest of
France 1s the only interest that
Is worth considering.

So with respeck to kthalt point, the
Premier's comment dis reasonahbly
well Ekaken. Rut that does not
mean that we have to be equally
irrational in dealing with Lhem,
We still have to deal with them on
a proper and sensible. basis bthat
is sustainable in dnternational
Taw because we are dealing with
international relations.

The Premienr says that that
justifies the position they took
of walking away from the table,
hecause, he  said, he  and his
government knew who they were
dealing with but the Government of
Canada did not. I disagree with
that. I am quite confident the
Government of Canada knew whom
Lhey were dealing with. The fact
that you recognized the attitude
of France in its internakional
relations does not mean that you
have to act dirrakbionally. The
only alternative to walking away
From the table, as the Premier
recommends, 1s some kind of war.
S0 long as France s mainteadining
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it has exclusive rights and Canada
maintains it has exclusive rights,
the only alternative to walking
away from the table is war. That
46 drrational, 4f nobt dnsane, M.
Speaker. It 1is wnot the right
approach. That we ought to stand
firmly and protect our position,
of course, bubt walking away from
the table is seldom the right
approach, and T do not think it
was the right approach when the
Premier took ik,

Now, he dealt with another issue
that I want to deal with. He went
on to deal with thelr position
with respect to jurisdiction, and
we will deal with &the pros and
cons of the detail of that on
anokther occasion, hut T want to
deal with 41t in general Lerms
nOw . He says our problem s we
have only seven federal seats in
this Province, and when ik comes
to Quebec, with dts chunk  of
seats, and Ontario with -its chunk
of seats, and the two of them
together with 60 per cent of the
sealts 1in the House of Commons,

Newf oundland anel lL.abrador ig
insignificant. He 1s right. He
is absolutely right. That

disparity has bean the primary
cause of he Failure of s
country as a federal nation ever
since it was born +in 1867. Fvery
single thing that has ever been
done, every single action that has
aver heen taken to correct
regional disparities has Failled
miserably, one after the other,
ADA, ARDA, DREE, DRTE, anc
anything else that you can think

of. And now ACOA i s in Lhe
process of similar failure, It is
going to happen, it is on the

way, its failure was announced in
Mr. Wilson's budget this Spring.
Because, Mr . Speaker, of the
overwhelining voting power ofF
Quebec and Ontario, everything
that is auar done For this
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Province is within twelve to
eighteen months applied
universally across the country, so
it can no longer correct
disparities. Not only that, but
it tends to aggrevate them because
it gives those provinces, that
already have superior economic
power, an additional help which
they do not need.

Now, .that is what has happened,
and that is what is wrong, and the
same thing will apply to the
Fishery. So kthe Premier dis right
in that. What he 1s wrong in, Mr.
Speakar, i his solution. His
solution will never provide a
solution, hecause what he wanlts is
more power for the Province.

MR. WTNDSOR:
That is right,

The hon. minister says
That +is not the solukion.

"'right' .

MR. WINDSOR:
Oh, is 1it?

MR. WELLS:

Just listen now and you will hear,
if you will do me the courtesy, I
will explain why that solution s
wrong . It is the wrong solution
to 1ik.

When we increase the power of Lhe
Province, we also dncrease the
power of the provinces of Quebhec
and Ontario. That is the
Fundamental fatlure of Meaech
lake. That is  dits fundamental
Failure.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR, WFLLS:

Arncd we  will Forever bhe in A
position where we will have seven
seats and  we  will be outvoted
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always by the overwhelming power
of Ontario and Quebec, and as the.
provinces get more power those
provinces will have it too. What
we need, Mr. Speaker, 1s a limit
on the power of Ontario and
Quebec, a reduction of idit, and
there is only one way to achieve
ik in a federal system and bLhat is
by a Triple E Senate. That is the
answer What: we need 16 ko
require the approval of both the
House of Commons and khe Senate ko

-all exercises of Federal
legislative and fFiscal POWET .

Then, with a Triple E Senate, Mr.
Spaakar, NewFoundland and @euery
other small province will have 10
per cent of the vote, will have &
vote equal to Ontario and equal to
Queber.

SOME HON, MEMBERS:
Hear, hoar!

MR. WELLS:

That s how we get our rights,
that is houw we protect our
future., We are all headed for the
same end and the difference is how
we  can  effectively achieve it
That is how it should be done in a
Federal system. That is how it
works in Australia, a British
parliamentary system. The
Minister of Health (Dr. Collins)
the other day was deprecakbing my
comments because I compared it
wikh the United States, bubt he
failed to mention that I also
compared 4t with Auskralia where
it works very, very well. They
run  a  federal systam where each
state has an equal vote din the
Second  Chanber, Ehe Senate, and
that is the answenr to
NewfFoundland's  problem, and  that
is Lhe answer to the problem of
avary other small province in this
Nation, because only then, when
Lhe Senabe has equal legislative
power with the House of Commons,
and when each af Lhe small
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provinces have equal voting power

with the Tlarge provinces in the
Senate, only then will we be able
to assure that we gel our just
deserts in this Federation. Ag
Jong as we maintain & situation
where Ehe ulbkimate and really only
effective control ds din a House of
Commons dowinated by Ontario and
Quebec, we will forever be in the
position that we are in now, and
that is the fundamental failure of

Maech l.ake. And, it is the
failure to look at it, and examine
in detail Ehe Fundamental

principles of federalism, that
direct the Premier and olbhers
toward Meech Lake, because of the
false hope that the Province is
going to get more power and have
nore influence, bhut
proportionately that much more
goes to Ontario and Quebec, and
that is our basic problem now.

I see the Minister of Finance (Mr.

Windsor) shake his head. He
obviously does not understand the
Fundamental principle. T he «id
he would endorse fully what I say,
and anybody  whao looks al: Lhe

fundamental principles of
federalism will see that, baecausé
that ds the only place where we
are ever going to get a Fair say.
The Premier is right when he says
our problem s  seven seaks, and
that is our bhasis problem.
Compare that with ninety-five -in
Ontario or seventy-five in Quebec
and we are overwhelmed euery time,
but we should go to the right
ANSWEr, not  more power for  us
hecause it 1is proportionately more
power Ffor Ontario and Quebec as
well. The right answer 1is to
limit the power Lo Ontario and
Quebec.

Now, Mr. Speaker, to get back to
dealing with these issues that are
bafore us today, the only
difFFerences Dbetween us 1is as to
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the approach. We are all clear on
where we ought to go and on what
ought ko be the end.

T have had a Jook at the draft
resolution, just a guick glance at
ik, and I muskt say it appears Lo
be 1in order. I am going to Tlook
at it odn detail now when T Finish

speaking. But, generally
speaking, it aAppaars o he

acceptable and in order.

Mr. Speaker, what we are asking is
that Canada use the Full force of
its diplomatic and . @conomic
relations with France. And Lo be
fair to this government, they have
taken that position From the
beginning in this dispute, and it
is completely consistent with the
position they have taken from the
bheginning. Fxcept, Mr., Speakar,
they have not themselves heen
consistent, Questions have bheen
asked here in this House of
Assembly 1in the Tlast few weeks
about the dealings the government
itself has had with & major French
company, with the Department of
Devaelopment . awarding 1t @ najor
contract.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hoar, hear!

There 1ds another proposal that

Lhis govaernmant appeared to
approve, and there have heen
indications in the Tlast couple of
days that another magj or

arrangement is going to be made,
and that dis with CHC Helicopters,
hecause Lhat +dis dependent upon the
conclusion of an agreement wilth

Aerospatial, a French major
helicopter producer. If the
government is going Lo bhe

consistent it wmust also put dts
own money where diks mouth 1is, it
must take the same action.
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SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WELLS:

When it asked the government of
Canada not to deal with France in
terms of purchasing the Airbus for
Air Canada, or nhot deal with
France in terns of purchasing
nuclear submarines until this
matter is fairly and properly
resolved, it may be that that is a
reasonable and proper approach,
But when it does that, 1t must

also follow Lhe G amne Tinae
itself;otherwise it is being

hypocritical and we would have to

understand Lhe government of
Canada Lotally dignoring tLhe

request of the government.

We are going ko be taking a look
at suggesting a couple of. changes
in  the resolution, but we will
discuss that with the committee
when they maeaot,

My, Speaker, T and all of the
members in Lhis caucus - will
support generally this resolution
as agreed. But I would ask the
government itself to make sure
that 1t follows the procedure that
it 1is asking the -government. of
Canada to follow in terms of its

own economic relation wikh
companies doing business out of

France. That is Tikely to add to
the impact and they ought to do it.

Mr. Speaker, the other thing that
T would say before I sikt down s
whatever we do in response Lo this
situabtion, because it 1s Focused
in St. Pierre, hecause Lhat i1s the
Focus of it at the moment, we nok

lose sight of Lhe traditional
Friendly relations anc

interactions that have existed
bhatween the paopla of Lhis

Province and of $t. Pierre, esven
if a good portion of it ds dealing
i 91)dcit liquor, that we nol
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lose sight of Ethe c¢lose family

ties, since there has Dbeen a
great deal of intermarriage

between the people of the South
Coast of Newfoundland and the
people of St. Pierre, that we not
lose sight of what we have had for
centuries. It is dwmportant that
we act rationally and reasonably
while, at the same time, firmly
standing up for and proteckting the
rights of the people of this
Prouince, particularly our
fishermen. But it 1is important
Lhat we recognize where the real
opponent is, and the real opponent
in kthis case dis din Paris, nobt in
St. Pierre.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

Fhank you, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER (Parsonsg):

The hon. the Minister of Fisheries.

SOME HON, MEMRBRERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:

Thank you, Mr. Speaker,

Mr. Speaker, first of all, let me
say that it 1s not wikth any great
degree of pride that any of us or
Lhis Legislature 1dis taking part in
this particular debate today. Wa
are not ashamed to be doing it,
Mr. Speaker, but it ds not witlh
any pride that we have Lo do ik,

Now, T Tistened very carefully to

the remarks of the hon. the lLeader
of the Opposiltian, and, Mre.

Speaker, I am not going to take
Lhe few minutes Lhat [ have to get
into a long, political wrangle or
tdebate wilth the hon. gentleman. A
number of his comments could
aasily lead to that, but there is
one point I want to  make in
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relation to the hon. gentleman's

comments . Mr . Speaker, ik is
simply this: To take the right
position, the correct position,

the only defensible, Newfoundland
position, that we cannot afford Lo
share stocks that are non-surplus
Lo onur own neacds and ko our  own
capacity and to our own economic
viability, is a sonndly defensible
position, It is an eminently
sensible Newf oundland position,
Rut, Mr. Speaker, Lo take that
approaach in  dealing  with other
Canadian provinces, which dis right
and proper an we support it and it
has been the foundation of our
Fisheries policies since eons -in
time and we are solidly behind it,
can you then say out of the other
side of your c¢heek, 1in the same
debhate, Fhat we will not and
should not and must not and cannot
share with other Canadlians, but we
can somehow find a limited supply
from the same source to share wilkh
foreigners!

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:
Mr. Speaker, bthat 4s not pulling
words in the hon . gentleman's

mouth. re  dis o nobt quoting him
inamccurately. I do not want and

do nolt dntend ko further gel into
a political hassle on this most
important motion, but T cannot Jet
that go unnoticed, Mr, Speaker.
fhe hon. genkleman has said, and
said again today, 'ilt may be a
small price to pay to use sowme
Timited amount.' He has said 1t
outside the House, he has sald it
in the House, and it was said
again today, and at the same time
take the correct position that we
cannot use any amount to share
with other Canadians. Now, you
cannot square that, Mr. Speaker.
You cannot say give it to the
foreigners and not give 1t to
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Canadians. That 1is only a part of
what this debate is all about, but.
I think it 1s a wvital part. It
musk bhe corroectly and unmistakably
and clearly understood that when
somekthing s non-surplus b s
non-surplus for all.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hcear!

MR. RIDEQUT:

BulL . for the sake of all that is
good and holy and right, it has
got Lo he nhon--surplus for a
Foreigner. No such Lhings as
limited amounts or small amounts
or 1little pieces, it 1s Jjust not
there. It dis the foot din the
door, Mr. Speaker, and it is that
foot in the door that has caused
us this diffFiculty since 1972,

SOME _HON., MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEQUT:

It 1is that foot in the door that
hag caused us our diffFiculties
since 1713, 1853, 1905, with the

London Convention, anch then
dastardly wrapped up 1in the 1972
Treaty. Fhat. is the TFfoobt in the
door that has Newfoundland and
Lahrador where we are today. That

has Lo be clearly understood.

Now, Mr. Speaker, what happenad
yesterday s unforgivable. Tt s
provocative to the Nth degree.
There cannot be a_ NewFoundlander
or Labradorian walking on Lhe
shores of Ming's ®ight today who
is not ashamed and disgusted and
Frustrated wibkh what took place
yesterday, and not by any
provocative action of this
Province, nolt by any provocative
action of this country bhecause we
have historically for decades and
decades upon top of decades have
fished shoulder by shoulder, cheek
by cheek, and whatever other parts
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of the anatomy vou want Lo talk
about, in the waters between St.
Pierre and Miguelon and Lhe Burin
Paninsula, Jilgger by jigger. It
has been historically the case
that in small vessels we have not
bothered each other. There are
diplomatic notes governing the
fact that we do nok bother each
other dinto the disputed zone for
small vessels. That is & fact.
That has been in force for years.
But it has been historically a
fact, that in small inshore
fFishing vessels, vessels less Lhan
sixty-five feet is the category we
are talking about, we have bumped
into each other, fished next to
aach other, hauled upon the rocks
on each other's coast without
bhothering each othear, That is the
fundamental difference that  has
taken place dn  this particolar
provocative action over the Tlast
bwenty -Four hours.

That has  all  changeéd  now, M.
Speaker, There 1s a new set of
international rales now Lhal none
of us are prepardd to live by any
moereae, wWae are nok  preparaod o
accept the fact that for decades
this has happened, we are going ho
change it Who made that
decision, Mr, Speaker? France has
made that decision.

Some of the wedia I have talked to
over the last twenty-four hours
tried to zero in on the arrest of
the French vessel in Canadian
wabers just a Few weeks ago. Mr .
Speaker, it is like day and
night. Tt I8 the difference
between day and night. Those
people, again, provocatbively put
on their sashes, deliberately put
on  Ltheir sashes, took the wmedia
with them and said we are going to
Fragrantly abuse your sovareignty,
are you going to arrest us?
Plaase arrest us. And we did, We
did what was right. Canada did
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what was right,

incident s so different!
This 1is a Newfoundland Ffisherman
From Fortune Bay, or wherever he
is from, doing what we have for
decades done +in the waters hetween
St. Pierre and Miquelon. Doing
nothing different, Mr . Speaker,
not being provocative 1in any way,
Mr. Speaker, bhut doing what we and
they have done next -door to each
other for decades. So  thalt has
changed now.

This

Speaker, it d1s time for
been saying
govearnment

Now, Mr.
Ehis country - we have
this consistently as a
since this whole business skarted,
going back now  over the last
several nonths  and into  over &
year - to start dealing with the
nation of  France i the only
language that the Fraench
tnderstand. And thal fis nob a war
cry, Mr. Speaker. The hon. Leader
of the Oppositian talks aboul
going to war. That 1is not a wanr
cry. That dis getbling 1in  touch
with Lhe reality of Lhe
irrationality Lhat the hon.,
gentleman was talking about.

SOME HON.. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:

This particular
deliberately and
irrational, bhut,
demand that, we
irrationality with
But it certainly
Speaker, that the
country have to he
deal, &as we have
over the last several
cdeal, with  France in  Lhe
language they understand.

nation has chosaen
consciously to he
that does not
respond bo
irrationality.
demands, M.
loaders of this
determined to
called on them
months to
only

@COnOmic
K o Mo
They have

forceful,
French
Speaker.

And that is
language . e
other way, Mr,
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not been doing 1t, 1t dis not
hecause we have not been demancding
that they be doing it, that is the
only language that this counkry is
going to understand. We have to
make it tough enough. We have to
make it so tough. that they will
drop the drrationality.

Talking about walking away from
the table, Mr. Speaker, who has
walked away from the table twice
in Lhe Jlasl Lwelve anonths. Whao
Canada? No, Mr. Speaker. France
has deliberately walked away from
negotiations twice within the last

bwelua months . Yot talk about
walking away from the table! G0

that is what we have to do, We,
this gqovernment, Mr. Speaker, are
not about to declare a war on St.
Pierre and Miguelon. We
understand and respect and realize
that they have a right to exist.
They have a right, historically,
to whatever fish they have been
historically fishing, some 5,600
to 6,000 tons a year, it has been,
not the 50,000 Lhat they are
demanding. They have a right to
axpeck that - and we have an
obligation and a duty to provide
it, and we supporl thak, Buk we
cannot forget, Mr. Speaker, that

just as the fisherman of
Newfoundland and l.abrador are
pPawns in ks international

situation, so are the residents of
St. Pioerrae and Miguelon,

We have hilateral arrangemenls
with St. Pierre and Migquelon that
are Lo their advantage. We have
educational hilakbaeral
arrangements, we have forest fire
protection, air-ambulance. Lt was
only & few days ago that some of
their residents applied For Lthe
re-issuing of their lobster puyers
Ticences that they have in this
Province. Well, I can tell you,
Mr. Speaker, that as of today -

the Minister of Development (Mr.

L1626 May 6, 1988 Vol XI.

Barrett) 1is also reviewing the
other agreement that was talked
about today - there dis nothing
sacred between us and SL. Plerre
and Miquelon and France,

SOME. HON., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. RIDEOUT:

e Aare naot Warmongers, M.
Speaker, we are just ordinary folk
who wank  to  protect  our rights,
protect our heritage, so that our
people, too, withonk trampling on
the rights of the people of &t

Piarre ancd  Miquelon, can live
with a hit of dignity and have a
right: to wmake a Tiwving. That is

what this is all about . 1f
Britain were ever to come hback to
Canada today demanding the
colonial rights that France s
demanding din waters adjacent Lo
this country, we would bhe wiped
of f the map, Mr. Speaker.

It is totally unrealistic. You
can get dinto all kinds of legal
arguments about dinternational law,
you can get into all that, but I
do not care, Mr, Speaker,
somewhere there has ot Lo be
something in international
tundaerstanding called Jjustice that
says that we cannot allow these
goings on to be perperbrated on
our people. It has gone on long
enotgh. Tl has gone on Loo long.

And the Government of Canada has
got.  to clearly understand khat
whatever the January 24 agreemenhs
were, whatever mediation accords

there were, that 1t ds  all
Foolishness in dealing wi th

France, hecause they have no
intention, Lthey do not understand
anything only the tough,
take-you-hy -the-neck approach,
That has been their approach in
international politics for
centuries. It has not changed for
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centuries and it has not changed
in 1988, My . Speaker, Lhis Hdis a
very serious piece of business.
Tt behooves all of us as members,
as legislators here in
Newfoundland and Labrador, to
speak with one mind, not with any
squigglywiggly approaches, in
condemning this treacherous
action, this provocative action
that was taken against one of our
native sons yesterday 1in waters
that he ought to have a right to
fish in as long as the grass grows
and the water flows.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPFAKER:
The hon. the member for S$t. John's
East.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. LONG:

Mr . Speaker, we
opportunity to participate 1in the
debate and give our full support
to the dnterim resolution which
calls for a debate on condemning
the actions by Ffrance yesterday,
and .also look forward to the
adoption of a more detailed
resolution as we move closer Lo
the adjournment.

It 1is dnteresting to sit and
observe the development of the
political dynamics within a wvery
short period of time, less than
twenty—four  hours, T dguess, e
have seen the action taken by the
French Navy. I observed on some
of the news last night that it was
the front story, the lead +ditem on
The National across the country
last evening and then, again this
morning, and then to come into the
House this morning and suspend the
Orders of the Day to have an
emergency debate, ohuiously
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welcome the ,

reflects the seriousness of the
matter, and also reflects Lhe
comnitment, which especially of
the people of this Province, *to
such a provocation by the
Government of France. I would
say, Mr. Speaker, that I think it
is very c¢ritical for all sides
within this Province, members of
political parties, and for all
sides across the country that we
be conscious of minimizing some of
the politicalization that
surrounds this idssue.

Roth the Leader of the Opposition
and the Premier have acknowledged
this morning that the action taken
yesterday by the government of
France - 1is essentially of a
political nature, linked to
domestic politics in France with
the national election on there as
are other actions that we have
seen in the last couple of days -
the release of the prisoner in Lhe
South Pacifiec and the release of
the hostages by e French
Governmentl, and ohviously Lhe
action taken by the Fraench Navy
was another initiative which was
not unrelated to the national
domestic political scene in France.

Now, Mr. Speaker, I think we would
all do well to be conscious of how
actions relating to the fishery,
which is so  critical to this
Province, can be affected 1in a
negative way once politics is
brought +into it. I have a sanse
this morning that the Premier may
see an opportunity here Lo make
equal political response, Lo
respond in tandem, quid pro quo,
that when we have what is
essentially a political statement
bheing made by the Government of
France, that the governmmant. of
this Province will respond in dts
own political fashion. I would
advise the Premier and the
government Lo nolk simply run away
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with this dssue in a political
fashion. I wonder whether we
might not see, as the sun becomes
a more prominent feature of the
landscape, the Premier might feel
in  his loins, the way he 1s
proudly and confidently speaking
this morning, that this d4s an
issue we should take to Lhe
people. I do not know that. of
course, it 1s up to the Premier Lo
decide what to do with this issue,
but T would caution all sides
against politicizing this dssue in
a way that might not allow for a
c¢lear resolution of what isg
obviously a more fundamental issue
for the people of +the Province
than one that should be allowed Lo
be caught up in politics.

I think we all recognize the
federal government's
representative, the Minister of
External Affairs, Joe Clark, this
morning acknowledged, as did all
speakers this morning, that this
seems to he essentially a
political act, and it ds not
exactly clear how to formulate a
proper response to an action that
is motivated for ulterior reasons.

I would say, Mr. Speaker, 1in the
issue of 1linkage that has been
raised here, which I think will
come back before us 1in the final
resolution, that the Government of
Canada be called upon to use all
diplomatic and economic power to
resolve this situation and to
respond to the crisis that France
has provoked, there is a danger, T
would submit, Mr . Speaker, in
insisting dimmediately on a measure
of 1linkage to other levers the
Governmenkt of Canada night have,
especially din economic terms. I
think there is na doubt, since
this House is a provincial
Legislature, it would make a lot
. of sense to call upon the
Government of Canada to exercise
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government.

Unfortunately the

its full diplomatic force to
respond to this situation. I
would hope that the Premier of the
Province and the provincial
government have been able to
sustain a working relationship
with our federal representative in
the Cabinet, Mr . Croshie, over
what has been a very difficult
time on this dssue 1in the Jast
year, when e have sean the
Premier and the person in the
federal Cabinet carrying Lthe ball
For Newfoundland on this dssue at
loggerheads and carrying on guite
incredible displays of animosity
and hostility, disagreement and an
inability to come together on what
is a very critical dssue. T would
hope that at this point, din light
of the actions taken yesterday,
that the Premier and the
government are able to develop a
more positive relationship with
the Government ofF Canada and
ansure that in the House of
Commons today the federal member
responsible for Newfoundland and
the federal Minister of External
Affairs are fully briefed and that
there is no problem in a breakdown
of communications between the
Province and the federal
Because, of course,
what the federal government does
on our behalf is very critical in
this situation.

T think the Minister for External
Affairs gave an indication this
morning that the Government of
Canada sees this as a very serious
matter and fdintends Lo use all the
diplomatic power it has .
Govermnent.  of
Canada, because of other political
reasons, is not din on  optimum

situation these day. We do not
have an ambassacdor to France who
could be recalled. It is
unfortunate that Lhe Prime

Minister, 4n his wisdom, saw fit
to call back Canada's Ambassador
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to France ak an earlier date Lo
make his available for the Prime
Minister's political purposes in
the Province of Quebec. Just
recently the Prime Minister has
set a date for a by-election in
Quebec 4in which Canada's former
Ambassador to France will be
seeking a seat for the P.C. Party.

So what we have now is Mr .
Bouchard, the person who would
ordinarily be on the front lines
representing Canada and the
interests of Newfoundland and our
fishermen, who would ordinarily be
there to  take this issue and
respond immediately, finds himself
embroiled in a political campaign
in Quebec and, as a result, Canada
is left without a representative

France. I think that is an
unfortunate situation, Mpr .
Speaker. But, in any case, I

would suggest that there d4s an
opening there that the Government
of Newfoundland could call upon
the federal government, as one
diplomatic gesture  of Canada's
intention to deal with this matter
in a very serious way, to leave
the position of Ambassador to
France wvacant for ¢the time being.
That could ‘perhaps be one among a
series of inditiatives,
diplomatically, that the
Government of Canada could take.

on the question of economic
linkage, Mr. Speaker, I would say
that I, for my. party, and we in
this party, would be quite
concerned about the discussion

that 1is already occurring with
respect to the procurement of
nuclear submarines by the
Government of Canada. That the

bidding war that is raging between
Britian and France to make a deal
with the Government of Canada for
the purchase of nuclear powered
submarines - somehow the dssue
that was brought ko the fore

L1629 May 6, 1988 Vol XL

yasterday - should become a matter
that is directly 1linked to the
question of what Canada 1is going
to do in its decision on
purchasing nuclear submarines, s
one that concerns me quite a bit,
Mr. Speaker. It seems Lo me, 1in
fact it had been suggested
publicly before, that there might
be direct linkage of the fisheries
dispute to the purchase of nuclear
powered submarines, in which case

Canada would have a lever that it

could use in negotiations on the
fisheries dispute with France by
saying that if we purchase the
nuclear powered. submarines, then
France would concede that
negotiations on the fisheries
dispute would move in a direction
that would favour the position of

Newfoundland and favour the
position of the government of
Canada.

Now, Mr. Speaker, that might
indeed bhe something that Canada
might be able to use to dts,
advantage, to say to the French
that 1if you are as committed Lo
Lhe selling of nuclear powered
submarines as you seem to he, with
the advertising campaign that is
being waged waging ACrOss the
country bathtle it is dinvolved with
along side of Britain, then the
government of France might be
willing to concede some space and
some room 1in iks position on
negotiations with Newfoundland and
Canada on the fisheries question
in order to succeed in dts bid on
the nuclear powered submarines.

I wonld simply submit, Mr .
Speaker, at this point that we
should allow this situation to be
given some time. There are
dynamics that are going to develop
in Canada's relations with France
on a diplomatic front, and no
doubt economic questions will he
raised, and the whole business of
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our trading relationship is
something that is called in
question here. But, I would hope
that the government of this
Province would not as a condition
place upon the government of
Canada demands that the 1issue of
nuclear powered submarines be
essentially tied in any way to the
very sensitive matter of the
fisheries negotiations.

We in this party, of c¢ourse, are
opposed in an unequivocal way to
Lhe purchase of nuclear poweread
submarines, SO it would bhe
consistent that we would not want
Lo sea the fisheries dispute
jeopardizae a cont:inuing debale
that 1is being carried on across
the country about the wvalue of
purchasing huclear poweread
submarines. We would not want to
see that debate prejudiced and
perhaps an initiative taken in a
premature way as & result of this
action by the government of France
vesterday.

Mr., Speaker, I would simply say
that the debate, as we heard it
from the Leader of the Opposition
and the response from the Minister
of Fisheries, and the challenge
that the minister proposes to the
Liberal opposition to make clear
its policy on the issue of surplus
or nonsurplus cod, especially when
we see the increased demands from
other provinces 1in the country for
access to our cod stocks, coming
after a very long and protracted
difficullk period of time in which
the government of this Province
walked away from the table and
refused to continue to participate
in discussions with France bhecausa
they had some indication that the
Government of Canada's negotiating
team did not have the same bottom
line position, the same principle
position, that we cannot afford at
any coskt to share stocks with
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France, then a result of Lhe
Government of Newfoundland walking
away from the table seems to have
ocpened the door for other
provinces to enter the debate and
to make demands on the federal
government .

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, thal
there is a very critical dssue of
linkage here. Other Lhan
expanding the linkage to dinclude
economic areas, there is a linkage
already happening . at Lhe
negot.iaking table wid bh the
Canadian government's negotiating
team acling on behalf  of the
Province with representatives from
the Fishing dindustry and from bLhe
fishermen's unions, and it 16

gquite nnfortunate that Lhe
Province left the series of
negotiations when it did, Recause

the whole issue of whether
non-surplus cod could be discussed
at the table, depending on the
conditions set by this Province,
is, of course, one that is very
critical to the resolubtion of Lhe
houndary issue, so there is a very
sensitive set of negotiations that
already exist.

The discussions about non-surplus
cod and access to 2J-3KL and the
position of the 3Ps zone, and what
is happening to the fishermen on
the Southcoast of the Province and
to the fishermen of §8t. Pilierre,
and houw to resolve the long
standing question of France's
right to fishing in. Canadian
waters, and to, at the same time,
protect our Northern zone, bt
espacially to protect bthe position
of the fishermen from the
Soukhcoast, ds @& critical aspect
which dinvolves, of course, the
1issue of the boundary dispute.

So, T would say to the Minister of

Fisheries, around the time when
the Governnent: of NewFoundland
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left the table and the Premier
went on province-wide television,
free-time, ko axplain his
position, we and our party, as
were members of the Liberal partly
and the Leader of the Opposition,
invited to consultations with
representatives of the federal
government, who wanted Lo explain
their negotiating position, and it
was clear to me abt that Utime, Mr.
Speaker, that that negotiating
teain was in a very intense period
of very sensitive negotiations and
the idssue of the linkage between
the boundary dispute and access to
non-surplus cod will continue to
be a very sensitive dissue. It is
not one that can so easily be
resolued by the Minister aof
Fisheries, or the Premier calling
the Leader of the Opposition
names, essentially, and attemtping
to make more of his position than
may actually be there.

By way of conclusion, Mr. Speaker,
I would say that some of Lhe
debate that has occurred in the
House in the last couple of weeks,
with respect to Lhe differences of
opinion between the Minister of
Fisheries and the Leader of the
Opposition, reflect in my mind the
absolute need, as T sald at the
beginning of my comments, to
minimize.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

The hon. the member's time has
elapsed.

MR. LONG:
By way of conclusion, Mr. Speaker,
if I may have thirty seconds Lo
conclude.

MR. SPEAKER:
Yes,

MR. LONG:
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I would simply say that the
intensity of the debate and the
demarcation of positions bhetween
the tuwio sides highlight Lhe
commenks T made in the beginning
of my remarks, the absolute need
to minimize the degree of politics
that are being played around this
issue, I think Lhat it is
important ‘today that all sides
come together In a show of unity,
and we declare the common ground
that exists among us, and move

~toward adopting a resolution.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER (Parsons):
The hon. the Minister of Career
Development and Advanced Studies.

MR. MATTHEWS:
Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

To echo the sentiments of the hon,
the Minister of Fisherdies, it is
not with any great deal of pride
that we speak in this Legislature
this mormning about Lhis very
serious dssue, I guess 1t would
affect all of us differently, and
some would become very emotional
one way while others would be
affected emotionally another way.
Having a very c¢lose relationship

geagraphically - I represent the
district c¢losest Lo St. Pilerre and
Miquelon - and being a very close

Friend of many of the people of
St. Pierre and Miquelon Ffor close
to twenty-Five years, I &in
affected to the extent that I am
depressed For two reasons, one
there are so many of my friends in
S5t. Pierre and Miquelon and, as
well, two people whom I see on a
weekly basis, from the town of
Fortune, are directly affected din
that they are with the crew. For
twenty-three years in succession,
by the way, I have been to St.
Pierre and Miquelon. I have many
friends there T visit reqgularly,
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and they wvisit me regularly in
Fortune. You kind of find
yourself in a dilemma, I guess,
but we have to come back to, as
the Premier said earlier, what
your first responsibilities are,
and where- your first and strongest
loyalties are, and in this case,
putting everything I have said
previously and prior in place, my
loyalties and my responsibilities,
with the Premier and the Minister
of Fisheries and this gqovernment,
are to stand up for the people I
represent. That is my fFirst
responsibility, namely, the people
of the district of Grand Bank.

There has been a lobt said on this
issue over the last number of
months. We talk abouk ktha
possibility or the need or the
reasons for. giving or nobt giving
France Northern cod. When I look
at the situabion 1s in 3Ps whera
the French allocation is 6,400
metric tonnes, last year they took
approximately 30,000 metric
tonnes; overfished by five times
their limit. I go to St. Lawrence
and Lawn, particularly Lawn, which
is totally dependent on the trap
fFishery and I talk to the trap
crews . Last year was the best
year they had in twelve, and that
was not a great year. Then I have
to put that in context, in its
proper perspective. I have a lot
of feeling for the inshore
fishermen, particularly from St.
lLawrence ko Point May, who . are
directly affected by what happens
in 3Ps, and I have to say that
overfishing certainly bhas to stop.

Then you tie that din with the
federal governmenk and France
requesting Northern cod. If they
get Northern cod, we will get a
double whaminy . Oour inshore
Fishery 1s already very negatively
affected hy the overfishing in
3Ps, where the inshore fishery
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right @&along the Northeast Coast
has been a failure in the last
number of years because of what
has happened with the Northern cod
situation.

Our trawlers are very dependent
upon Northern cod, as the hon. the
member for Fortune -  Hermitage
knows, and, as well, our inshore
fishery is affected by Northern
cod with this migration patterns,

So if France gets @&ccess o
Northern cod, For the residents of
my district, the inshore

fishermen, it wi1ll be a  double
whammy .

As one representative in this
House of Assembly, and particulary
in this govermment, there 1is no
way that I can acceplt or partially
endorse in any way the overfishing
in 3Ps, or any suggestion that
France he given Ffish din  27T+KIL.
There 1is no way T can stand For
that.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. MATTHEWS:

Mr. Speaker, I think the dincident
of yesterday is very ¢losely
connected and orchestrated with
what we saw happen just a Few
weeks ago, where we saw the French
trawler sail into our waters, fish
illegally and publicly announce
they were going to do it. Senator
Albert Penn and Mr. Plantegenest
waere arrested and  were brought
into St.. John's with +the French
flags wrapped around thedr
shoulders. Then they came oult of
prison and protested aboulb the
conditions of prisons in
Newfoundland.

Yaesterday lthey seized a longliner

From Grand lLe Pierre, with the
Cre mad e up  of people from
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Fortune. They took them -+into St.
Pierre, the boat was seized, not
allowed to leave port, but what
did they do? They accommodated
the c¢rew in a hotel. They are
treating them like kings. The
crew can go anywhere they wankt in
St. Pierre, anywhere.

The Prefeckt last night wvisited
them in the hotel to see 1if they
wenre comfFortable, wondearing if
they were having a good night. As
far as I Al concerned, Mr
Speaker, I strongly believe that
Lhe two are connectead. And if you
take the incident of the trawler
and the incident of the longliner
and you try to connect them with
France's strateqy on negotiations,
personally I just wonder what kind
of a slick operation we are
dealing with.

Even though this dis smaller, in
the context af negotiations
between Canada and France, it 1is
all connected. And, T say,. if you
cannot trust France in these
situations, how can you trust them
in the 1larger global dissue of
trying to get @& sebttlement on the
boundary and fish quotas. You
cannot do it.

SOME HON, MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. MATTHEWS:

It just demonstrates Lo e, Mr.
Speaker, that we are dealing with
a situation here that tis going to
be impossible to resolve.

Now, what is very unfortunate
about it, I guess, is if we
compare Newfoundland to St.

Pierre, we are sort of caught in a
Canadian squeeze and St. Pierre is
caught in a French squeeze. As I
said, I am a bit emnotional and
affected by it because of my long
connection with the islands of St.
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Pierre and Miquelon and its
people. Oon a clear night I can.
look out from Point May and see
the lights. I talk to the people
on the telephone. IF they want
something I pick it up, put it on
the ferry and it goes out.

MR. BAIRD:
You plaved soccer there.

MR. MATTHEWS:

I tried to play.

The connection between my part of
the Province and St. Pierrae and

Miquelon is more than just
Fishing. T am sure most of you

realize that. There has been many

‘a  bhottle of French wine passed

over the side of a Newfoundland
boat, when they were having some
French bread and wine and so on.
It is more than just the fishing,
it dis water related. More than
Fish has bheen bthe exchange betwean
Grand Bank and St. Pierre. It is
very unfortunate that the people
of St. Pierre and Miquelon are
caught in the bind they are in.

And T reflect back to what I said

earlier, that for me as a
NewFoundlander, where both ny
grandfathers were bankear

Fisharmen, one of wmy grandfathers,
my grandfather Matthews, sailed
from the Grand Banks +1n a dory
hecause he got separated from his
vessel in fog;, he pub up a sail
and came right dinto St. Pierre,
into the Grand Bank, right in the
same area where all this happenad
vesterday.

Now, when you reflect back and you
are part of it, your ancestors
were part of it, the people I see
on a daily basis - I mean, I can
look out from Point May and I can
see where this particular bhoatbt was
seized vyesterday, and that really
torments me. It really torments
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me that this kind of thing c¢ould
happen. The people really caught
in the middle are the people of
St, Pierre and Miquelon. And I do
not sce any way for the Government
of this Province and for the
Government of Canada to bring
France to their senses, except
some way where Lthe plight of the
people of St. Pierre and Miquelon
is going to bhe highlighted. I do
not know any ather way. It is not
want you want, it ds the last
thing ipm the world that- I want,
buk -unless the focus is turned
onto St. Pierre and Miguelon, I do
not see any other way of bringing
France to their senses on the
issue,

What 1s also unfortunate, 30,000
metric tonnes of fish are being
taken oult  of 3Ps, only 6,400
metric tonnes are allocated, and
Lhe people of 3L, Pierre and
Miguelon are not the beneficiaries
of the overfishing. TF 1t were
the residents of St. Pierre and
Miquelon - not that we would say,,
great!- it would be a little more
palatable that these poor people
out: there who are economically
depressed, as (e are, were
benefitting from 1t. But who 1is
benefitting? Saint-Malo; that
area, that fleet. It is not the
people of Brittany, It is not the
St. Pierre and Miguelon residents
who are benefitting frrom the
30,000 metric tons. If there were
15,000 metric tons taken out
there, which would be half., and if
it went to the residents of §t.
Pierre and Miquelon, it would bhe a
hoom town and we would have 15,000
more metric tonnes left there for
St. Pierre and Miquelon and us to
utilize. If it was cut din half!
But you cannot get anywhere
dealing with France, Mr. Speaker.
There is no way that you can deal
with them,

L1634 May 6, 1988 Vol XL

hear Lhe hor .

The two Ehings this Province has
consistently stood wup for: The
overfishing in 3Ps must stop, and
that their bhe no cod from 2T+3KL,
mot a scale.

When T go around my district,
which 1is totally affected by the
fishery, there dis no way that I
can entertain either one. Not
five metric tons, None ! Becausa
the people of my district need
it. . When vyou look at bthe hon,
minister's district on the
Northeast coast, where the fishery
has been a failure for the past
number of years, how can anyone
suggest that we give Northern cod

to France? We cannot. Qur  own
people need it btoo much. Qur own
livelihood depends on it.

The other 1hing Lhat really-

bothers me, Mr. Speaker, 1s when I
Leader aof I e
Opposition saying, Yes, let us
give some Northern cod bto France.
Give them some to try to get &
resolution. What? There 1¢ no
guarantee that France are going to
abide by their allocations in
2J+3KL anymore than they are doing
in 3Ps,

MR. BUTT:

Right on.

MR. MATTHEWS:

Anyway, they are overfishing
there, who is to say they will not
overfish somewhere else?

AN HON. MEMBER:

No doubt they will.

MR. MATTHEWS:

Exaclly! They will! Aand that isg
another very serious consideration
Lo 4l all. What will stop them?
You just cannot suggest give them
some, because if we give them some
they will go take more and then
they will argue that they want
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more, they need more, and that is
the way it goes, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, T share the Premier's
confidence, contrary to the Leader
of the Opposition, when he talks
about arbitration.

If you look abt the Channel Islands
case, France will have to argue
that case in reversao. I Lhink
when you talk law and arbitrations
you always talk about precedents,
you reflect and research back. I
Lhink e have A good case,
particularly in light of what
happened with the Channel Islands.

Mr. Speaker, T want ko conclude,
because there are other people who
want to speak Ffrom both sides.
This issue is very, vVery
tormenting to me, and I think I
have highlighted why . It is
tormenting because I represent a
district that 1s totally a fishing
district. I am tormented because
I am so geographically close to
St. Pierre and Miquelon, and I am
tormented because as a
Newfoundlander and Labradorian T
see France totally disregarding
the rights of Newfoundlanders and
labradorians who, for centuries,
have Fished the very waters that
that vessel was seized in
yesterday.

T just want o say, Mr. Speaker,
that the French are claiming that
Ehe crew was nolk arrested, You
talk abhout being slick! They can
9o anyuwhere Lhey  want in S,
Pierre and Miquelon, but they
cannot take the hoat out of the
harbour. You talk aboul slick!
They cannot come homne . No .
'"Boys, here is your bottle or rum,
go up to the hotel. Here s your
food, but you cannot have the

boat.' The keys to the vessel are
being held by Mr. Jean Pierre
andré.” He has the keys. I heard
L1635 ° May 6, 1988 Vol XL

him say so this morning.

MR. SIMMS:
The Canadian Consul?

MR. MATTHEWS:

The Canadian Consul.

S50 there 18 a whole mix going on
here, M. Speaker, 1 would
suggest In this lLegislature this
morning that not only can we not
trust Lhe Lop negobiators in
France who are dealing with
Canacda, but T suggeskt that there
are people on the Island of &t
Pierre and Miquelon who should not
be trusted either, for wvarious
reasons. Recause {F you listen to
them publicly on the media of this
Province, at times you would swear
they were our best buddies. But I
assure you they are not. .

My . Speaker, I want to go on
record this morning and
congratulate all members and
parties for consenting to this
debate. T look Forward to seeing
the resolution and full-heartedly
endorsing 1t  on behalf of Lthe
people of Newfoundland and
Labrador.

SOME HON. MEMBLERS:

Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the member for Forbtune
Hermitage,

MR. SIMMONS:
Mr. Speaker, there de¢ cindeed &

human side Lo this, as e
gentleman For Grand Bank district
has so well put it. There are
Five ‘people here and their

families who Thave been through
quite & trauma in the laskt feaw
hours through no fault of their
own, and that s an dssue that
ought to concern all of us as

legislators and Newfoundlanders
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and Labradorians.

Mr. Speaker, there is a Tlarger
human issue here, in that

literally hundreds of fishermen,
indeed over the vyears literally
Ehousands and tens of thousands of
Fishermen have fished in what we
now know as 3PS, as one Fisherman
put it to me on the phone last
night, auer since Cahot came
over. They have bheen there a long
time din those exact same waters,
midway between Brunette and
Miquelon Head, as was Willoughby
Rolt vyesterday afternoon when he
was kidnapped, ds the word. He
was kidnapped! He was taken
against his will! He way have the
run of a a town, of a square mile
of so of territory, but he is
kidnapped, if you understand that

kidnapping 16 placed in A
situation that you do not

voluntarily elect to bhe placed in.

When he left Fortune atl
four~thirty vyesterday morning, he
had no plans ko be din St. Pierre
last night. He is not there
hecause of his wvolition, he is
there, Mr. Speaker, because he was
out minding his own business. He
went out East/Northeast of
Miquelon Head, about nine or ten
miles, shot away his gear, then
began towing to the Westward.
Within fifteen minutes he was
alerted by Lhe French Navy people
and told that he was going to be
hoarded. He was out there doing
what his colleagues, his
counterparts, and his ancestors
have done for hundreds of years.
Let that be c¢learly understood.
He was minding his own business.
He was well within the law. He
was well within the traditional
activity of generations of people
on that coast.

The gentleman for Grand Bank (Mr.
Matthews) also menkions the
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dilemna that the people of 8t
Pierre find themselves in and I
Wa s delighted that he, the
Minister of Career Development and
Advanced Studies, took a much more
sane approach than his colleague
Fhe Minister of Fisheries (Mr .
Rideout), with whom he should have
a word, who was up this morning,
when he took hysterical leave of
himself on one of several
occasions, talking about sanctions
in  kterms  of hospital and air
ambhulance . . First this is
despicable, and secondly, it has
no place in this particular debate.

The people of St. Pierre, whom I
do mnok represent in this chanber
but like the gentleman for Grand
Rank T have had occasion to
socialize with, I went there to
try  and  learn some French with
perhaps no more success than the
gentleman had at soccer, bhut that
is another debate -

AN HON. MEMRER:
(Inaudible) soccer.

MR. SIMMONS:

As I said, no more than.

But, Mr. Speaker, these people are
the pawns in that particular gamne
too, and we can be diverted
chasing rabbits, as the expression
goes, or we can focus on the main
issue. L want to submit that we
have not focused very much on the
main ilssue in this particular
situation,

I give you as exhibit number one
the Premier's Telex to Ot tawa
which went out, apparently, this
morning, May 6. He talks about
the action and he calls on the
governmnent +to do certain things:
suspending mediation, and so and

$0, What shocked me aboul this
particular Telex was the absence
of any reference to @conomic
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levears. Here we go again, talking
out of both sides of our mouths.
We have watched the Departinent of
Development do it here, and they
are about to perpetrate the second
deed with this Aerospatiale deal
for CHC. They have already done
it and tried to justify it in this

House. You talk about people
talking out of both sides of their
mouths, Mr. Speaker. They see no

problem at all with aiding and
abetting the French, whom they
have all the right words for .this

morning: They are quarrelsoma,
they “rea terrible, they are
cantankerous . But we do bhusiness
with them, anyway. That 1is the

nek message going out ko Pardis
from this administration. You can
do what you 1like to us, you can
arrest our people, harass our
families +in Grand Le Pierre and
elsewhere on the South Coast, but
we  will do  business with you.
That is the message going out from
that administration.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. STMMONS:

Mr . Speaker, they might do
business, they might continue
talking out of both sides of their
mouths but we, on this side of the
House, are nok going Gto condone
it. And one of the things we want
to see in what 1s otherwise a qgood
resolution, basically a motherhood
resolution, not nearly as shkrong
as the rhetoric that you hear from
Lhe Premier and Lthe Minister of
Fisheries this wmorning, but  if
Lhey wanl to pul some substance to
that resolution this morning, Mr,
Speaker, kthey will address

MR. BAIRD:
PDid you say it is rhetoric?

MR. SIMMONS:
I said what the Premier and the
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Minister of Fisheries sald is
rhetoric, and I will come bhack to.
that, but I am talking about the
resolution. I said we will
endorse the resolution but e
would 1like to see if fortified a

bit. We would like to see it
fortified so that the House would
instruct Lhe Government of

Newfoundland to put its money
where dts mmouth is.

Tt is all very well to sit down
here 1in. Newfoundland and say big
bhacd Ottamwa cdo this, do this and do
this. We agree with them when
they say that, but we wanlt to, in
the next mouthful say, and we the
Government of  Newfoundland, are
prepared to do likewise.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Right on!

MR. SIMMONS:

If you want the Government of
Canada, Mr. Speaker, to stop the
deal on nuclear submarines, to
stop negotiating on airbuses, then
you, Government of Newfoundland,
have to stop dealing on the
offshore 1issue, and have to stop
dealing an Ehe aerospatiale
issue. You have to stop it. You
have to suspend all that.

Now, Mr., Speaker, you see the fact
of the matter is that the Premier
himself ust  take some of the
responsibility for Canada's

unintormed approach Lo Lhe
Canada/France fishing dispute. If

M.  Siddon and Mr. Mulroney and
Mi*. Clark do not know exactly how
to deal with the French, and 4if we
are to believe that the Premier
and the Minister of Fisheries have -
all the answers on the nuances of

deal.ing wi th Ehe "quarrelsome
French', +then the Premier has to
Eilkoe & fair amount: of
responsibility for not

communicating that insight, Lhat
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knowledge to khe Gowernment of

Canada. But as e know, M,
Speaker, I Fve Premier's

quarrelsome, tantrum approach to
everything is absolutely legendary
in Ottawa.

It is well known in Ottawa that
the Prime Minister of this country
takes no pleasure at all in
dealing with the Premier of Lthis
Province; he does it only under
duress, only as is absolutely
necessary and never more often.

MR. TULK:
That is right.

MR. STMMONS:

I am told that the big political
quandary on the offshore - there
are issues to be settled out with
the consortium, T understand - in
Ottawa these days is how to get it
mov ing anl at the same time
minimize the political credit to
the Premier of this Province.

MR. TULK:
That is right.

MR. SIMMONS:

That 1is the big political quandary
they have in Ottawa these
particular days, how to minimize
the credit to the Premier of
Newfoundland and, at the saune
time, Jlaunch the offshore in a way
that will benefit the people of
Newfoundland.

The Premier goes on about no clout
because we only have seven seats.
If I heard it from anybody else in
this country, I could take it with
a grain of salt. But having bheen
lectured hy his Minister of
Fisheries this morning about
talking out of bhoth sicdes of
mouths, to hear him whine about no
clout and seven seats, and then to
hear him in the next  mouthful
stoutly defend that sellout called
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Meach lake, that  sellout which
ensures, Mr. Speaker, that we will
never have apy clout because they
would remove from us any regional
bhalance as provided for Hdin a
proper Senate - that is an dssue I
will deal with separately - but to
hear him again talking out of both
sides of his mouth on thal 1s an
issue that I have difficulty
remaining silent on.

But let me come Lo bthe Minister of
Fisheries. He is not in the
Chamber, but he knows that I only
have ldimited time and I would
assume that he is within earshot.
Mr. Speaker, I submit to him that
the FEAson the Minister of
Fisheries and the Premier have <o
badly fumbled the ball on this
whole 1dssue of Canada/France dis
because of #an obsession, an
obsession with childish, crude,
petulant dispicable politics. Arid
we saw it kthis morning again, the
minute he gob up. He was not on
his feet thirty seconds when he
was characterizing the commentary

from my friend from Windsor -
Buchans, the lLeader of the
Opposition, characterizing 4t in

partisan political Lerms . M,
Speaker, if there 1is one thing I
would Tike to say 1in this debate
this morning and say particularly
Lo  the Minister of Fisheries, I
know him well, and I know him as a
man who cares very deeply aboul
Newfoundland, but I am watching
what 1is happening to him these
days and his rhetoric is getting
the better of him, his rhetoric is
mobilizing his soul.

MR. TULK:
We all care.

MR. SIMMONS:
He has lost track of what really

matters. Aand T make to him an
appeal on Dbehalf of Willoughhy
Bolt
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MR. SIMMS:
What do you call this, if it is
not rhetoric?

MR. SIMMS:

- and the other four people on
that boat, Mr. Speaker, T make to
him an appeal and it 1s this: Oon
this one 1if on nothing else, 1in
the name of God, for God' sake, I
say to the Minister of Fisheries,
leave your cheap partisan politics
at your caucus room door. Leave
it back at the caucus room door,
because Willoughby Bolt s not
interested in your partisan
politics. He is not interested -in
that at all, Mr., Speaker. Now,
Mr.  Speaker, who 1is right? That
is the dssue that arises oult of
Lhis debabe this worning. Who s
right? The Premier sald this
morning, very clearly :

MR. SIMMS:
What is right. Not who is right,
what s right!

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr. Speaker, I would like to have
a little protection. I have some
things I want to say. The
gentleman for Grand Falls may not
agree with them, but I do not need
any coaching from him on the
matter.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. STMMS:
You need coaching from a lot of
people..

MR. STMMONS:
Whatever you say. You have always
been right before.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. SIMMONS: ]
Now, Mr. Speaker, Lthe Premier said
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this morning that France has
rights din Canadian waters. Now, .
pMr. Speaker, ds there anybody in
the Chamber who would disagree,
who would deny that the Premier
said that this morning? He said
France has rights in Canad-ian
waters, I am sorry! He said
France has fishing rights in
Canadian waters.

Now, Mr. Speaker, what does he
mean by fishing rights? Who s he
fodling? Does he mean Lthey are
allowed to paddle hoats over herae,
start their motors over here, fix
Lheir outboards over here, mend
their nets over here? What does
he mean by fishing rights?  Surely
fishing rights means the right to
catch fish. Surely it means that,
or it means nothing. The Premier
stands there and he says clearly,
France has fishing rights in
Canadian waters.,

The lLeader of the Opposition
today, and many times formerly,
has said the sawe bthing in other
words and suddenly it d1s a great
big sin, and bhe Minister of
Fisheries gets up and flips his
lid, as he so often does in a bit
of rhetoric spite, and he goes on
with his grandstanding about not
one cod, and so on and so on and
$0 forth. Now, put the two
together. Who dis right? Is it
the Minister of Fisheries who

Says, 'No cod.' Or ds 1t  the
Premier who SAaYSs, 'France has

fishing . rights in Canadian
wakers?! Now, T extrapolate Lhe

fishing rights to mean the .  right
to Fish, Lthe right to cabtch fish.
What dis +the point 1din being out
Lhere f you are not going Lo
catch some fish?

Mr . Speaker, this morning the
Premier WA s very critical of
Canada's approach in all of this.
He used words Tlike, 'Canada 1s a
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nice, middle-of-the-road
diplomat,' and he went on to say,
"That does not work with the

quarrelsome French.' Now, M.
Speakaer, T subwmibt Gto him that

Brian Mulroney has not exactly
been sitbing up 1in Ottawa waii-ing
for that Dbrilliant dnsight from
the Premier of Newfoundland, T
have & suspicion that the Prime
Minister of this country knew
beforehand exactly what he was
doing, and T will Lell vyou why.
He d1s not nearly as nalve about
Ehis as the Premier sugges ks,
Rather, the Prime Minister of
Canacda has based his actions on a
well-calculated strateqy which
completely ignores Newfoundland in
all of this because that Premier,
with his tantrum approach to
everything, has put himself in a
position where he can be dgnored
by the Prime Minister of this
country, even though he is of the
same political stripe. That is
what is at the heart of this
issue, Mpr. Spsaker. We have lost
our voice. We have lost  our
ability to bargain. We are not
taken seriously any more because
of the hysterical rhetoric coming
From bkhe Minister of Fisheries,
and the tantrum approach practiced
so often, so completely by the
Premier.

Now, Mr, Speaker, in all of this
there is the beginnings of a
solution. We have to stop the
convenient rhetoric. it was
interesting to notice yesterday
that it was wmy Friend Ffrom Fogo
who  raised this dssue in the
House. The minister and the
Premier very quickly dindicated +to
the House that they knew it too,
but they had not taken the
initiative to do anything about itk
and that characterizes better than
anything else, Mr. Speaker, what
this crowd is up to. If there are
any political points to he
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grabbed, they will grab them.
Otherwise, they do not want to
have anything to do with any
solutions.

Well, I throw the challenge to
them +this morning, Mr. Speaker. I
ask them to leave their politics
back by the caucus room door, and
I ask them, Mr. Speaker, instead
to join us in a good substantive
resolution which will put in place
some  levers that will begin to
hurt the French.

If the nice diplomatic approach is
not: working for the quarrelsone
French, let us hit them where it
hurts. Let ‘us get the Government
of Canada to suspend any
arrangements on Airbus, suspaend
any arrangements on the nuclear
submarines, Mr. Speaker, - and at
the same time, and in tandem, let
ws - Mr. Speaker, we know Lhe time
is up. I am +trying to make a
Final sentence before the buffoon
from Burin - Placentia West gets
up and makes a fool of himself .

Mr. Speaker, dn conclusion, if we
are going to ask the Government of
Canada to do these things, lebk us
put our money where our mouth is
and  suspend any arrangement we
have concerning offshore with the
French companies, any company of
French registry. That is the
bheginning of a solut.ion, M.
Speaker.

Send the French a strong message,
gquit the rhetoric.

SOME _HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

MR. TORIN:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:

The member for Rurin - Placentia
West.
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MR. TOBIN:

Mr. Speaker, today 1is, indeed, a
very sad day in  this Province.
Like my friend and colleague from
Grand BRank, I too, as a matter of
fact, both of us share some mutual

Friends in St. Pierre and
Miquelon. As a matter of fact,

some of my friends Ffrom Marystown
who I went around with first when
I moved there back 1in Lthe early
'70's, are married and living in
St. Pierre, and some of the people
from 8St. Pierre live there. So,
today, 1is dindeed .a very sad day,
in  that regard. When you see
people from the Burin Peninsula
that, right now, as explained by
my colleague from Grand Bank, ara
hasically captives on that idsland,

it s what T consider Lo bhe a

very, very sad day.

T do have Mr . Speaker, some
personal connections, T gquess,
with St. Pierre, as the Minister
of Fisheries alluded to earlier.

We do have some bilateral
agreaments, one being in the

education field, The members from
my  own Family, T guess, like the
member for Fortune - Hermitage,
went to university there to study
French,

Mr. Speaker, putting all that in
place, the fact that we have a
situation in this Province today,
indeed, in the country as it
relates bto the arrest of the hard
working fishermen, Mr . Speaker,
from the Rurin Peninsula, and
indeed, Jike all Newfoundlanders,
L is wunfortunate Lhat the member
who represents the district where
the skipper of bthe bhoat s From
stood here for the last ten to
Fiftean winutes, and did nothing,
Mr. Speaker, exceplt attach the
Minister of Fisheries.

AN HON. MEMBER:
Shame! Shame!
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MR. TOBIN:

Mr . Speaker, he talked about
people talking ount of both sides
of their mouth at the same time.
What an expert, Mr, GSpeakear,
talking about the offshore, when
he was in Ottawa when the Royal
shaft was administered to this
province every minute of every day.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. TOBIN:
Where was he bthen, Mr. Speaker?

Where was he when the Foaderal
Liberal government tried to close

evary  Fish plant i Lhis
Province? We are talking about

the fisheries. Where was he when
DeBane came to St. John's and held
a news conference with the member,
M, Speaker? What did they
announce? What  did they announce
for Burin and Grand Bank? Closed,
Mr . Speaker, lock, stock and
barrel!

And he had the audacity to stand
in this House today and attack Lhe
Minister of Fisheries who  was
standing up fFor the rights of the
people of Burin and Grand Bank,
and other parts of our Province.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. WARREN:

You got him, you got him, Glenn.

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

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon, the member for Fortune -
Hermilage .

MR. STMMONS:

No, Mr. Speaker, I cannot take
THes.
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SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh!

MR. PEACH:
Flick him out.

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr. Speaker, I cannol Lake lies.
The wmember Ffor Borin Placenbtia
West, and he and I have many
difFferences and - T  would expect
him, as a man of integrity, to
hase his differences on Fact, not
fantasy.

He kpnows very well that while a
Preamier wWas saying on national
television some fish plants would
have to close, I opposed it, and
T, in a meelting with the Prime
Minister, arranged for +the Burin

plant to remain  open. Now, let
him not 1lie to +this House, Mr,
Speaker. T will not take it,

Sir. I will not take it:

MR. BAIRD:
Withdraw! Withdraw!

MR. SPEAKER:

To the point of order, the hon.
member is not making a point of
order. He seems to he trying to
explain some other matter. [t is
certainly not a point of order. I
will just Jlook into this matler of
mentioning a lie. I noted he did
ot directly accuse anyone of
that, but I will look idinto the
matter furbther.

There is no point of order.
The hon. Ehe Governmentk House
lLeader.,

MR. SIMMS: - .
My, Speaker, ko the point of
order, I am not sure. Did Your
Honour order the hon. menber to
withdraw the reference?

MR. SPEAKER:
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T am looking dinto that matter.
There is no point of order.

But you will be taking that matter
under advisament.

MR. SPEAKER:
T. have already said that,

The hon, e Minister of Social
Services,

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, haar!

MR. TOBIN:
Mr. Speaker, the hon. the member
for Fortune - Hermitage does not

like the truth. I can tell you,
there is one member in this House
who will not stand by, by the way,

when unparliamentary language is
used ~ I am sure the Speaker has
said he will rule on that later,
as T understand 1t - T will not
stand by and see my colleague, the
Minister of Fisheries, attacked in
the despicable manner which he was
this morning by the wmemnber For
Fortune — Hermitage.

The facts are tLtrue, Mr, Speaker.
He stood in Ottawa and stood by
the federal Liberals when they
sold this Province right down the
tube as it relates to the offshore
Fishary.,

S50ME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. TOBIN:

He carnot, Mr. Speaker, deny Ubhat
he was not here in St. John's with
DeRane and he cannot deny what he
said about Burin and Grand Bank
and the other fish plants when he
was announcing the restructuring,.
There was no plan For themn! They

were closed lock, stock “and
barrel, Mr. Speaker, and Uthat is
where the member stood! The
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member for Grand Bank, Mr .
Speaker, who i1s there, c¢an tell

you the same thing. That is where
he stood on the fisheries and he
stands 1in this House today and
attacks a man like the Minisber of
Fisheries and the Premier who are

working for the people of
Newfoundland and Labrador, working
hard For the people of

Newfoundland and l.abrador, Mr .

Speaker.

MR. WARREN:
What about the Jlawyer for the
offshore?

MR. TOBTIN:
Yas, Mr., Speaker, he talked about
the offshore, He said, 1t i1s well
known in Oltawa Uthat the Premier
is not  respected by  Lthe Prime
Minister,

Tt s also well known Hin Ottawa,
Mr. Speaker, and well known in
this Province that when the member
for fortune - Hermitage was the
memher for Burin - St. George's,
he was not taken very seriously.
He was not taken very seriously or
he did nothing. Tt is one thing
of another, as it relates to the
fishery in this Province, He was
not taken seriously when he talks
ahout the of Fshore. The only
reason why the offshore 1is not
being developed is Lo try and
minimize the publicity the Premier
is going to get.

Mr. Speaker, we did not have to
minimize wmuch publicity for the
member  For Burin - Sk, George's
when he was up there.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. TOBIN:
We did not have to minimize then.

He talks about Ehe offshore, Mr,
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Speaker, The Atlantic Accord will
give the Premier and this -
government and the people of this
Province all of the levers. There
was no Atlantic Accord under the
hon. gqgentleman, Mr. Speakear. Nao
wonder he 1is leader, Mr, Speaker.
I Can refer Lo some of Lhe
statements that he made in the
court case, and I will 1in due
time, as well as other members in
this House, about why NewfFoundland
should not have jurisdiction.

They have sold this Province, Mr.
Speaker, long enough, bthe Liberal
party, Long enough, Mr., Speaker!
fAnd the memkyer for Windsor -
Buchans, I can tell the membher for
Windsor Ruchans some  of his
statements too as it relates to
how  he was going to sethle bhe
university deficit when he was the
MinislLar of Labour (Y Llvis
Province, and I could tell him
some other stuff.

e Fact of the mabkaer, My,
Speaker, ds that this 1s a sad day
in this Province and the member
for Fortune - Hermitage should not
be allowed Lo attack the Minister
of Fisheries the way that he di

Mr. Speaker, he talked about the

Minister of Fisheries Lalking
about the Meach lLake Accord
speaking out of both sides of his
mouth at the same time. Mr .

Speaker, where did he stand last
year on the Meech Lake Accord when
e came into this House? Where
did he stand then, together with
his Jleader, the memnber Ffor Mount
Scio - Bell Island? He supported
k) N, he  has awitched his
loyalties with his leader and his
principles, Mr. Speaker. Talking
out of both sides of your mouth
the same time, Mr. Speaker! Yeas,
M. Speaker, he ought  to talk

ahout Lhat,
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Mr. Speaker, this incident that
has happened 1is regrettable, 1is
unfortunate, and it should not be
tolerated. We, Mr. Speaker, as a
government and under Lthe present
Jeadership that we have, we will
stand, Mr. Speaker, we will stand
and safeguard the interest of the
Newfoundland Fishermen.

We will stand up to Oltawa too and

ensure that they take Lhe
appropriate stand as it relates to
the fisheries. The hon.

gentlaman, why does he not kell us
about Lthe 1972 +treaty and what
governuent was in Ottawa?

AN HON. MEMBER:
Was he there then?

MR. TOBIN:
No, he was not.

I can tell you, Mr. Speaker, that
we have a very serious situation
on our hands. As the Premier, the
Minister of Fisheries and my
colleague from Grand Bank alluded
to, and I can say too, Mr .
Speaker, that I represent a very
large fishing constituency in this
Province, a very Targe fishing
constituency.

The inshore fishermen in my
district, the people From Burin
and the people from Little Bay and
the people Ffrom Placentia Bay, ho
a large extent, we depend upon the
fishery From 3Ps, Mr . Speaker.
Like my colleague from Grand Bank
and T am sure Like the members of
our caucus, we cannolt accept or
tolaerate the over f(lishing of khat
stock, nor should we be expected
to.

Furthermore, M. Speaker, I
represent one of the largest if
not the largest fish plant in this
Province and fleet of trawler men
and I differ with Lthe lLeader of
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to the

the Opposition and his stand. I
do not think we should give any of
Lhat non -surplus Fish, M.
Speaker, to the people of France
or anyone else! T bthink that we
have got to take a stand!

I would hope that the Liberal
Party would disassociate
themselves from the stand of Lthe
lLeader. and nobt  be on record @as
supporting giving additional
non -surplus  cod from 3T+2K1L area
Northeast Coast. What
about all the members From the
Northeast Coast? What about Lhe
member  from  Twillingake and the
member from Fogo? How can they,
Mr. Speaker, tolerate giving away
more of "that fish when the dnshore
Fishermen down there do nok getl
enough to live on? How can bkhey
tolerate Lhe position of the
Leader of the Liberal Party in
that regard?

I do not tolerate ik, Mr. Speakar,
and I will not tolerate it 1
helieve that this governmenlk is on
the right course as 1t relates to

our offshore Fishery and our
inshore fishery. I bhelieve that
Lhe direction that has heen selt by
the Premier, Mr, Speaker, is
indead Lhe direction that we

should follow in this Prouvince.

I believe the dncident yesterday
evening has clearly dindicated Lo
the people of Newfoundland and
Labrador that what bthe Premier of
this Province was saying last
year, Mr. Speaker, was something
that needed to he saild. and the
action that needed Lo be done, as
it relates to the fishery in this

Province. T think that was a

clear vindication, Mr. Speaker, of
what our stand has been as it
relates to this incident.

You have got the people fFfrom St.
Pierre, Mr., Speaker, and I agree
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with what wmy colleague From Grand
Bank and others, including the
Leader of the Opposibtion, what
they had to say this morning, as
we  address this dssue. And - this
is, the people of St. Pierre and
Migquelon are 1indeed & group of
individuals unfortunately that are
sort of  pawns of the federal
government and caught up 1in this
whole systematic approach ko the
people of France.

The people of St. Pierre and
Miquelon are not great
beneficiaries of the over fishing
of the fish off our coast. They
are not, Mr . Speaker., These
Islands, which I have visited, and
T am sure most  members have
visited, are by no means rich,
They have not benefitted from the
fish off the shores of
Newfoundland and SL. Pilerre and
Migquelon, For years, fFor decades,
for w Tlifetime, we are here for
500 years! And what has  kept us
here? What has kept the people of
NewfFoundland and Labrador here For
500 years? Tt has heen Lhe
fishery, My . Spuaker, Ard For
decades the people of St. Pierre
and the people of NewFoundland hasg

fished from other shores. They
have Dbeen in the rocks. As  my

colleague for Grand Bank (Mr,
Malthews) said, Mr. Speaker, we
would bhe out fishing on the same
ground, tie on to one anobkher,
have a chat, pass over the side a
scattered bit of grub or whatever
the case may he, Mr. Speaker.
They had been friends. They had
worked together,

Now we have seen a situation where
these people have been placed in
what 1s, 1in my opinion, a rather
delicate and unfortunate
situation. The people of St.
Pierre and Miguelon have long heen
friends of .the Burin Peninsula and
the South Coaslt and vice versa.
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Therae has been a good relationship
develop over Lhe years. There has.
boen a goodd development, M,
Speaker, with the general and
ordinary people in  Newfoundland
and Labrador, with the Burin
Peninsula, And as T said, T agrae

with the Leader of the
Qpposition's (Mr. Wells) comments
on that. There has been a great
relationship develop. Tt is

unfortunate that they are now
caught up in this terrible mess,

this mess of international
politics. This mnmess is caused by
the fact that there is a

presidential eleckion on the go in
France.

Why should the people of these
little Tslands and the people of
this Island have to become pawns
of  such a skruckured operation
that we have now seen put in
place. . T maan, you see [ Fam
coming in here announcing bto the
public with a camera crew aboard,
I believe, 'We are going to go outl

and Fish 11T egally i YOur
waters. Will you come and arrest
us?!

Then, Mr, Speaker, Lhey fr e

arrested and they are brought in,
ancd Senaktor Penn and okbhers stands
on the deck of the boat, wrapped
in  the French Flag and saying,
'Here we are. What are vyou going
to do about us?!' What & blatant
attempt to get publicity. Mr .
Speaker, what a blatant athempt is
taking place today in St. Pierre.

We have these people who were
arrested, justifiably so, who were
put in prison. They came out and
they complained about Lhe terrible
conditions that was taking place

in Lhe prison syshem in
Newfoundland. Mr . Speaker, now

they hava arraestad Lhia bhoat,
hrought her din, give the keys Lo
Jaan-Pierre Andrieux, and pul the

No. 31 R1645



people up in hotels, Mr. Speaker,
treating them, giving them wine
and everything else he wanks to
drink. What a sham! What a sham!

Mr. Speaker, I believe, my time is
running oulk. But T want to say
before I close that we have to get
control of where we are going fraom
here, Mr. Speaker. We have to
suppork this resolubion.

I wonld hope Lhat the Liberal
Party would change Lheir stand,
Mr. Speaker, as il relates to the
giving away Ffurther fish from the
Northern cod shkocks. I wotld hope
they change their plan on that,
Mr . Speakear. We have bhean
impressing upon the Leader of Lhe
Opposition For the past several
months since he starting making
these statements in Lhe  Throne
Speech and in the news media and
other places. We have been btrying
to dmpress wupon them and I call
upon him again today, Mr. Speaker,
to change that stand.

I want to commend all members for
giving leave to khe House today to
discuss such a vital and important
issue, T want to do that, Mr.
Speaker, and I am sure that all
members will support it.

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

MR. TORIN:

n c¢losing, Mr. Speaker, lebk wme
say, "God guard thee,
Newt ourndland" .

SOMF HON, MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. W. CARTER:
Mr. Speaker,

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon . the memher for
Twillingate.
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SOME_HON. MEMBERS:

Hear, hear!

MR. W. CARTER:

M. Speaker, like Lhe members
opposite, I take no real pride in
having Lo take part in this
debate, but, in light of the fact
Lhat circumstances of recent days
dictate now that we entertain this
kind of a resolukion and debate,

of course, gives me, I suppose,
some pleasure din that I wn able ta

stand in my place and say theg
[ e words cancerning Ehe
seriousness of the situation,

Mr. Speaker, I do not think any
Newfoundlander in his or her right
mind would condone the actions of
the French, as to whalb happened

yesterday. I do not think any
Newfoundlander would wWant Lhis
lLegislature, their elected

representatives, Lo kurn bthis dinto
a political type debate. I think

the mnatter is alkbogether too
serious to have this debate
downgraded to become a political
free for all and name calling, as
we have seen. T am nokb going to

get involved in dit, but I think
some of khe comments made when the
memher for Burin - Placentia West
comnenced his speech left
something to bhe desired, and the
queslion, of course, would have to
he asked: Is it any wonder that
we are nok taken btoo seriously hy
the people of this Province, when,
on  such an  important fissue, one
that affects, I suppose, directly
and dindirectly, the Tlivelihood of
almost every Newfoundlander - euven
though at bthe present time Lhere
are only five Newfoundlanders
incarcerated or, as my Friend From
Fortune -~ Hermitage said, bheing

held, kidnapped, [yy Fremnch
authorities on the Island of St
Pierre, bthis dssue, one way or Lhe
other, will affect auary

Newfoundlander now and in the
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future. S50 b s a very dwmporbant

issue,

T view the acktions of Ethe French
authorities, Mr. Speaker, as being
inexcusable, unforgivabhle, ane
provocative. I do not know how
else to describe it I khink that
the French authorities must not bhe
allowed to gel away wibth what they
have done.

I notice in the telegram that Lthe
Premier has sent to the Prime
Miniskter he very carefully avoided
making any reference to the
possihility of imposing Lrade
sanctions . Well, I think that is
a mistake. I Ekhink the Premier
should suggest or recommend to the
Prime Minister Ehat economic
sanctions be dmposed. In recent
days we have heard comments coming
out of Ottawa pertaining to the
award.ing of a contract For @
multibillion dollar nuclear
submarine project. We have heard
rUmors . In fact, I think now it
s nore Lhan rinnored. T s
pretty well an accomplished fact,
Lhat  Alr Canada will bae entering
into negotiations wilth France for
Airbnses, another maltimillion
dollar contractl.

Surely, if the Government of
Canada are going to take this
matter as seriously as il should
be taken, then what choice do bLhey
have but Lo impose sanctions?

Of course, to make matters worse,
- now, T do not want this ko
appear that I am attacking any
minister or kthe government -~ but T
do not think we can allow it to go
unnoticed +that it was only laskt
week that I questioned the
Minister of Development and
Tourism (Mr. Barrett) and the
Minister of Fisheries (Mr.
Rideout) with respect to a
ccontract that was recently awarded
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by his department Lo a company in
which a French company has a very
large component.  part, a company
Lhat was based in Paris,

NMow, T would strongly suggest Lo
the minister that he seriously
consider cancelling Lhat
contract., I do not think there is
any justification whatbever For
allowing that c¢ontract to stand
under Lthe present circunskbances.

Mr. Speaker, to that end we have
recommended one slight addition to
the resolution proposed by the
Minister of Flsheries. This is
the resolution and I have reason
to helieve khakbt the wminister will
he accepting it, at least I hope
he does.

We “@re asking Lhe Hous e bo
instruct, or at least to recommend
Lo khe Governmnent of NewFoundland
and Labrador, and to all of dts
agancies, Ehat Lhey CRase
Forthwith the conduct of husiness
wi th  companies of French registry
for as long as the St. Piarre
Fishaeries éaned houndary dispute
remains unsettled.

That is not an unreasonable
addition to Ehat resolubion, In
Fact, 1t will give it some teeth.
We hope that the government will
see fit to dnclude that addition
ko the resolution. You canolk
have it both way, vyou cannot in
one breath ask the Government of
Canada to impose @conomic
sanctions iF we are not willing to

do the same thing.

That 1s why, I +think, it ds now
necessary for the Minister of
Development, and for his
colleagues, to  give some very
serious considerations to
cancelling thatkt contract and to
cease forthwith the awarding of
any Further contracts ko companies
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of French regiskry as long as this
matter remains unresolved.

Mr. Speaker, the whole question of
French jurisdiction and French
ACCRsS to Northern has bheing
bandied around quite a bit in
recent days. Some of the comments
of my leader, the member for
Windsor - Buchans (Mr. Wells) is
heing distorted and ( can only
surmise that they are heing
distored for political reasons. I
do not think that is the thing to
do.

The Minister of Fisheries, tLhis
morning, alluded to comments made
by Lhe Leader of the Opposibtion
and I do nolt think it 1s called
For. T have a lob of respecl for
Lhe minister and he knows that.

We all know bthat, { Lhink we all
respect him, but I think this

morning he lel himself cown
somewhat in that some of the
things he said need not have been
said. Certainly, the way in which
he tried bto ftwist and distort bthe
comments that we have made by our
leader is uncalled for.

There 1is another Lhing T want Gto
mention, Mr. Speaker. Maybe it is
only minor but ko me it is
important. I have heen 1in this
House now for a long time. T have
prabably been here longer than any
okher member sitting in khis House
and I have seen a lot of debates
going on. T sab through a number
of  very important debates and
special resolulions.

T have  sean Premier Smallwood,
when he was Premier, get up and
make a very dmpassioned speech on
an cimportant resolution, one that
aFfecls Newfoundland, and T havae
seen the leaders of Lhe
oppositions, many of them, get up
and respond. I will say one thing
For +the old days, T will call
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them, that when that kind of &
situation arose, both sides
remained silent and at least when
the Premier was speaking, members
of the Opposition had the respect
and the courtesy to remain in
Lheir chairs and to lisbken Lo what
he had to say.

I do not know what is happening to
our system, but back in those days
Lhe Premier would have stayed in
s seat and Tistened to what Lhe
Leader of the Opposition had to
$Aay ardd nembers opposite would

have done likewise. Rut, I
noticed this morning, and this s
to our shame, I Lhink, Lhis
norning T Tistaenead very
attentively to the Premier - and
why should we naol? He ¢ Ghe
Queen's First Minister and he

daserves thal respect. e
listened, we did not heckle and we
sat in our sealbs. The moment our
leader took his place and started
Lo speak, the seaks Jjust about
emptied. The Premier was the
first ko leave, I thdrk . I
helieve at one point I counted
four memhers in i Chambher,
while the Leader of the Opposition
was replying to the Premier on
this very important issue.

Now, that would cause rise to the
question, Mr. Speaker, jusk how
serious are the government. How
serious are they, M, Speaker,
when they get - and the Premier

macde an  excellent speech. T do
not think anybody disagreed with
lim, He made an excellenlk speach

and made good points. Rut, surely
Lo God, bthe courtesy should have
heen extended to our Leader, who
is here as leader of Her Majesty's
official Opposition. It is not &
gmall matbar. L s indicative of
the whole attitude of this House
and  the depth  to which we are
sinking, Mr . Speaker, in many
respects, with the nagging back
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and Forth,

et me tell you whabk the lLeader of
the Opposition said this morning.
T am not here ko defend Lhe Leader
of the Opposition. I support his
pesition and T will defend it din
my district or anywhere else in
this Prouince, bult  what  he is
saying 16 this. Now, would
mambers please listen?

He says, '(F 1t would be possible
for Canada to negotiate a fair and
satisfactory selttlement of the
houndary dispute with France, it
might well bhe that ko give them a
small quota would be a small price
to pay.' That dis what he is
saying. Now, let me carry that a
step furbther.

The leader +1is saying that Ff by
giving France a small quota for a
limited period, +1if that will bring
them back to the table and effect
a satisfFactory sebttlement, then by
@ll means that will be a small
price to pay. et me tell you why
it will be a small price to pay.
T am sorry bthat the members who

represant the South Coast
dislkricls are not hera this

Mormning.

Last year we all know Lhat France
overfished by some 20,000 mebtric
tons. This year we know that
France  will he  overfishing by
another 30,000 metric tons. Now,
how long with that last? Surely,
Mr. - Speaker, 1if we are going to
take the akbtitude that we stand on
our rights and that there bhe no
Northern cod Lo anyone, nob even a
cod tail, dif, by giving them a
small quotd we c¢can hbring some
sanity to that situation and a
resolution -~

MR, RUSSEIL:
Never,
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MR. W. CARTER:

The member for Lewisporte says.
never, He would rather stand by
and see the South Coast fishery
destroyed.

MR. RUSSEILL:
Not. Lrue.

MR. W. CARTER:
Hae would rather stand by and see
it destroyed.

MR. RUSSELL:
I will not stand by and
(inaudible) .

MR. W, CARTER:

He would rather stand by, Mr .
Speaker, and see the South Coast
fishery destroyed, andl Lhalt  is
what 1s going to happen Lo it If
some resolution 1s nolk effected,
the South Coast fishery could very
well bhe destroyed. Then, of
course, how will that dimpact on
the rest of us? He represents a
Northeast Coast district as I do.

What will happen ko the Fishermen
and the fish plants on the South
Coast? Do you aexpeck then Lo
forget fishing? Of course not.
They will then be turning their

sights on the Northern cod and on
Lhe Northeast Coast. The
question, -of c¢ourse, that must bhe
asked dis, how long, Ehen, will
those stocks last?

The position taken by our leader
ie rabtlonale, sensible and, more
importantly, it is honest. . I
would suaggest Lo you  that Lhe
position taken by members opposite
has not always been honest.

Mr. Speaker, my time is just aboul
up, but I want to again go on

record as supporting this
resolution. I think it ds an

unforgivable act” on the part of
France, It is the kind of +thing
that e SeR Qn television,
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Someltimes you wonder iF it s
Newfoundland we are talking about
and the South Coast, or is {1t Iran
or the Persian Gulf where
Lerrorism apparently s Lhe in
thing. I view the actions of the
French 1in this case almost Tike a
mild form of terrorism. It is
like the sort of thing you would
to expect to get, like I said,
From Gaddafi, or some of bkhe fapr
East, or Middle East countries.

Tt is unforgiveahle.
Newfoundlanders must nol  pub  up
with it Whatever pressure needs
Lo be brought to hear Lo bring
sanity to the situation, I think
il st be broughl to hear. Tracde
sanctions, of course, are ohe way
of doing it T think the
Goverrnment of Newloundland must
Follow suit in order Lo axpect the
Government of Canada to take trade
sanctions seriously. Stiraly, we
have a rasponsibility to ensure
that we do Tikewise.

So, Mr. Speaker, that is abonk all
I have to say on it, except, again
to say, that I view the actions of
the French authorities as being
very serious, vary provocative,
unforgiveabhle, inexcusahle. I
think the Government of Canada now
must do what has got to be done to
ensure that it does not thappen
again.

Thank you very much.

MR. BARRETT:
M. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
[he hon. Lhe
Development.

Minister of

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR, BARRETT:
Mr. Speaker, I, along with all my
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colleagues, in  this House  Lhie

morning, would like to share the.

concerns of all of us with respect
to this unfortunate situation
which occurred yesterday.

T do not know 1F anyhody could
have anticipated that this action
would have, in Fact, taken place.
There is absolutely no similarity
with respect to what has happened
involving the small boat FfFishermen
of our Southcoast and the action
which occurred by the Government
of Canada, certainly Full
supported hy this Province, with
respect ko Lhe arrest  of Lhe
fishing vessel from St. Pierre
wihi ch Wa s deliberate ancl wi th
provocation, was an  attempt Lo
bring an dssue and a Ffocus For
political reasons 1in France. Any
atbempt Lo suggest  similariby  in
those Lo actions =~ are totally
wi thoot Foundation @
irrelevant.

This governmeant certainly used
what has happened in ks nost
serious context. There have been

A number  of issues Lhat:  have
involved this government and this
department thak have involued

companies in France and the French
government. We have deallt, up to
now with some of the reasons with
which this was done, and for which
it was done, all of which is
justifiable. I take no backwater
on what has been done, 1in that
regard,

Rut the game has now changed, the

gAmne has MO changed
dramatically. This gavernment

cannot support the continuation of
initiatives and actions which we
enteaerdd nto. T can assure
members of this House, that I will
ha recomnancing bo i special
Cabinet which will be called today
Lhat. we will  suspend damediately
the existing contract which

No. 31 R1650



involves a French company, with
support by the French government,
with respect to offshore.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRETT:

The only other aclivity that I am
aware of that this department and
il think Lhis government is
itnvolued in with respect to any
issues dinvolving the government of
France or any French companies, is
an  involvement at a world food
trade show called bthe STAL Food
Show which will be occurring in
Paris in the Fall of 1988. T have

instructed of ficials of my
deparbtment this mnorning to
withdraw. the obligation of this
gouvermnant to attend Lhat

particular exhibition.

SOME HON, MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. BARRETT:

We will also be instructing
ofFicials of my department that
there will he no assistance
provided by khis goverrnnent Lo
people, it will be recommended to
Cabinet Ehat thi g Form of
assistance, which has normally be
extaended Lo NewFoundland companias
and dndividuals to attend these
Facilities, will also bea stopped
and not be proceeded with.

As T understand 4L, this will bhe &

subject For Lhe discussion of
Cabinet today . T Lhidnk it s
starting at one o'clock, a special
Cabinet comnilktee, an ainargency
cabinet. .

We view all of these issues as
very serious, and everything that
we can  now ldentify that would
have dinvolved this government in
any acktion in  collabhoration or
otherwise with the government of
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France or any companies assoclated
with France, that all  of that

activity, subject to my
colleagque's approual, will be

deferred today.

A1l of my c¢olleagques certainly on
this  side have spoken alb  great
length and with eloquence focused
on the issue and T do not think it
is necessary for me to readdress
the comnents or repeak what  has
been said. It ds not that it all
has been said, bub certainly what
has been said has been said very
effecltively.

T would Tike Lo assure members of
this House that this action has
comnenced and before the day is
out should be implemented.

Thank you very much.

SOME HON., MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, please!

Bafare recognizing the haon .
membar, T did have bthe opportunity
of checking on what the hon.
memhai Forr Fortune Harmitage
said. He said, "Mr. Speaker, I
cannot take Ties," and he Followed
later on, "lLet him not lie Lo this
Housa, Mr, Speaker.,"

I c¢all on the hon. member to
wii bhdraw these comnents.

The hon., the wmenber fFor Fortune -
Hermitage.

MR. SIMMONS:

Mr., Speaker, I withdraw anything
that -is unparliasmentary and T will
say 1t outside the House, there is
no doubt.

MR. SPEAKER:

The hon. the member for Port de
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Grave,

MR. EFFORD:
Thank you, Mr. Speakaer.

Mr. Speaker, I realize that other
members of this House want the
opportunity to speak and, as we
have a limited amount of time
left. I am going ko ktry to make
my remarks as brief as I possibly
can to give members on the other
side an opportunity.

It is a very emotional ilssue. It
14 a motherhood tssue and, "o

doubt:, it affects eveary
Newfoundlander and Labradorian,
not only people directly involved
in Lhe fFishary faut people

indirectly involved, everyhody .
So we can go on and on for hoirs
and  hours and speak aboult this

issne and still never say enough
about hrow what took place

yesierday afFfects eyary
Newfoundlander and Labradorian,

T am not like the Minister of
Carcer Developmentl and Lhe
Minister of Social Services. I am
not from thalk particular part of
the Island and I do not know those
people in a personal basis or the
people from St. Pierre and
Miquelon, but T am closely related
to the fishery of this Province,
as I repraesent a very large
fishing community and I, myself,
and my family, have always been
involved very heavily in the
fishery, and I know what T am
talking ahout. I know what it
means to every Newfoundlander,

T will give you an example of how
Newfoundlanders have been treated,
not only by the French country,
but by our own counltry, by our own
Faedaeral government . Just lask
week @ sixty-five foot vessel came
into  bhis  port  Jjuslt up  in Bay
Rulls from Port de Grave with

L1652 May 6, 1988 Vol XI.

60,000 pounds of fish from the 3NO
civision, anc a vassel  sal

iling.
side by side from Nova Scotia with
110,000 pounds of Fish, The two
of them were fishing side by side
in 3NO. One was arrested and lost

60,000, The Nova Scotia boat was
allowed Lo go freel That is Lbhe
kind of treatment that

Newfoundlanders are geltlbting From
other parts of this world! Always
the Newfoundlander s sufFering!
Never is the Newfoundlander
represented and has the freedom to
fish the way they should be able
Lo Fish.

You go Lo Lhe Minister of
Fisheries and he says, 'Well, the
problen s Lhat we  have nore
surveillance, we have more fish

FRASOUIrCRS in NewiFound Tand than
they have in Nova Scotltia.' The

captain of thalt vessel f{rom Port
de Grave was from Nova Scotia. He
quei b dmnediately and wenk on bosoed
the Nova Scotia vessel and laughed
al Lhe  Fishernen  {from  Port  de
Crave . He said, 'I will go out
Ehere now, U am on & Nova Scotia
vessel, and I will catch what I
want. Nobody will bother me.' The
Newfoundlander is suffering again.

One of the points I want Lo bring
up  here Lhis  morning - I am
surprised that nobody from the
government side brought it up - is
what about the cost that is going
to bhe incurred by these Fishermen
who were arrested yesterday. Who
is going to pay their Fines? lWho
is going to pay the Dbail? If
Lhere is any, who is going to pay

it? Why has somebody not made
Ehal stabemaent. Why o I he

Minister of Career Development not
touch on that Hdssue? Is that not
a concern? All we are concerned
about is the polilics, condemning
the Opposition like the Minister

of Fisheries,
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We, on this side, did not start
it. The Minister of Fisheries,
the minute he stood to his feet,
he had to start to make tbthis .into
a political cdebate. We agreed to
give the House unanimous consent.
We agreed wilth the Orders of the
Day ko be changed. We agraeed it
was  an  imporlant idssue, We did
nok bring up dirkt to go slapping
bhack and forth. Tt is too
Lmpaortant. for  thal . The M™Ministber
of Fisheries did and, certainly,
so  cdd Lhe Minister of  Social

Services . You have got Lo make
polilical points, T iy
ahsolulely ridiculous. This
affecks every Newfoundlander and
Labrador. This does not merely

affect the politics of somebody
giving a vote in a district. It
has been ongoing For years _and
nobody has done anything about
it. Ottawa 1s not doing anyihing
about 1t. You are the government
Lhat is representing the Filishermen
of Newfoundland. Why did the
Minister of Development sign a
trade deal with France? Why did
it have today, for this to happen,
to cancel 1t? Why was Air Canada
discussed? Why wenre Lhe
submarines discussed? Why was it
sebtled bhefore? Why did it have
to reach this situation? After
Lhe horse s gone out of the barn,
you close the door. That 1is not
Ehe way you repraesent  the peoplea
of this Province.

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

MR, SPEAKER:

A point of order, the hon. the
Minmister of Career Development and
Advanced Studies.

MR. MATTHEWS:
Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman -is

really wideranging in his
discussions here, What e is

saying 1s tied into jurisdiction,
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which this Premier and this
administration talks about, Ehat .
we need more of. But his leader
asks the question, what would we
do if we had it. That 1s the
point of order. What would we do
if we had it, he said.

MR. SPEAKER:
Therae is no point of order.

N'he  hon. tha wmember For Port de
Grave

MR. EFFORD:

Mr.  Speaker, fthat shows exactly
the attitude of this government
ancd why we are in the silbuabion we
are 1n ‘today. That 1¢ as much
intelligence as bthe hon. minister
has to make a statement. like
that.

T am talking about cutbing off
trade relations with France. Why
was it nok done bhefore? Why did
it have to happen today? You are
doing it Lkoday? Tt is going to be

done., Why was it not done
veskterday? Why did it  have Lo
reach this point? That 1s the

situatbion.

You are Lhe people who e
representing this Province, You
are the people who has  Lhe same
government, to conciliate, to
infFlict prosperity on this

Province, There 1% no excuse For
it You have let bthe fishermen of
this Province down,

Mr. Speaker, I just wanted to make
Ehose  Ffew  clear points. Rub T
would like the next speaker or the
Premier when he shkands up bo say
who 1s going to pay and protect
Lhe fFishermen, Tt is a good point
and it certainly should be taken
care of,

The other thing is Lhat the people
of this Province recognize that it
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had to reach this situation before
the Minister of Development and
Tourism (Mr . Rarrett) and the
Pramicer would take bthe steps that
they are taking -today. They are
going to recognize the Fanlt and
where the fault lies. It will bhe
on their shoulders. They will
recognize that.

Another Ething the Premier himself
spoke about which everybody in
this Province knows it ds wrong,
he walked away from the talks.
That is wrong. .

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. FEFFORD:

Who represents Newfoundlanders
when  there is nobody Ethere to
speak for them? You may disagree
with what they are saying and you
may not agree, bubt once you walk
away then you have no part, you do

not kriow what the talks are
aboutk. You had no parl  of Lhe

discussion, you are no part of the
cdecision making.

SOMEE HON. MIMBERS:
Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKFR:
Order, please!

MR. EFFORD:
That is a complete mistake.

I do not disagree with the Premier.

MR. EFFORD:

Order, please!

MR. EFFORD:

I do not disagree with the Premier
in  his stand and fighting for
Newfoundlanders . T do not
disagree wilh any argument he has
put forth, We should stand hy our

QW , Rut to walk away from the
talks is nob bthe answaer., TF you
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get into an argument, if you get
into  discussions,  you  walk away
angd the other two people are
sitting down, Lhey make a decision
about your future and you have no
say dnto b, It is  absolutely
irresponsible for any premier or
any Cabinet minister . to take that
position, Mr. Speaker.

SOME_HON. MEMBERS:

Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER:
Order, pleasea!

MR. EFFORD:

Absolutely irresponsible! And
guery Newfoundlander and
Labradorian krnows the

responsibility that yaou walked
away fFrom, your responsibiliby.

MR. SPENKER:

Order, please!

I would ask hon. members on my
lefl to allow Ehe hon. wmember Lo
speak. It ds dimpossible to hear
what he .is saying.

The hon. the member for Port de
Grave,

MR. EFFORD:
Mr. Speaker, thank you very mnuch.

That is what happens. That is the
reason, as [ saild earlier, why we
are placed in this situation.
Newfoundland is going ko continue
to suffer, every Newfoundlander
Fisherman -+is going to continue Lo
suffer 1if we do not change our
attitude, if we do nok  try to
convince people up in Ottawa that
we mean somebthing down here.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

MR. EFFORD:

I we neant anything to Lhe
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Faderal PC Government in Ottawa,
they would not have any trade
relations on anything wibkh Lhe
country of France whatsoever until
they come Lo an agreement, We do
not matter down here. We are such
a small bhody. We are a small
insignificant number. It dis 1like
one of the Tory memhers said a
while ago, 'Give them welfare.
That is all they need down there.
Forget about them. Just throw a
few dollars in their Jap and let
us notlt. listen to them.'

That 1s the albitude of Ottawa.
That i Lhe attitnde  of  your
government, Mr. Speaker.

AN HON., MEMBER:
Tt sounds like yours,

MR. FFFORD:

That s Ehe reason we are in this
situation. But now you are going
Lo Jump an an emotional,
motherhood issue, now you are
going to play your politics and
now  youl are going to try to
convince the people that you are

fighting Newfoundland. But it
will not  work, hecause auery
Newfoundland fisherman who is

suffering economically and who is
suffering because of Lthe attitude
of Ottawa and the atbtitude of this
government, that is what is going
to kell the tale, Mr. Speaker.

T say to Lkhe Premier he s nol
going to wrap himself in the flag
on this isste. You are nok going
to wrap vourself din the flag in
the Hdssue and take it around Lo
the people. You ¢go out on the
wharf and you tell the people what
you did to Tead up this situation.

MR. STMMS:
Do nolt be so partisan!

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Ooh, oh!
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MR. SPEAKER:

Order, please!

MR. EFFORD:

Take the full responsibility, Mr.
Speaker, and we will tell the
peoplea. People certainly know,
Mr. Speaker, what the situation is.

MR. PEACH:
Who is going ko believe you anyway?

MR. EFFORD:

Mir. Speaker, we do not have to go
oul anel convince Newf oundland
fishermen who 1s at fault here.
Obbkawa  is no bekber than France,
absolutely no better than France.

France il something yestaerday
that nobody din this country agrees
wit:h, We do not agree with Lhe
actions taken by France. It is
totally drresponsible for France,
and it 1is totally drresponsible of
Lthe Ffederal government Lo allow
this situation to take place.

Mr. Speaker, this resolution dis a
good resolution. TE is somelbhing
that will probably come too late.
The sanction should have been put
earlier, but the point about all
this s that we have Lo recognize
the seriousness of the situation
and what  we should have done
hefore.

Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, I say
again, itois very clear ko bhe
people on Lthis side that we are
willing Lo  support  this, and we
are willing to stand and Fight,
boat: it dis  very clear  bhal we
disagree with the position tltaken
by the Federal governmnent. We
disagree with Lthe position taken
by the provincial government  in
the way they have been working on
Lhe trade negotiations, and not
cutting off the economic sanctions
in  Lhe past, and it had Lo be
brought to this point. M,
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Speaker, we, on this side, will
co-operakbe in whatever way we can,
but the only thing, Mr. Speaker,
Fhat we wonld Tike Lo saee is  a
complete attitude change din this

governmeant Lo convince Ot Lawa
about what they feel abhout

NewfFoundlanders

rhat s the praoblem, it is the
attitude. We are nothing under
Lhelr feelk. And all the Minister
of Social Services could do, and
he will stand over there mow, not
even in his seat, and all he could
do in his position Ethis morning
was to stand up and attack the
lLeacder of the Opposition.

Whean you debate an lssue S0
serious as this, how could you
‘possibly stand up and waste ten
minutes aktacking Lhe lLeader of
the Opposition? It deoes not make
any  sense., T is nob bhe answer
to the problem,

When he opposite critic For
fisheriss asked the Minister of
Daevelopment and the Minister of
Fisheries weeks and weeks and
weeks AQO, time  after Foine i1
Question Period to cut off trade
relations, to shkop trade relations
with France, they  would not even
Tisten ko them under ne
circumstances. They just put it
of f, and pub it off wikh no answenr
whatsoever., Why today? If it was
not necessary last week, why today?

PREMIER PECKFORD:
Because they have taken more
action on it.

MR. EFFORD:

As I said, we had to wait till the
horse got out of Lhe barn, and
then we are going to close the
door,

PREMIFR PECKFORD:
The horse is not out of the bran.
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There is no agreement.

MR. EFFORD:

Oh, no, where are bthe fisherman
from Fortune, where are the
Fisherman fronm Forkune?

PREMTER PECKFORD:
There is no  agreement on the
Fisharies (inaudible).

MR. EFFORD:

Oh no, the horse is not out of the

bharn, Mr. Speaker.- Thabt is one
thing about dit, it had to take
this siluation to awakan the

Minister of Development and Lo
awaken the Premier.

The only thing that I can say 1in
conclusion, Mr . Speakear, very
clearly dis that we support the
resolution and the people of this
Province know who the government
of their Fubure should be and who
are 1s going to represent them
properly.

SOMF HON. MEMRBRERS:
Hear, heaear!

PREMTFER PFRCKFQRD:
Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hon. the Premier.

Tf khe Premier speaks now, he will
close the debate.

PREMIER PECKFORD:

T think what we have to do First
is to approve the motion that was
moved by me, and seconded by the

Minister of Fisheries this
morning: "To go on record as

condemning the actions of France
yesterday concerning the arrest of
five Newfoundland fishermen, and
that & resolution be drafted by
all party committee to be passed
today clearly outlining Lhis
Province's ocutrage at such an
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action. "

So, can we now call for that
resolution to pass? Then we can
get on to the second resolution
and pass it So  there are two
steps.

MR. SPEAKER:
We have two resolutions.

MR. STMMS:

The motion that was introduced by
the Premier at  ten. o'clock Ehis
morning has to be passed first.

MR, SPFEAKFR:
ITs the House ready for the
gquestion? ‘ :

AT those in Favoue of Fhe
resolution please say 'aye'.

HON. MEMBERS:
"Aye'.

MR. SPFAKER:
Those against 'nay'.

The motion is carried,

PREMIER PECKFORD:

Now, Mr. Speaker, the resolution
which has been agreed Ltc by all
parties says:

WHEREAS, NewFoundland small bhoatk
fishermen have fished 1in waters
hetween St Pierre/Miquelon and
the South Coast of Newfoundland
For hundreds of years;

WHEREAS, For these hoandreds  of
years there has heen no
interference by France in  these
fishing activities;

WHEREAS, S, Pierre/Miqualon small
boat fishermen have Ltraditionally

Fishead L1 wakars yes e e St
Pierre/Miquelon and the Burin
Perninsula;
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WHEREAS, there has been no
inkterference by Canada with Lhe
small boat fishery from St
Pierre/Miquelon in these waters;

WHEREAS, France on Ethe afternoon
of the &th day of May, 1988,
flagrantly interferred with the

fishing activities of a
Newfoundland inshore Fishing
vessel by intercepting and

detaining the vessel;

NOW THEREFORF. BF [T RFESOLVED that
Lhis House of Assembly unanimously
condaemns these aclkions by France;

AND BE IT FURTHFR RESOLVED that
this House urge the Govaernmenk of
Canada to cdemand the immediate
release of Lhe Newfoundland vessel
and its creuw of Newfoundland
FHisherman;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that
this HMouse urge the Government of
Canada to use the full force of
its diplomatic ancl @conomic
relations with France to protect
and safegquard the interests of
Newfoundland fishermen and to take
euery measure to ensure bthat such
provocative action is never
repeated;

AND BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that
this House recommends that Lhe
Government of Newfoundland and
Labrador and all iks Agencies
cease forthwith the conduct of
business wikh companies of French
registry for as Jlong as Uthe St
Prlerrae Fisharies arnd boundary
dispute remains unsettled.

That much has been agreed to Dby
all sides.

SOME HON. MEMBERS:
Hear, hear!

AN HON., MEMBER:

Talk about great minds!
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PREMIER PECKFORD:

There Y neo need For me ko
alaborate on it. I am prepared to
silb down  and  jusk el ns vote
unanimously on the resolution.

MR. SPEAKER:
The hor. Fhe
Qpposition,

Leader of Lhe

MR. WFELLS:

I share the Premier's comments. I
do nobt khink anything wore need be
said, 1t has been addressed in the
motion. The Tasues of the
resolution are clear, and we are
in Full support of the resolution
as it has been read by the Premier.

MR. SPEAKER:
Is the House ready for the
question? :

AT those in Favour of the
resolution, say 'aye'.

HON. MEMBERS:
"Aye'.,

MR. SPEAKER:
Those against 'nay'.

Tt +is carried unanimously.

MR. SPEAKIZR:
The hon, the
Council.

President of the

MR. &STMMS:

Mr.  Speaker, before putting the
motion to adjourn I want Lo advise
members of Lthe business of the
House for khe next week. Today we
had intended to do the Concurrence
debate with the Social Services
Estimates Committee but that was
overtaken by other euenks today.

On Monday it will bhe Resource
Estimates Ccommitltee concurrence
debate, and concurrance will

continue on Tuesday. Wednesday,
of course, Private Member's Day,
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concurrence will continue on
Thursday . Monday, Tuesday and
Thursday will be concurrence

dabates, and Friday 1if necessary,
to try to  conclude the budget

debate, i we can raach Ehat
stage. So next week will e
devo ked T Findishing the

concurrence debates - the 75 hours
will be up.

The hudget debate will still have
to bhe called, so the Minister ofF
Finance can eventually c¢lose itb.
Thak is how it works.

MR. TULK:

Did you say on Friday?

MR. SIMMS:

Well, it may not be Friday. It is
up ko hon. mewmbers themnseluves. [
really do not care. Rut I can
tell them bthak Friday will be used
for the purpose of dealing with
hudget aspects.

Mr. Speaker, having said that, I
move that bhis House adjourn until
tomorrow, Monday, at 3:00 p.m. and
Lhat Lhis House co mnow adjourn.

Oon motion, the House at its rising

adjourned until  tomorrow, Monday,
May 9, 1988, ab 3:00 p.m.
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