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The House met at 2:00p.m . 

MR. SPEAKER (Lush): 
Order, ph~ as e! 

On behalf of hon. Members, I would 
like to weJ.come to the Speaker 1 s 
gallery today the hon. Roger 
Simmons, Member of Parliament for 
Burin - St. Georges. Also, we 
would like to welcome on behalf of 
hon. Mt~mbers twenty-eight g1nade 
XII students accompanied by two 
teachers and the Canadian issues 
class of Musgravetown High School, 
Musgravetown. Also we would like 
to welcome to the galleries today 
seventeen girl guides accompanied 
by their three leaders from St. 
John 1 s. 

Statements by Ministers 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. the Premier. 

PREMIER WELLS: 
Mr. Speaker, the problem of the 
huge number of refugees deplaning 
from eastern European and Cuban 
airlines at Gander has now reached 
crisis proportions. As of 
midnight last night there were 
2, 201 refugees being maintained by 
the Provincial Government in 
hotels in the Province. 

The Province would have no 
difficulty accommodating two or 
three hund1ned refugees at any one 
time, as we have done over recent 
years, nor do we mind paying our 
fair share of the cost. However, 
the number of refugees in the 
Province has grown From 368 in 
mid-January of this year to 2, 201 
at th~?! moment. And if you bear· in 
mind the population of this 
Province and our capability, 2, 201 
is roughly the equivalent of 
having over 100,000 in Canada in 
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those two months. Now you can 
imagine the reaction there would 
be in the nation if all of a 
sudden we had 100,000 refugees 
descend on the nation. That is 
the level of the impact on this 
Province. Virtually all of the 
motel rooms in the Province are 
filled to capacity. The matter 
reached a crisis stage last 
evening when certain hotels in 
Gander requested some of the 
refugees be moved in order to 
enable those hotels to meet 
longstanding commitments. An 
emergency meeting was held with 
the Minister of Social Services to 
deal with these requests and 
discuss Government 1 s reponse to 
this crisis. 

From Newfoundland 1 s point of v:iE!l.~J 
the problem has two dimensions. 
First, we have l:i.tE!rally I"Un out 
of suitable physical spact~ to 
accommodate the 1nefugees. At the 
moment 82 per cent of all 
available hotel, motel, and 
tourist lodge facilities on the 
Island o·F Newfoundland is occupied 
by refugees. Hotels have to merc~t 
their other longstanding 
commitments and are requiring us 
to move the refugees for brief 
periods of t.imE! to allow thc::~m to 
honour their other committed 
reservations. As well, only 
Gander and St. John 1 s have the 
immigration and interpreting 
services necessary to properly 
attend to the needs of the 
refugees. 

The second dimension of the 
problem is the cost. It has for 
some::~ time exceed.:~d the capability 
of ·this Province and has gone Far 
beyond what can be rE!asonably 
expected of the poorest Province 
in this nation in dealing with 
what is a national plnoblern or a 
nationa1 obligation. It is now 
costing t:he taxpayc::~rs of t:.his 
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Province, their share, the total 
gross cost is $2.50 million. the 
share that has to be born by the 
taxpayers is in excess of $1.25 
million per month to provide 
accommodation only to the refugees 
that are here, and the numbers are 
growing every week. 

Now, in addition to that, Mr. 
Speaker·, we also have to provide 
for medical services and education 
services as needed so this is a 
major problem and a major cost. 

Ignoring for the moment the 
financial burden on he taxpayers 
of this Province we must within 
the next few days find an 
alternative that will enable 
Canada to treat the refugees in a 
humanitarian way. Newfoundland•s 
physical capacity to do so is 
exhausb:!d. Last night we had 
sixty refugees sleeping on 
mattresses in a large room in the 
Battery Hotel. That is the stage 
which we have reached so it is a 
matter of crisis proportions. 

I have this morning both spoken to 
the Prime Minister and written to 
him to apprise him of the gravity 
of the situation and to seek his 
immediate intervention. He has 
assured me that he will personally 
look into the matter. 

Frankly, Mr. Speaker, it is not 
really adequate for me to say he 
has assu1ned me that he tAii11 
personally look into the matter, 
he gave me a greater level of 
comfort than that. In the 
discussion that I had with hirn I 
felt complete confidence that at 
the conclusion of the conversation 
he would attend to the matter very 
quickly and would provide the help 
that we will need. As a matter of 
fact I have reason to believe, 
since my conversation with him, 
that action is already underway 
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and I want to express my gratitude 
to the Prime Minister for his 
immediate response. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker . 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han . the Leader of the 
Opposi·tion. 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker . 

I do not think anybody gE!t.s any 
particular satisfaction out of the 
very difficult problem that the 
refugees have. that the Gov e rnment 
of Newfoundland and Labrador has 
in this particular matter and that 
the people of Canada have. 

Mr . Speaker, we can only at this 
point in timE! becausE! of thE! 
gravity of the situation concur 
with the statement made here today 
by the Premier. I think that 
Newfoundlanders and Labradorians 
as a society have shown a great 
deal of sympathy . and compassion 
for refugees that have been coming 
into our Province in such great 
numbers, particularly over the 
1 a s t n u m b e r o f we Ed< s a n d rn o n t h s . 

. There is no doubt about it that we 
have exceeded our fiscal capad.ty 
and our physical capacity to be 
able to address the continuing 
growing problem. 

So therefore, M1n. Sp~'ai<E!In. · lAJE! 
support the initiative by !:.he 
Government of Newfoundland and 
Labrador to seek. on an emergency 
and urgent basis. additional help 
from ·the Government of Canada. We 
obviously have excE'!eded. as I have 
said, our capacity physically and 
financially t o be able to continue 
to address this problem and the 
naU.on must get invo1VE!d and he1p 
us out. Whe1ne are we goinq to put 
them. aside from thE· financ.i.a1. 
fiscal cost as t:he PtnerniE!r sai.d. 
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So we do have to have help and we 
certainly support the Government 
and the Premier in that initiative. 

can say. 
find it 
Minister 
has been 

of this 

The only other thing I 
Mr. Speaker, is that I 
kind of strange that the 
of Social Services, who 
carrying the brunt 
particular problem day 
was not able to 
Ministerial Statement 
today and it had to 

after day. 

by the Premier. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Hea1n, hear! 

MR. GILBERT : 
Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: 

make this 
to the House 
be delive1ned 

The hon. the Minister of Works, 
Services and Transportation. 

MR. GILBERT : 
Mr. Speaker, I t.o~.lish at this time 
to inform this hon. House of the 
Government's decision to proceed 
with the construction of a road to 
the community of Petit Forte. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Hear, hear! 

MR. GILBERT: 
Thank you . 

Han. Members will recall that 
several months ago I announced my 
Department • s intention to evaluate 
the merits of the construction of 
a road to the community of Pet.i.t 
Forte, before procE:~eding any 
further with this project. That 
evaluation is now complete and the 
Government has decided to continue 
l.A.!ith thE! constructton of ·the road 
from Brookside to Petit Forte. 

Petit Forte will be 
23 kilometers in 
total construction 

The road to 
approximately 
length and the 
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costs are estimated to be $5.9 
million. Completion of the road 
is scheduled for the Fall of 1991. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. l:he M<::~mbe1n for Burin 
Placentia West. 

MR. TOBIN: 
Mr. Speaker, how pressure has 
worked. How pressure has worked! 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. TOBIN: 
Mr. Speaker. nothing has . chang~:1d. 
not a thing has changed as it 
relates to the impact: the f (-:!der·al 
Government will have on t hi s 
road. It is unfortunate t:hat t~ he 
Minister and his colleaqUE!S sat by 
and p u n i s he d the p ·~ o p 1 e of P e l:. i. t 
FOI"te for so lonq fol" voting 
Conservative in the last 
eJection. The people of p~:! U.t 
Forte have taken up petitions; I 
have a thousand name petition here 
I was denied the right to pr' e s E! nt 
on their beha1f the other day. 
Th~re is a boatload of people From 
Petit:. For·te due to rn~'!E!t l.o~.J·:i.th t~ he 
Premier t:omorrow afternoon. All 
thtngs arE! coming tog~:!l:hE!r', but l 
say Thank God the work of the 
previous Government and the work 
of the Fed~::>ral Govel''nrn€:~nt has 
finally succeeded. 

Mr. Speaker, I would be remi ss tf 
I did not thank a11 my co1.leagues 
for the support they have given me 
on this project. I would not be --

AN HON. MEMBER : 
(Inaudible) . 

l~l_B...! __ .. :.r 0 li~ : 
Yes. Yes. 
thank th <::~ 
the people 
and the 
District 
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offered, but I really want to 
thank the hon. John Crosbie, who 
told the Premier· and the Minis·ter, 
1 Until you honour the agreement on 
the Petit Forte Road, do not come 
near me to talk about any other 
roads: the Burgeo · Road, the 

· curling Waterfront or anything 
else - until that is deal with. 
John Crosbie deserves a lot of 
credit for this road. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. thE! Minister of 
Development . 

MR. FUREY: 
Mr. Speaker, I arn pleased to 
elaborate on Government 1 s approval 
of $250,000 for the purpose of 
improving the 
information/interpretation 
facilities presently in place at 
the two major gateways to the 
Island and to plan for additional 
facilities at gateway locations as 
travel volumes continue to grow. 

Hon. Members will recall that in 
last year 1 s Budget, $100,000 was 
provided to provide for a new 
display for the lower level of the 
Provincial 
Interpretation/Information Centre 
at Port aux Basques. In this 
year 1 s Budget, Government has 
approved an additional $150, 000 
for further improvements to the 
centre at Port aux Basques. The 
planned improvements relate to the 
information services available to 
visitors and will include an 
expanded area for private sector 
tourism related businesses to 
display their brochures, a much 
improved visitor information area, 
and because of the location of the 
centre, a designated section of 
the display area will highlight 
southwest Newfoundland. As a 
major interpretation/information 
centre, we rnust continue to ensure 
this facility is maintained and 
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operated in the most appropriate 
manner. 

MIn . S p ~<:~a k e 1n , with the in trod u c t ton 
of ·the new Marine Atlantic f~<:~rlny, 
11 The Joseph And Clara Srna11wood 11

, 

on the Argentia service and in 
sup port of the projected increase 
in the visitor traffic via the 
Argentia gateway, I am also 
pleased to announce that 
Government has approved $100,000 
to complete the preliminary design 
and begin thE! site selection fo1n 
the new Provinctal 
Interpretation/Information Centre 
to be located in the Argentia 
area. This preliminary lAJork lAiill 
be complel:ed during thE! Fiscal 
year· 1990/91 so that IAIE:' rndy 
include the actual construction 
costs in the Estimates for the 
next fiscal year, 1991192. 

The present facility at Dunville 
has SE!rved us well, but as thE! 
traffic increases there is a 
requirement to expand to rneE•t. the 
needs of the :increasing number of 
visitors. This new centre, when 
completed, will contribute 
significantly not only to the 
numbers of visitors t.uho visil. the 
arE!as, but will assist i.n 
convincing visitors to stay longer 
and increase their expend:i.tul~~<:~s in 
the southwest avalon region. 

Further, Mr. Speaker, we must: not 
underestimate the importance of 
Labrador. With the opening of LhE! 
r•oad from Baie Comeau to Labrador 
West, the Labrador West area is 
rapidly becoming the third 
important gateway to l.his 
Province. As progrE!SS is made on 
the Trans Labrador HightAiay, tAlE! 
will continue to mon i tor the 
visitor traffic into Labrador West 
fol" the pulnpose of complet:i.ng OUI" 

planning efforts in support of Lhe 
construction of a visitor centre 
in the Labrador West area. We 
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expect to 
design work 
Fiscal year. 

begin the site and 
during the 1991/92 

Mr. Speaker, this Government 
recognizes the importance of 
locating appropriate visitor 
interpretation/information centres 
at the major gatetJJays ·to the 
Province. We will continue in our 
effOI"ts to improve and expand on 
these and other similar facilities 
right throughout the entire 
Province. Thank you. 

MR. GREENING: 
Mr. Speaker . 

MR. SPEAKER : 
The han. the Member for Terra Nova . 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. GREENING: 
First of all, I u..Jant to thank the 
Minister of Development (Mr. 
Furey) for delivering a copy of 
this statement to me before the 

· House opened today. Let me also 
say to the Minister on behalf of 
my colleagues on this side of thE! 
House that we are pleased with the 
Minister-1 s announcement today and 
welcome these initiatives taken by 
the MinistE!r. 

I would like to say to the 
Minister that he is in charge of a 
Department which presides over one 
of the greatest untapped resources 
·l~.his Province has. and that is the 
tourism sectOJ". Any progress the 
Minister can make in having people 
made more aware of the tourism 
potential of this beautiful 
Province of ours. certainly is 
supported by all Members of t.his 
hon. House. 

I arn pleased. Ml". Speaker. to see 
information/interpretation centres 
at. both Por't aux Basques and 
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Argent.ia. It is very appi"Opr-.i.atE! 
that theSE! two si t.es be c hos E!n to 
receive fund:ing, Mr. SpeakE!r. 
ThE!Se are the two major gatE!tAJays 
·to our Province and, as such, 
provide the first impressions of 
our Province to visi·tors f1"om 
around the world. 

It is good also, Ml". Speaker, to 
see services made available to the 
Port aux Basques Centre for the 
private business sector t:o display 
their brochures. If th~1rE! is onE! 
complaint I most frequently hear 
from visitors to oUI" ProvinCE!, it 
cel"tainly has bE! the 1ack of 
information available to visitors 
upon entering our Province. Quite 
possibly this wi 1:1 c hangE• ov E:!J" 
time, and this is a good sl:ep 
forward. One hundred thousand 
dollars for Argentia for 
preliminary studies and dE!S:ign and 
site selection for a netJJ visitor 
centre in that area is welcome 
news also, Mr. Speaker. ·rhank you. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : ·H"e-a r-:ti'e-ar!-·-·· .. ·····--

MR. GULLAGE: 
Mr. Speaker. 

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

MR. GULLAGE: 
Mr. Speaker, I arn p1E~asE:1d ·to 
announce today that GoveJ"nJTIE!nt has 
approved new policy guidelines 
with respect to th~1 financing of 
regional recreational faciJ.it.ies 
in Newfoundland and Labrador. 

The new policy guidelines are the 
result of a complete review of the 
complete review of the Regional 
Recreation Facilities Program. 
This review was undertaken u..Jith a 
view toward effecting ·.improvements 
in the provision of recreational 
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facilities throughout the Province . 

The rationale for this program 
basically was to encourage 
municipalities to join together to 
build and operate major facilities 
ensuring greater financial 
viability from an increased tax 
base. 

In the past 
Provincial 
approximately 
variety of 
facilities. 

fifteen years, the 
Government spent 
$30 million on a 

community recreation 
The majority are 

minor in 
facilities 
outdoor 
halls. 
arenas 
funded 

nature and include 
such as ballfields, 

courts and recreation 
Major facilities such as 

and indoor pools we1nE! also 
under this program. 

Our review indicated that many of 
these facilities were poorly 
designed and constructed and that 
they did not respond to specific 
needs of the communities and 
additionally, they have proven to 
be very costly to operate and to 
maintain. On average, it has beE:~n 
discovered that municipal councils 
are subsidizing arenas and pool 
operations to the extent of 
between $40,000 and $60,000 each 
per year. 

The original guidelines under tlie 
Regional Recreational Facilities 
Program stipulated that Government 
would pay for the construction of 
these facilities from capital 
account over a two or three year 
period. 

Under the new guidelines, 
Government, together with the 
municipalities involved, would 
finance the cost of construction 
amortized over a twenty year 
period under the Newfoundland 
Municipal Financing Corporation. 

rhe cost-sharing ratio would be 
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80/20 with th Pr·ovince paying 80 
per cent of the share. ThE:! neLJ.J 
policy will make it easier for 
municipalities to deal with the 
financial burden. However, 
municipalities will have to 
convince the Province that they 
have the ability to finance their 
portion. 

Another element of the new 
proposal is the establishmE!nt of a 
minimum and a maximum, as the 
funding limits with respect to the 
involvement of the Province. 
Under the new policy, funding for 
major recreational facilities 
would be restricted to two 
projects annually. 

Mr. Speaker, the new po1icy 
guidelines state: 

That a minimum of $100.000 and a 
maximum of $1,500,000 are 
established as the funding limits 
for the financial involvement of 
the Province under the program, 
with any amount over $1,500,000 to 
be the completE! responsibiLity of 
the relevant municipalities t.o be 
provided from their own resources; 

2) That a maxirnurn oF two major 
projects per year to be approv E!d, 
with a total allowablE' capital 
expenditure of $3,000,000. What 
this means is that in the cun' E:'rlt 
year the Government tJJould cornrnit 
to two major recreational 
facilities, at a cost or: $3 
rnil1ion; 

3) That in identifying projects 
to be approved in any year, the 
Department of Municipal and 
Provincial Affairs shall provide 
an opportunity for aLl. interE!S I:.E!d 
municipalities in the Provine'"' to 
be considered, with the Minister 
to provide a full 1n1:>po1nt to 
Cabinet on the recommended 
projects; 
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4) That fo1n each application 
received under the program, the 
total cost of the project is to be 
allocated among the individual 
municipalities involv~d in the 
application on the basis of the 
populations oF the respective 
municipalities as established by 
Statistics Canada in the most 
recent census; and that a detailed 
review of the financial position 
of each municipality be carried 
out by the Department of Municipal 
and Provincial Affairs, to 
establish that each municipality 
wi 11 be a b 1 e to s e r vi c e its s hare 
of the debt involved and the 
projected operating cost of the 
completed facility; 

5) That for 
approved under 

each application 
the program, 
project to be financing for the 

arranged as follows: 

(A) The municipalities associated 
with the application to be 
authorized to borrow from a 
chartered bank or other financial 
institution. Government guaranteed 
loans for amounts not exceeding 
their respective shares of the 
total cost of the construction of 
the facility. including design and 
related costs, together with the 
amount required to capitalize ·the 
related accrued interest on the 
loans up to the date of 
substantial completion of the 
project and for an additional 
period of six months beyond that 
date, if required; with 
legislation to be introduced in 
due course to sanction the 
guaranteed loans and following 
completion of the project. the 
loans to be repaid to the 
chartered banks or other financial 
institutions and rE!financed by the 
Newfoundland Municipal Financing 
Corporation through the issue of 
debentures to the respective 
municipalities for a period not 
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exceeding twenty years; 

(B) Repayment of the debentut"ed 
debt in 5 (A) to the NE!tAJfoundland 
Municipal Financing Corporation ·to 
be made as follows: 

(I) For the 80 per cent 
Provincial share, payments of 
principal and interest be madE! by 
the Province to the Corporation, 
on behalf of the municipalities, 
over the term of the debenture, 
from annual budgetary provisions 
in the relevant account centres of 
the Department oF Municipal and 
Provincial Affairs. Any interest 
accruing on the Provincial share 
of the debentures beyond the stx 
month capitalization period to bE! 
paid by the Department from annual 
budgetary provisions in the 
relevant current account centre; 

(II) For the 20 per cent 
Municipal share, payments of 
principal and interest be madE! by 
the municipalities to the 
Corporation over ·the term oF thE! 
debenture from their own current 
resourCE!S. Any in ·terest accr'uing 
on the Municipal share of the 
debentures beyond the six month 
capitalization period to be paid 
by the respective municipalities 
from their own resources. 

This Policy is to have effect f1"orn 
April 1, 1990. 

Mr. Speaker. there wi11 not be a 
Recreation Capi t.a1 Grants Program, 
as such, for 1990/91 as no I1E!W 
funds were identified in the 
budget. One of the reasons for 
this is that we felt that it lAJas 
time to assess this Program to 
deter'rnine if, in fact, thE!Ine is a 
better way of deliuering financial 
assistance to the municipalities 
to assist with new construction 
and refurbish1nent of exis t'.ing 
recreation facilities. 
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Officials of my Department will 
review similar Pl"ograms throughout 
the Country and it is my hope that 
a new program or programs wtll be 
in place by the spring of next 
year. 

In the meantime, we have 
identified approximately $350,000 
for new Recreation Capital 
Projects to be committed 
immediately and I will be 
announcing these projects within 
the next few weeks. 

Mr. Speaker. also budgeted is 
$100,000 for the ~rena Pool 
Retrofit Program, $2 5. boo for the 
arena structural safety 
assessment. Mr. Speaker, whE!n you 
consider that there is $1.7 
million in the budget for previous 
commitments together with the 
amounts indicated today, I think 
it can be said that Government is 
making a significant contribution 
with reference to the construction 
and financing of recreation 
facilities in the Province. Thank 
you, Mr. Speaker. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Hear, hear! 

MR. WINSOR: 
Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. the Member for Fogo. 

MR. WINSOR: 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. First I 
would like to thank the Minister 
For providing me an advance copy. 
What I do not know is what took 
the Minister so long to prepare 
it. One year it has been in the 
making and I do not see very much 
here that is going to solve the 
recreational needs of this 
Province. I want to take 
exception to some of the remarks 
the Minister made. The Minister 
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said the majority are minor in 
nature and includes facilities 
such as ball fields. I think hE! 
should go out into the communities 
of Newfoundland and see if they 
think a ball field is of a ulinor 
nature. See what they think of it. 

The Minister says the facilities 
were poorly designed and 
constructed. I think he should 
ask the people of Bay Roberts and 
the people in thE! Southern shore 
area if the facilities that were 
in place were poorly designed and 
constructed. 

Mr. Speaker, under l:he guide1in,:;!s, 
the 80/20, what the Minister has 
done is to shift the burden of 
this directly to the tax payers of 
the communities by having to 
finance twenty per cent over a 
twenty year period. This is going 
to involve a substantail cos l to 
municipalities because of the high 
interest. The previous program 
would have had the construction 
completed in a three year peJ"iod 
with money all up front and that: 
would have been the end of it. 
Now it is going to be financed 
over tl.uenty years and if you can 
imagine small rnunicipa1 H: i,~s 
having to finance $200,000 pE!rhaps 
$300,000 to reach the length of 
the $1.5 million, twenty years, 
you can imagine the:>. interE•s'l:. t.hat 
would accrue to the communities. 
What is devious in this sl:al:ernent, 
though, is that the MinistE!l'' says 
a maximum of tlJJo major projE!Cts a 
year with a total allowable 
capital expenditure of $3 
million. But in his guidE! linE!S 
he says that it is possible that a 
facility that lJJould cost $100,000 
could be constructed, tJJhich means 
that in a given year we cou1d have 
facilities costing $200,000 and 
not thE! $3 mi11ion as ti·H;! M:ird.ster' 
indicates. Now I do not know what 
kind of political trickery this 
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GovernmE:~nt is engaging in. This 
might be somewhat similar to the 
budget. This sounds like a Dr. 
Kitchen statement. The other 
thing the statement fails to 
include is how do communities get 
considered for this? The Minister 
makes a point in each one of his 
statements of saying 
municipalities. He does not 
include unincorporated areas which 
in many communities make up a 
large part of the regional 
recreational complex program. How 
are they to be considered when 
they do not have books for the 
officials at Municipal Affair·s to 
audit? He makes no mention of 
feasibility studies. Are they to 
be carried out? 

What happens to the communities 
who have a1ready carried them out 
at a cos·t of $25,000 for a 
community? Are these applications 
to be reconsidered or do they have 
to go through this same · expense 
again? In the last page of his 
statement the Minister says there 
will not be a Recreation Capital 
Grants Program for 1990-91. The 
Grinch t..uho stole Christmas, he 
announces on one hand and takes it 
back on the other. The Minister 
suddenly announces $350,000 for· 
new capital recreation projects 
and I wonder if that is not money 
which was left from last year's 
Budget and is now gain to be 
allocated this year? In reality 
there is not five cents in this 
Budget for new small capital works 
projects in this Province. 

Thank you . 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

Oral Questions 
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MR. RIDEOUT: 
Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. the Leader of thE! 
Opposition . 

MR. RIDEOUT : 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker . 

Mr. Speaker, yesterday we saw, for 
the first time, Government's new 
Interim Consumer Advocate spout 
the Government line as he 
commented on Newfoundland Hydro's 
app1ication For a rate increase 
that is now before the Public 
Utilities Board. 

It is obvious, from the start, 
that this new Interim Consumer 
Advocate, Mr. Speaker, is no Andy 
WeJ.ls when it. comes to protecU.ng 
the consumers of Newfoundland and 
Labrador. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
Mr. Speaker, I have a quest'ion for 
the Minister of Mines and Engery. 

Does thE! Minister concur t..uith Mr. 
Casey's convoluted logic that 
Government's decision to phase out 
the PDD subsidy of $30 million 
over a three year per·iod, and t:hat 
wiJ.J. have to be c1awed back frorn 
the consumer, that Government • s 
decision to put a Joan guar·antee 
on the debt of Hydro, which t..uill 
be another $9 million that the 
consumer must pick up, in other 
words, Government's budgetary 
decision to force Hydro to come up 
with another $39 million which 
must be passed on the ratepayer's, 
does the Minister concu1n u.rH:h Ml". 
Casey that this has not:hing to do 
with the 4.5 per cent rate 
increase that Hydro is notAl looking 
for over the next three years? In 
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other words, 13.5 per cent over 
the next three years, and that has 
nothing to do with Government 1 s 
budgetary decision. 

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

DR. GIBBONS: 
Mr. Speaker, I did not hear Mr. 
Casey. so I am not going to 
comment on anything he might have 
said. until I do hear exactly what 
he said. 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
A supplementary, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. the Leader of the 
Opposition. 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
Well, Mr. Speaker, the Minister 
should check out what Mr. Casey 
had to say last night. In 
essence, what he had to say was 
that thE! Government 1 s decision to 
abandon the PDD subsidies and put 
on the loan impost on Newfoundland 
Hydro had nothing "l:o do u.Ji th the 
increases. 

Let me ask the Minister this, Mr. 
Speaker: Can the Minister tell 
the House as the Minister of Mines 
and Energy whether or not he sees 
the:~ role of the Consumer Advocate 
at PUB as one of defending rate 
increases, as on€~ of dE!fending 
Government policy on Hydro 
budge ·tary decisions, as OnE! of 
attacking the Federal Government 
on tax policy, or should it be 
defending the consumer of 
Newfoundland and Labrador? 

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

DR. GIBBONS: 
Mr. Speaker, the Consumer Advocate 
is the Consumer Advocate . Ht?. is 
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not there to protect 
Hydro. Hydro is in 
defend itself. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. ·the Leader 
Opposition. 

MR. RIDEOUT: 

or defc:'ncl 
there to 

of thE! 

Mr. Speaker, my supplementary is 
to the same Minister. 

In view of the fact that this 
Consumer Advocate , who took this 
pathetic sort of Government. lapdog 
approach yesterday befor·e thE! PUB 
in its first public hearing. would 
the Minister consider giving some 
funding to an indr:'pendr:'nt out.sj_dE! 
consumers gr·oup to l~epi"E!Senl.. t:hei1~ 
inte1nes ts be fo1ne the PUB, in view 
of the fact that this pathetic 
civil servant bureaucrat cannot 
represent the interests of the 
consumers of this Province? 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. the Minister of Mj nE!S and 
Energy. 

DR. GIBBONS : 
I have no comment on that, Mr. 
Speaker. I think it IAJould be lfiOine 
appropriately put to somebody else. 

MR. A. SNOW : 
Mr. Speaker . 

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

MR. A. SNOW: 
Mr. Speaker, my question is to the 
Minister of Municipal and 
Provincial Affairs (Mr. Gullage), 
the Minister responsible for 
Recreation, Sport and Fitness. 
The Minister announced yesterday 
in a small little wire that he 
shifted out over the wires, 
another onslaught against the 
people of Labrador that was 
contained in the Budget of two 
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week 1 s ago, the Budget 
not going to hurt the 
this Province. 

that. 
people 

tAla s 

of 

He announced last week that the 
Labrador Air Passenger Subsidy 
Program was discontinued; 
yesterday they announced that the 
youth have been hit in Labrador. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Shame! 

MR. A. SNOW: 
A $100,000 reduction 
Labrador Travel Program. 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
The people 1 s Budget . 

MR. A. SNOW: 

in the 

A decrease of subsidy for sports 
and cultural groups of 75 to 50 
per cent for youth and 50 to 25 
per cent for adults. Can the 
Minister tell this han. House and 
the people of Labrador why this 
program was originally put in 
place, and why now it is being cut? 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
A good question. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The Minister of Municipal 
Provincial Affairs. 

MR. GULLAGE: 

and 

Mr. SpeakE!r. my Department was 
Fortunate in that having to make 
savings in rny Department. this is 
one of the areas that was 
idE!ntified. I feel very fortunate 
that we only had to cut, as we 
did, 75 pE!r cent to 50 per cent, 
and from 50 per cent to 25 per 
cent. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
For ·tunate? 

MR. GULLAGE: 
ThE! program has not been 
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eliminated. ·rhe reduction in 
tel~ms of dol1ars Js $100,000. It. 
is a reduction. i·t is a cut in th1:! 
Budget, but. it is a cut that was 
identified in my Department and it 
is in place. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. the Member for Menihek. 

MR. A. SNOW: 
Mr. Speaker. the people of Western 
Labrador. indE~ecl a11 of Labrador. 
do not feel that it was a 
fortunatE! cut. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear. hear! 

MR. A. SNOW: 
The gutting oF a prograrn is I.I.Jhat 
they call it. My supplementary 
question is again to the 
MinJster. We saw in thE! BuclgE=!t of 
two weeks ago an additional $3 
million tax grab coming out of 
Western Labrador. Recognizing 
that this Government also 
predicted a $10 million surplus in 
their Budget, can hE! tell rne lAJhy 
he has to cut it? 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Answer the question. 
question. 

AnsWE!l~ the 

MR. GULLAGE: wi1·y·?-···-·-----· 

MR. A. SNOW : 
Why. indeed! 
has a $10 
predi c tE!d in 
indeed do you 
program? 

MR. SPEAKER: 

If this Government 
million surplus 

its Budget, why 
have to cut this 

The hon. the Minister of Municipal 
and Provincial AfFairs. 

MR. GULLAGE: 
Mr. Speaker. in l:he Budge l: 
process, of coursE:', cuts lAJer'E! 

No. 13 1n1 



identified in various Departments 
in order to come up tAJith a Budget 
that was acce:~ptable. The fact:. 
that Government decided to be in a 
surplus decision on current 
account is a decision of the 
Government, and that is a separate 
item entirely from identifying 
Budget cuts in whatever Department. 

MR. FLIGHT: 
A good answer! 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. -·-'t·Fie Member for Menihek. 

MR. A. SNOW: 
Mr. Speaker, my supplementary 
question is again to the Minis·ter 
of Municipal and Provincial 
Affairs. I do not believe that he 
really understands the importance 
of this particular program to the 
people of all Labrador. While I 
specifically speak for the 
interests of the people of Western 
Labrador, other people in this 
Chamber may, indeed, speak for 
some of the other people of 
Labrador. But my phone has rung 
off the wall since yesterday 
evening. I was on the phone until 
1:00 o'clock this morning. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

The han. gentleman is in to his 
third supplementary and, as han. 
Members know, they should proceed 
to get ·to their supp1ementary as 
quickly as possible. 

The han. the Member for Menihek. 

MR. A. SNOW: 
Does the Minister realize that 
just this morning the High School 
Athletic Federation, in Labrador, 
announced the curtailment of a 
program that is going to cut 200 
students from a program this 
month? Does he realize that? 
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Does he realize some of the 
effects this will have on this 
whole Province, not just 
Labrador? Does he real.ize tAJhy "it 
was put in place? It was to 
influence more travel within this 
Province, from the Island to 
Labrador and from Labrado1~ to the 
Island, and, indeed, this may 
force them to travel to the 
Province of Quebec because of 
economic means? Is that tAJhat he 
is trying to do? 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Hear, hear! 

MR. SPEAKER : 
The han. the Ministet~ of Municipal 
and Provincial Affairs. 

MR. GULLAGE: 
Mr ... : .. Speaker, I tAJiOll be speaking, 
of course, to the three 
federations that at~e "involVE!d and 
impacted by this program . As for 
the h"igh s c hoo 1 program he reFers 
to, for this particular month it 
will not be affected; this does 
not take effect until April 1.. I 
am familiar with what you are 
saying, but that w:LJ.l not be:' 
impacted. I said all existing 
programs in effect and all 
commitments made t.dil1 be:' honou1~e:1d, 
and that is a fact . We do 
understand this could have some 
impact, but keep in mind thE! 
program is sti.l1 in place. It is 
a reduction from 75 to 50 per 
cent, and 50 to 25 per cc,1nt, but 
the program is still in place. 

MR. SPEAKER : 
The han. the member for Torngat 
Mountains. 

MR. WARREN: 
Mr. Speaker, my question is to the 
Minister of Finance. Now l:hal: l:he 
Minister of Finance confi.nnE•d fat~ 
my colleague, a Few days ago, l:.hat 
the 20 per CE!nt air subsidy 
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program will not be reinstated, 
and now that the Minister and 
Provincial and Municipal Affairs 
has confit"med fol" my colleague 
that there will be $100,000 cut 
from the sport and cultural travel 
program, could the Minister tell 
this hon. House when he will be 
making the third announcement, of 
another major cut to the people of 
Labrador? 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. the Minister of Finance . 

DR. KITCHEN : 
Mr. Speaker, it has not gotten 
through to han. Members opposite 
that this Province, this year, is 
forecasting going in the hole $250 
mi1lion more than it went in the 
hole before. Those hon. Members 
over there and their pre de cess ors 
dt"ove us $5.2 billion in the hole 
and we have to cut, we cannot 
spend. We have been spending like 
drunken sailors over the past few 
years and we must come to grips 
with that deficit problem. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. the Member for Torngat 
Mountains. 

MR. WARREN: 
Mr. Speaker, my second question is 
to the Premier. Yesterday I had 
the opportunity to visit Labrador 
and I met with the town council of 
Happy Va11ey - Goose Bay, in fact, 
at the same time the Minister was 
making his statement about the cut 
to sports and culture. Yesterday 
in Happy Valley - Goose Bay 
everybody showed a real concern 
about this Government selling off 
Labrador. 

Mr. Speaker, I have a letter I 
wish the Page to deliver to the 
Premier. I ask the Premier if he 
would seriously consider the 
contents of this letter and remove 
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Mr . Jim Ke11and from his CabinE!t, 
to save Labrador. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Hear, hear! 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. the Premier . 

PREMIER WELLS: 
I do not know if there is a 
question, Mr. Speaker. If there 
is a question, I will answer it. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. the Member for Torngat 
Mountains. 

MR. WARREN: 
Mr. Speaker, the people in 
Labardor have said loud and clei.H' 
in the last Few days that 
Labrador 1 s representative in the 
Cabinet of Newfnundland and 
Labrador is not speaking ~P in the 
interest of his people. Would the 
Premier kindly take the necessat"Y 
steps, on behalf of thE! peopl~"' in 
Labrador, to remove the hon. 
Member from his Cabinet and 
possibly put the MernbE!r fat" Eagle 
River (Mr. Dumaresque) in t:he 
Cabinet, in his place? 

MR. SPEAKER : 
The han . the Premier. 

PREMIER WELLS: 
Mr. Speaker, it has beE~n my 
expE!rience with the hon. Mernber in 
the House that nothing he has ever 
said has had an iota of 
credibility or substancE! to it, so 
I give what he said no rncH'C:~ 
credibility and substance than 
what hE! said in thE! past, I just: 
consider it:. to be a si1ly, fool.J.sh 
remark. 

MR. PARSONS : 
Mr . Spl::!aker . 

MR . SPEAKER : 
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The han. the Member for St. John 1 s 
East Extern. 

MR. PARSONS: 
Thank -you, Mr. Speaker . 

My question is to the Minister of 
Municipal and Provincial Affairs . 
First of all I have to set the 
record straight. Mr. Speaker. in 
saying that I did go to the 
Minster and ask for funding for my 
district. I also met the Minister 
on two occasions and on thE! last 
occasion he told me what he 
thought the rni 1 rate would be, as 
suggested by his Department. I 
want to make that clear. But, Mr. 
Speaker, i·t tJJas only this morning, 
when I attended a rneettng in Flat 
Rock, that reality carne home to 
roost. I want to ask the Minister 
of Municipal and Provincial 
Affairs -

AN HON. MEMBER: 
(Inaudible) joke, boys. 

MR. PARSONS: 
You can joke about it all you 
like . It is no joke with the 
thousand people whom I represent 
in Flat Rock. You can laugh all 
you like! But I want to ask the 
Minister --

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Oh, oh! 

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

There is too much interference, on 
both sides of the House, for the 
han. Gentleman to ask his 
qu~::~stion. The han. the ME!mber for 
St. John 1 s East Extern. 

MR. PARSONS: 
Will the Minister tell this han. 
House whether he intends t.o send 
the same letter to all the 
Coun c i 1 s of Newf au ndland, the s arne 
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content, as the one he sent to 
Flat Rock? 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han ·.- - the Minister of Muni.cipal 
and Provincial Affairs. 

MR. GULLAGE: 
I am not familiar lAJi l:h the letter 
·to whtch you are rE!fE!rring. But 
if you are referring to thE! fact 
that Flat Rock Council was asked 
to make adjustments in their 
Budget, that is quite true. 
Several other Councils WE!re asked 
to do the same thing. 

If I might explain to the House, 
there were certain cornrnunit.ies in 
the Province which were identified 
as critical - cr·it:tca1 ·- by lilY 
officials in the regional 
offices. I asked the approval of 
Government, . that. if thr:'Se 
communities were wi11ing l:o 111ake 

· adjustments in thE!·ir financE!S to 
qualify them for Capital works. 
that I would approve tt, and thE!Y 
have been asked to make those 
adjustments in thetr Budgets. If 
they were willing to make those 
adjustments, they would be 
qualified for Capital works. [f I 
had not asked Government For 
approua1 for these crittcal 
projects, they lAJould not have bE!E!n 
approved at all, or oven 
considered . 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. the ME!lTJber for Sl:. John 1 s 
East Extern. 

~R-: ........ PA RSONS: 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Well, then. t.~o.lill l:hc::~ Mtnis b:-r 
acknowledge 'the fact that what he 
did in telling the people of Flat 
Rock, that they had to set thetr· 
mil rate at 13 rnils -

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
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What? What? 13 mils? 

MR. PARSONS: 
13 miJ.s! Would he accEq:>t the fact 
that this is corrupt and indt~ed, 
Mr. Speaker, it is blackmail in 
its truest form? What he is 
saying, in essence, is if you do 
not charge this mil rate, as 
suggested by my Department, then 
you will not receive any funding. 
Will the Minister tell the han. 
House? 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han ·~··-.... -:Che Minister of Municipal 
and Provincial Affairs. 

MR. GULLAGE: 
M r -:------sp-e··a"k"e r . I lAl o u 1 d 1 i I< e t o 
remind the Mr:~mber that assessments 
in the rural communi ties, on 
aver age , are 50 per cent , even 40 
per cent, of the urban areas. So 
when you think of a mil rate of 13 
mils, it really equates to a mil 
rate of 6.5 mils, if you are 
talking about an urban area, 
because the assessments are, 
generally speaking, half of the 
urban areas. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Oh, oh! 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! Order please! 

The Chair has said on several 
occasions that Members should not 
ask questions from their Chair. 
They have a right to ask 
questions. and when ·they are 
recognized they can ask the 
Minister all the questions they 
like, as the ME!rnber for St. John's 
East Ex tern, is notAl doing. I tJJi 11 
allow the Minister to clue up in a 
few seconds. 

MR. GULLAGE: 
Mr. SpE!aker, what:. thE! communities 
have been asked to do is to bring 

L15 March 29, 1.990 Vol XLI 

the ratio of their revenue, and 
the revr:~nue includes all r'E!VentH!, 
in line lAlith the ave1nage for the 
Province - revenue against 
assessments. In fairness, all 
communities involved on the 
critical list were asked to do 
that. All of them we1n.::~ as kE!d ·to 
do that. Those who were lAJi.lling 
to adjust their finances to the 
average of the Province, or 
better, would be qualified for the 
capital works identified. Now, 
that was entirely fair. The 
amount would vary fr·om cormnuni ty 
to community because of the 
differences in assessments. I 
cannot speak specifically to the 
community of Flat Rock, but I can 
tell you that everybody on the 
list identified as critical was 
treated fairly and equally. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. the Member fo1n St. John's 
East Extern. 

MR. PARSONS: 
A final supplementary, Mr. 
Speaker, again to the same 
Minister. There are about t.:t.uo or 
threr:~ kilometE!rs of black pipe in 
the ground down thE!re, and LhE! 
community has to pay an asSE!SSirlNil: 
on that pipe, 20 per cent of its 
revenue. What the council wants 
to know, and I am only repr:'at:ing 
what they said to me this morning, 
is will they go down and take up 
that damn pipe, because it is not 
serving one single house? Will he 
have his people go down and ta I< e 
the damn thing up! It is not 
serving one house, so why do th.::~y 
have to pay for it? Even with the 
$450,000 you allotted them this 
yea~. it would not go any 
distance. There sti11 would not bE! 
one house serviced. Wi.ll the 
Minister agree to caLL somE:~ ld.nd 
of tender so they can go dotAJn and 
remove the pipe from t:he g1nound. 
which the people are paying for 
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for nothing? 

MR. SPEAKER: 
ThE! hon. "The Minister of Municipal 
and Provincial Affairs . 

MR. GULLAGE: 
Mr. Speaker, I cannot believe what 
I am hearing . Throughout this 
Province we have communities which 
have phases started, the first 
phase complete, the dry-lines 
waiting to be finished. Are you 
suggesting that throughout the 
Province we take up lines, 
projects which have been started? 
There are many, many communities 
waiting to complete the phases 
necessary over time. 

MR. PARSONS : 
They cannot pay it. 
pay it . 

MR. GULLAGE: 

They cannot 

Because we are doing on a priority 
basis the communities identified 
with the most critical, pressing 
need. We have many, many 
situations where there are dry 
lines wai t:ing to have the project 
completed, which can only take 
place over time. 

Ml~. RIDEOUT: 
A whirnp of the highest order. If 
there was ever a whimp Minister, 
you are it. 

MR. HEARN: 
M r --:-s-p-e;··a,-1( e r . 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. the Member for St. Mary's 
-The Capes. 

MR. HEARN: 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker . 

My question is to the Minister of 
Fishc~ries. A few days ago, he 
indicated he had a request to 
issue another processing licence 
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in the town of Trepassey . Has the 
Minister made a dE!C.i.sion on thal.? 
IF so, what is the decision? 

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

MR. W. CARTER: 
Yes, Mr. Speaker, tJJC:~ haVE! rnade a 
dE!Cision on it, and the ciE!Cision 
was not to issue the licence. 

MR. SPEAKER : 
The hon. ·thr:~ ME!rnbE•r fol" St. Mary 1 s 
-The Capes. 

MR. HEARN : 
Mr. SpE!al<er, wh~:!n the M:inistE·r· 
spoke a f1':!W clays ago hE! l~eFel~red 
to a licence on the Southern Shore 
which he said had been issuE•d due 
to the fact that the AppE!a1. Board 
had overturned t:he DE!partrnent 1 s 
original decision. I understand 
the Appeal Board had also 
overturned the decision on the 
Trepassey licence . If this is so, 
what are the reasons you turned 
down the request? 

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

MR. W. CARTER: 
Mr. Speaker, the ~1inistE•I~ r'o11ot;.JI:!d 
to the letter the final 
recommendation of the Appeal Board. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. the Mc:Hnber fot~ Sl:. Mary 1 s 
-The Capes. 

MR. HEARN : 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker . 

I ask the:~ Mtn:ish'r, U1E!n, :in light 
of the fact that the licence which 
is in TrE!passey and :i s ope•rat:ing 
l:he FPI Plant, if tn the l~uturE! 
that plant does close, as sorne 
people hopE! it tAJi.ll, and tJJE• hope 
and know it v..Ji 11 no t , if it cl o e s 
go down and if there is a 
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trt'!me ndou s 
wi11 he 
decision? 

downturn 
constdetn 

in the area, 
reviewing his 

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

MR. W. CARTER: 
Mr. Speaker, that is hypothetical 
and I do not deal with 
hypothetical questions . 

MR. HYNES: 
Mr . Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. the Member for Trinity 
North. 

MR. HYNES : 
Mr. Speaker. rny question is to the 
Minister of Finance. 

I wonder if the Minister could 
advise t-his House as to how many 
permanent employees within his own 
Department, nobody else 1 s. have 
received layoff notices since he 
read his Budget in this House? 

MR. SPEAKER: . 
The han. the Minister of Finance. 

DR. KITCHEN: 
Mr. Speaker, a number of positions 
in the Department of Finance have 
been eliminated as a result of the 
budgetary process; ten positions 
involving eight peoplE!, because 
two are currently vacant. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. the Member for Trinity 
North. 

MR. HYNES: 
Mr. Speaker, given that these 
gasoline and tobacco tax 
inspectors collected some $135 
million to $150 million worth of 
revenue For the Treasury of this 
Province, can the Minister tell 
this House holAJ he intends to 
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ensure that the sa~e amount 
revenue will be collected? 

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

DR. KITCHEN : 

of 

Mr. Speaker, lAJe looked uc~ry 
carefully at this beforE! bringing 
in this rationalization in our tax 
collecting procedures , and tJJe iH' e 
convinced that there will be no 
diminution of rE!Venue as a tnesu1t 
of this moue. 

MR. WINDSOR: 
That is not what your officials 
say. 

MR. HYNES: 
A supplementary, Mr. Speaker . 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. the Member fOr Trinity 
North. 

MR. HYNES: 
Mr. Speaker. given t:hat_ undE!r the 
Collective Agreement these 
employees, I understand, have 
bumping privih,ges, and lAd thin thE! 
Clarenuille office, For example, 
there are tiJJo gas o 1 i ne a ncl Lob a c co 
tax inspectors eliminated but 
there might be a lower position 
available for them to go into, 
could the Minister indicate to 
t:his House wh•?.ther they tAiill r-·~d 
circle those gasoline and tobacco 
tax ins p e c tors s o that the y l~li 11 
not lose any sa1ary by taking a 
lower position? 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. '"thl"::~ MinistE·r of FinanCE:!. 

DR. KITCHEN: 
Mr. Speaker, we are looking very 
carefully at what happens to the 
particular individuals, and we 
wil1 do whatever is possible. 

Mr~. TOBIN : 
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Mr. Speaker. 

MR . SPEAKER: 
The hon. "the Member for Burin 
Placentia West. 

. SQME HON. MEM~ ... ~_RS : 
Hear, hear! 

MR. TOBIN: . -· .. ···-
Mr. Speaker, some time ago, the 
Provincial and Federal Governments 
negotiated an agreement to the 
tune of $21 million, which was 
cost-shared 50/50, a subsidy to 
the Marystown shipyard to 
construct trawlers. It is my 
understanding that this agreement 
will be expiring tomorrow with 
approximately $9 million left in 
it. I would like to ask the 
Minister of Development if there 
are any plans as to what will 
happen to tha"t money after 
tomorrow? 

MR. WINDSOR: 
And will he resign? 

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

MR. FUREY: 
Mr. Speaker, the hon. Member is 
correct. There is an Ocean 
Industry Subsidiary Development 
Agreement. One small component of 
that was the trawler support 
program. It was a $21 million 
component, cost-shared 50/50. I 
think the Province expended up to 
$6 million; there was $4.5 million 
left. The agreement does run out 
in a couple of days . The Premier 
and I met with Mr. Crosbie and Mr. 
McKay last week to discuss the 
priorities of the Province with 
respect to future ERDAs. 

I can tell thE:~ hon. ME!HibE!r that we 
have put fortJJar·d our position t~.Jith 
respect to the Ocean Industries 
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Subsidiary Agr~ement, and if, in 
fact. we are successful in signing 
a new agreement, that $4- . 5 miLlion 
wi.ll be re ·-profiled und e r that 
agreement for the General Ocean 
Industries Marine Support . 

~_!L_~PEAKER : 
The hon. the Member for Burin 
Placentia West. 

MR. TOBIN: 
Let me ask the Minister if he 
wo u 1 d cons ide r as k i n g the F edt:~ r a 1 
Government to re - allocate the 
money, which was negotiated for 
and used for a subsidy to the 
Marystown shipyard. to a special 
fund. put it on hoJ.d and wait fo1" 
necessary work for the Marystown 
shipyard E!mployees. Mr. ~)peakE:!r? 
As the Minister knows. 
approximately 200 of those 
employees have now left the 
Province. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The ·-hori .. ~ the Minis tel" of 
Development. 

MR. FUREY : 
Mr. Speaker. the hon. Member· knows 
that we tried very d:i.l:i.gE!ntJ.y to 
re-profile that $4.5 mil.lion to 
capture the work for thE! 60--rn E!tre 
shrimp trawler that FPI required 
For its fleet. In fact. lJJE! put 
$4.5 million on the table. We 
sought agreement with Ottawa to 
put their $4.5 mill.ion on the 
table; we asked Fishery Products 
to come forward and hold off 
putting that into Norway. 

So, we did everything we could 
possibly do. Mr. Speaker. to 
access that money within the 
1 imi ted time frame we had. I 
cannot force FPI to build wet-fish 
trawlers they do not CUl"rr:~ntly 
need in this downturned economy 
t.~.Jith respect to tho fishery. But 
I can tell the hon. ME:~rnbE!r thi s . 
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if he wants to be honest about it, 
since "l:his Government has come to 
powet~. we have put $13.8 million 
into a new ice-strengthened vessel 
for Marystown, since this 
Government has come to power it 
has put up a performance bond for 
$10 million for the Provo Wallis 
for Marystown shipyard, and this 
Government just recently announced 
$25 million for an icebreaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

The Minister is now beginning to 
wander and drift. He has answered 
the question satisfactorily. 

The han. the Member for Burin 
Placentia West . 

MR. TOBIN : 
Mr. Speaker, the Minister of 
Development has his facts a little 
bit confused. The Federal 
Government agreed to put up their 
$4.5 million; the Provincial 
Government would not put up theirs 
unless the union rr\adE! concessions 
to ·the Government of Newfoundland 
and Labrador. These are the facts 
of what happened. Mr. Speaker. not 
what the Minister of Development 
is saying happened. Let me ask 
the Minister if he would forget 
the policies set out: by this 
Government in terms of punishing 
the employees of the Marystown 
shipyard. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Oh, oh! 

AN HON. MEMBER : 
(Inaudible) Tobin . 

MR. TOBIN: 
Yes. he announced the ferry which 
will be started in 1991. 

Will he not, Mr. Speaker, allocate 
the $9 million to where it 
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belongs, to the employees of the 
Marystown shipyard? Will he do 
the honourable thing, come clean 
with the people of the Province, 
and allocate the funding to the 
project it: was negotiated for, 
place it where it should be? 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. the Minister of 
Development. 

MR. FUREY: 
Mr. Speaker, the GoVE!rnrnE!nt has 
been in power for eleven short 
months. I think. and t,~o.Je have 
punished Marystown shipyard "l:o the 
tune of some $50 million in eleven 
months. Mr. Speaker. I cannot 
tell you ·-

AN HON. MEMBER: 
(Inaudible) money? 

MR. FUREY: 
Well, with the Speaker 1 s 
indulgence, $13 million for the 
ice-strengthened ferry; $10 
million for the perfor~ance bond 
this Government put up for the 
Provo Wallis, to protect that. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
(Inaudible) the borrowed money? 

MR. FUREY: 
This Government had to guarantee 
that money. And $25 rnil1ion for 
an icebreaker. Mr. Speaker. I lAJas 
very proud to announce in 
Marystown, with the Marystown 
union there, that w~~ tJJere seeking 
·the immediate release of $1.5 
million for the offshore 
fabrication yard. 

Mr. Speaker. I should say that 
with the release of that $1.5 
million for preliminary 
engineering and design work and 
land clearing, that wil1 trigger 
another $34 rni1lion cost·-shat"ed by 
this Province, for the offshore 
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fabrication yard at Cow Head. 

So, Mr. Speaker, I, and the people 
I spoke with when I was in 
Marystown, can only conclude that 
if that is punishment, give us 
lots more of that punishment. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: - . . 
Hear, hear! 

MS DUFF: 
Mr . Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. the Member for St. John 1 s 
East . 

MS DUFF: 
·1-:-h·a .. n·I-.. 'Y o u , M r . s pea 1< e r . 

My question is to the Minister of 
Municipal and Provincial Affairs, 
a very quick question. The LSPU 
Hall have now received a letter 
confirming that the Secretary of 
State 1 s Cultural Initiatives 
Department tJJill be able to honour 
their commitment for a grant 
contingent on cost-shared funding 
from the Province. They have 
written the Minister. I would now 
like to ask the Minister if he is 
now prepared to bring to Cabinet 
the request for, I think, 
something in excess of $4-5,000 to 
meet the Provincial comrnitmen ·t for 
this matching funding? 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han .' --:ti1e Minister of Municipal 
and Provincial Affairs. 

MR. GULLAGE : 
Yes, Mr. Speaker, I have received 
a copy of that lettE!r and, indeed, 
as I said I believe last year, 
when a question was asked 
concerning this matter, that 
subject to the FedE!ral Government 
agreeing to pay a portion of the 
cost, that I wouJ.d bring the 
matter to Government for 
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consideration , and I wiLL do j us t 
that. 

~.?. __ _!>_lj_[f_ : 
Mr . Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. Member for St. John 1 s 
East. 

MS DUFF: 
When will you be doing this? And 
tAJhen can thE! LSPU Hall expect an 
answer? 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han . the Minister of Municipal 
and Provincial Affairs. 

MR. GULLAGE: 
The request is being considered by 
my officials right now, Mr. 
Speaker . As soon as we have dealt 
with it in the Department and I 
have a recommendation ready For 
Government, I will bring it 
forward to Government. 

MR. WARREN: 
Yes, and you took it away from 
Labrador. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Question Period has expired . 

Presenting Reports by 
Standing and Special Commitees 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. the Minister of Finance . 

DR. KITCHEN: 
Mr. Sp.:~al<er, pursuant t:o s.:'ction 
45 paragraph 2 of the FinanciaJ. 
Adtninisl:ration Act I u..Jish Lo tabh> 
a list of temporary loans raiSE!d 
pursuant to section 4·4- and 45 of 
thr:~ Act. What I arn t.ab1:i.n~~. Mr·. 
Speaker, are the tt~lrlporatny 
borrowings or Treasury Bi1J 
offerings that we have rnade over 
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the past year 
overdrafts that we 
from time to time. 

and . also the 
have incurred 

Mr. Speaker, in addition I u.lish to 
table the following list under 
section 51 paragraph 3 of the 
Financial Administration Act, a 
list of guaranteed loans paid out 
by the Province since the last 
sitting of the House. And without 
going into great detail I would 
like to read the list of them: 
Star Forest Products, $65,000 plus 
interest; S. T. Jones and Sons 
Ltd., $550,000 plus interest; 
Newfoundland Enviroponics, 
$10,136,000; Clarkeson and 
Gordon, the receivers, $1.237 
million; Universal Group of 
Companies, $6.7 million; Notre 
Dame Bay Fisheries, $2.9 million -

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

I remind the hon. the Minister 
that he was given leave. We have 
passed that and he should try to 
proceed as quickly as possible. 

DR. KITCHEN: 
Just one 
Speaker. 
reading, 
mi1lion. 

or two more, 
I wish to make one 
Baie Verte Mines, 

Answers to Questions 

Mr. 
moinE! 

$20 

for which Notice has been Given 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The ~--:- .. ··-the Minister of Social 
Services. 

MR. EFFORD: 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. Yesterday 
in my absence there was a question 
asked by the Member for Grand 
Falls to the Premier concerning 
the Government's decision in 
cancelling or deleting an $84-,000 
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grant to the Youth Diversion 
Program at Grand Falls. I guess 
at the same time that that 
question was asked in the hon. 
House of Assembly I was at Gander 
meeting with the Committee from 
Grand Falls. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
(Inaudible). 

MR. EFFORD: 
No, four people were there . 

Mr. Speaker, neve1ntheless, it. tAJas 
the decision made by Government in 
the recent Budget. One of the 
reasons for making that particular 
decision, which I discussed with 
the CommittE!e yE!Sterday, was that 
there are twelve other alternative 
measures programs around the 
Province of Newfoundland and 
Labrador. There is one s:i.nriJ.ar to 
the one in Grand Falls here in St. 
John's. I will give you some 
figures, Mr. Sp!'::~aker. ThE! one in 
Grand Falls last YE!ar put through 
on its formal program 52 youth For 
the whole year . In St. John 1 s 
they put through, on lht::' same 
similar program, 604. For the 
people in St. John's we gave a 
total. J.ast yea1n of $2,750; fo1n 
the people in Grand Fa1ls for 52 
youth we gave $78,000. Also, Min. 
Speaker, that same group, an 
inforrna1 program, that sarne g1noup, 
accessed almost $200,000 From 
different Federal programs, Youth 
Strategy and so on, extra 
program. So we have seen this is 
a particular area, where one group 
of people on a volunteer basJs in 
St. John's and eleven othE!r groups 
across the Province are doing it. 
For example, in my otAJn Dist:d.ct of 
Bay Roberts we have an a1ternative 
measure program we funded last 
year for a total of $500. We have 
one in Corner Brook, which put 
through more boys and girJ.s than 
did Grand Falls, and we gaVE! them 
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$1,250 for the whole year. There 
was an inequality in what we lAJere 
giving one group as compared to 
all the other groups who arE! 
operating very successfully on a 
volunteer basis. And those 
volunteers were questioning why we 
were giving one group such a large 
amount of money, and not giving it 
to those people who were operating 
a very successful volunteer 
program. Government made a very 
wise decision, Mr. Speaker, as I 
informed the people yesterday, and 
the reasons why we did it is 
accepted throughout the Province. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

Petitions 

MR. PARSONS: 
Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. the Member for St. John 1 s 
East Extern. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

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

Mr. Speaker, the petition that I 
am going to present to this hon. 
House is a petition which I tried 
to bring to the floor of the House 
on Tuesday, but because you ruled, 
Sir, that no more petitions could 
be presented because the hon. the 
House Leader called Orders of the 
Day, I did not get the chance. 
Now, Mr. SpeakE!r, there were some 
important issues at that 
particular time. But l:he 
important issue at that tirne, Mr. 
Speaker, was to many people of no 
more importance than rnany other 
issues that this Province has to 
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deal with. 

Mr. Speaker I for the r(~cor·d I t~o.d. ll 
l"ead thE! prayer of thE! pE!ti.ti.on. 
A petition to the hon. House of 
Assembly of Newfoundland and 
Labrador in Legislative Session 
convened: The petition of thE! 
undersigned residents of St. 
John 1 s East Extern; 1 that l~o.Je are 
concerned that the provincial 
Government has made a decision to 
eliminate moose licences issued to 
groups. Wherefore your 
petitioners urge the GovE~rnrnent of· 
Newfoundland and Labrador to 
review this decision t..uith a v-:iew 
to reinstating party licences of 
moose hunters in ~ddition to 
individual licences. As in duty 
bound your petitioners lAJt'! lArLll 
ever pray. 1 

Mr. SpE!akE!r I I ike I haVE! sa:i.d 
before in this hon. House I there 
are 40,000 of us hunters t..uho try 
for a licence every year . And, 
Mr. Speaker, we sought for and 
Government complied with our 
suggestions that the moose 
licences would go pr·irnar-Lly on a 
party system. Now why the 
expedience, why do I n•:;!t.~d to 
introduce this petition at this 
particular time? Mr. Sp(!aker I 

soon the licences will be drawn 
for, and we feel as peoph! on this 
petition and I as one member of 
the petition feel very strongly 
that th<::~ Gov<::H'nrnent shouJ.d change 
its mind about licencing. 

AN HON. MEMB_ER: 
Too bad the Minister is not here . 

MR. PARSONS: 
Yes, Mr. Speaker, it 
the MinistE!r 
perhaps he is 
Room lAd t.h the 
but at any rate 

MR. WARREN: 
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is not 
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He is gone to S U biTl':i. -t his 
resignation. 

MR. PARSONS: 
My colleague says he is 
submit his resignation. 
that is true, Mr. Speaker. 

gone to 
Perhaps 

But, Mr. Speaker, there is a lot 
of confusion as to what way the 
draw went, and what way the 
Government is suggesting that the 
draw be done in 1990. Mr. 
Speaker, there are five 
categories, and up until this year 
because of pressure from groups, 
up until this year, Mr. Speaker, 
there was Pool 1, party licence; 
Pool 1, single licence; Pool 2, 
party liCE!nce; Pool 2, individual 
licence; Pool 3, party licence; 
Pool 3, individual licence; Pool 
4-, party licence; Pool 4-, 
individual licence. 

AN. HON. MEMBER: 
(Inaudible). 

MR. PARSONS: 
No, it was alt.uays like that. They 
always had their licence. And 
there was a Pool 5. Now, what 
happened this year -that is what 
the people pressed for. There 
were several reasons why they 
wanted to do this, Mr. Speaker. 
Number one, you gave twice as many 
people the opportunity to hunt. 
All Newfoundlanders are prone to 
hunting, or most of them. When 
you applied last year the first 
priority was Pool 1, party 
licence, and then you went to Pool 
1, single licence, but after that, 
Mr. Speaker, individual licence, 
after that you went from party 
licence Pool 1 to party licence 
Pool 2, then all those that 
applied were taken into 
consideration. Then you went to 
party licence Pool 3, party 
licr:~nce Poo1 Ll·. Mr. Speaker, 
individual licences were not 
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considered until all those party 
licences had been taken into 
consideration. It went right down 
on the party licence and what 
happened, because of pressure, I 
wrote a letter, Mr. Speaker, and I 
know several of my friends wrote 
letters, tel1ing the Government 
that the party system was the 
right way to go. 

Again, they had several reasons 
and I mentioned one already, Mr. 
Speake!r, that the par·ty syst.E!fn 
could have an involvement of twice 
as many hunters as what individual 
1 i cences would i nv o lv e. The other 
reason, Mr. Speaker, is becaust;! 
over the years there have been 
several accidents out in the 
woods. I know of a couple of 
instances where moose huntei"S haVE! 
been injured. When you giva an 
individual licence that person 
must be an individual who does not 
want to go with a party so the 
danger is greater. If anything 
happened to that hunter in the 
woods he could be there alone, so 
to protect that person we all 
pressured him. Now, when I caJled 
down to the Department I asked the 
gentleman in 

M~.I..8 ... KE R: 
Order, please! 

I be1i.eve the hon. gE:~ntlE!rnan 1 s 
time is up. I le!ft the Chair for 
a rnornc::~nt. It was difficult for ITIE! 
to see the clock. The hon. 
gentleman has been extE!nded a 
minute by leave. 

AN HON. MEMBER : 
(Inaudible) . 

MR. SPEAKER: --·····-----·-
I said they have granted him a 
minute. The House has granted him 
a minute. 

.~.K.:_._e_ A R -~9..~§ : 
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Mr. Speaker, what I say to 
Government and the Minister - I 
hope he is listening - is there 
were sr:wera1 ways to increase the 
nurnber of licences. Mr. Speaker, 
I think that you and every other 
Member of this House will agree 
with me that there is carnage out 
there on our highways. There is 
not a day passes that there is 
someone, especially at a certain 
time of the year, that there is 
someone not injured with a moose, 
hitting a moose, or a moose coming 
out in their way and there is an 
unavoidable accident. We have had 
several deaths and if the Minister 
had issued licences, special 
licences even, Mr. Speaker, close 
to the Trans-Canada, say back 
perhaps a quarter of a mile from 
the Trans-Canada, it might, and I 
think everyone would appreciate 
the fact that it perhaps would 
relieve some of th1?. problem. Mr. 
Speaker, those problems are grave 
and unjustified because there is 
an answer to it. I believe there 
is an answer to it, 'Mr. Speaker, 
and I reiterate again that I hope 
the Minister takes this into 
consideration and I hope we revert 
back to the party licences. 

In closing, Mr. Speaker, I would 
like to say that when I called the 
gentleman down at the office he 
said he was under pressure from 
the individual licence 
applicants. I say to you, the 
only reason why those individuals 
wrote in was because none of the 
rest of us who always apply for 
party liCE!nces had any reason to 
write. So they were out there 
alonE!. The only letters received 
by the Department were from 
individuals who applied for 
licences. Thank you very much, 
Mr. Speaker. 

MR. WARREN: 
Mr. Speaker . 
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MR. SPEAKER: 
The han . ···- the Member for Torngat 
Mountains. 

MR. WARREN: 
Mr . Speaker, I rise in support of' 
the petition so ably presented by 
my colleague, the Member for St. 
John 1 s East Extern. 

I guess being the Minister For a 
short period to time with 
res pons i b i 1 it y for wi 1 d 1 iF e , t t is 
one of the particular divisions 
that are very, very close to me. 

Mr. Speaker, I am surpriSE!d l: hat 
the Government of the day would 
change a program that was 
working. It happened after last 
May 5 . I n fa c t , l: he f o nne r 
Administration was going to 
improve on the party licence 
system so morE! peoplE! in LhE! 
Province of Newfoundland and 
Labrador could avail of thE! rnooSE! 
hunting season. 

Mr. Speaker, another crafty moue 
on the part of the Minister of 
Finance was, and I do not think 
the media have picked up on thi s 
one, giving out mor e single 
licences so that the Province lAJa s 
getting extra funds, the ProutnCE! 
was collecting extra money. So, 
Mr . Speaker, here is a no Lher 
increase in funds, rev e nues for 
this Government, by about thr:~ 
Government changing a program that 
was effectively working for the 
people in this Province who WE!r'E! 
looking for a moose licence . 

Now, Mr. Speaker, this year we 
will have people in Pool No. 2, 
party licences. Prior l:o this 
year, their chances of getting a 
licence were 60 per cent to 70 per 
cent. By being in Pool No. 2, 
their chances of getting a licence 
this year have diminished to 35 
p e r c e n t or 4-0 p e r c e n t , be c au s 1?. 
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those single licences will come 
first . 

Mr. Speaker, this again just shows 
the disregard this Government has 
for people who enjoy the 
recreational facilities in this 
Province, such as moose hunting, 
an event which thousands and 
thousands of Newfoundlanders look 
forward to in the Fall of every 
year. A11 of a sudden, the 
Minister, through his craftiness 
and his Budget, decided that less 
people will bet into the 
wilderness to enjoy a long 
weekend, or the thrE!e or four days 
they have altJJays look forward to 
year aftE!r year. 

Mr. Speaker, I support this 
petition and I would hope that 
when the next meeting of Cabinet 
takes place, the hon. House Leader 
will -

AN HON. MEMBER: 
(Inaudible). 

MR. WARREN: 
It is neVE!r too late. It is all 
donE! by computer now, so change it 
back to the way moose licences 
were issued fo1n the last three or 
four years. By doing that you 
tAJill satisfy a greater nurnbr:~r of 
people, people who have enjoyed 
the outdoors of Newfoundland for 
hundtneds and hundreds of years. I 
say to the Minister, it is never 
too late. Do not be too high and 
mighty to change a program when it 
is not working E!ff E! c tiv ely. Thank 
you very much, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER : 
The hon . thE! 
Leader. 

MR. TOBIN : 

Government 

Another petition, Mr. Speaker . 

MR. BAKER: 

HOUSE~ 
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Thank you, Mr. Speaker . 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. Government House Leader. 

_AI',J_~-0~. MEM.E! ... s . .R : 
Is he speaking to the petition? 

MR. SPEAKER: 
I assume. The Speaker has no idea 
what he is speaking to. 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
(Inaudible) did not 
other day. 

MR. BAKER: 

happ,:!n th€~ 

I wou1d like to comment on the 
petition so ably presentE!d by the 
Member for St. John's East Extern. 

MR. FLIGHT: 
Well! 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Oh, oh! 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

Would the hon. the Government 
House Leader take his seat? 

The Chair wants to make tt quite 
clear that the Chair is 
recognizing individuals. The 
Chair wants to clear thts up fotn 
once and for a1l. The Chair· is 
entitled to rr:~cognize a MernbE!r on 
this side of the House. On 
petitions the rulE!S statE!: ttAIO 
speakers from the Opposition 
side. So, obviousJ.y, u1hen a 
petition is presented and it is 
recognized that there is nobody 
standing and the Government House• 
Leader stands, the Chair· must 
recognize him. I want to get this 
straightened out once and for al1. 

The hon. the Govr:~rnrnE!nt HOUSl~' 

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

I wou1d Iike to comrnE!nt. very 
briefly on the petition moved and 
seconded by Members opposite. We 
understand what the petition 
says. We understand the feeling 
of the people who presented the 
petition. There was a change made 
in the order of pick. I believe 
at the same time we increased the 
number of moose licences available 
in the Province and made a number 
of other changes. I would just 
like to assure the han. Members 
that the petition can be passed 
along to the Minister, and I am 
sure the Minister lAJill take t:hat 
petition under advisement and 
consider the request. I believe 
that the reasons for making the 
change, were not the reasons as 
mentioned by th~ Member for 
Torngat. I think that the 
Minister had very good reasons for 
the change that did occur in the 
order of the licences, however, in 
spite of that, I assure han. 
Members that the Minister will 
take the petition and have a look 
at it and hopefully respond at 
some later date. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
--····---···~·-

The hon. the Member for Burin 
Placentia West. 

MR. TOBIN: 
Mr--:--s-p.eaker. I 1.vould like to 
present a petition on behalf of 97 
residents from the community of 
Span is h Room , that wo u 1 d be in the 
District of Burin - Placentia 
West. One hundred per cent of the 
voters who WE!re eligible to sign 
the petition, have signed it. The 
petition is against Government's 
proposal to amalgamate them with 
the town of Marystown. Mr. 
Speaker, the people of Spanish 
Room, circulated a petitibn 
throughout the community, on one 
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side they had those in favour, on 
the othE!r, thoSE! who oppoSE!d the 
Government's amalgamation and 
nobody signed in support of the 
Government's forc•?d amalgamation 
agenda. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
(Inaudible). 

MR. TOBIN: 
Mr. Speaker, it most certainly is 
a petition to th•:!! House. UnlikE! 
the ones that the hon. Gentleman 
used to submit when he was in 
opposition, and there are no 
secretaries names on it either. 
This is the prayer of the 
petition, Mr. Speaker. To rhE! 
hon. House of Ass~:!lTlbly of 
Newfoundland in Legislative 
Session Convened. Would that 
suggest the House of Assembly? 
The petitioners of the 
undersigned, resid•::>nts of Spantsh 
Room, are concerned that the 
Government of Newfoundland and 
Labrador has proposed to 
amalgamate the municipality of 
Spanish Room with Marystown and 
acted to brtng about th1:!SE· 
amalgamations without the consent 
of the people affected by this 
decision, wherefore, your 
petitioners urgE! the GovernlllE!nt: of 
Newfoundland and Labrador to 
immediately halt the plans and 
action to amalgamate the 
municipality of Spanish Room and 
as in duty bound, you1n pE!U.tionelns 
1.vill ever pray. Now, Mr. SpeakE!r, 
if that is not a petition to thE! 
han. House, I do not know what 
is! The community of Spanish 
Room, Mr . Speaker, is a ]itt.lE! 
distance from Mar·ystown, but it is 
where the Cow Head Facility is 
proposed . The Cow Head facility 
which is owned and operated by l:he 
Marystown shipyard, which is a 
subsidiary or a Cr01.vn Corpor·ation 
of the GoVE!rnrnE!nt. of NE•lAJfound1and 
and Labrador. Il: is a faci.1ity 
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that the previous Administration 
and the Federal Govel~nrnent agreed 
to spend $36 million to expand. 
It is a facility in Cow Head in 
the community and this Government 
in conjunction with the Federal 
Government; last September 21st, 
the Minister of Energy wrote the 
Federal Minister who decided and 
said, 'after meeting with my 
Cabinet colleagues, I concur that 
we should not proceed to start 
construction of the Cow Head 
facility at this time;' that is 
where Spanish Room is located, Mr. 
Speaker, in case hon. Members do 
not realize it. 

The people there want the right to 
their own identity, they do not 
want to be forced to amalgamate 
with Marystown. They have 
expressed that quite clearly, 
quite candidly when they had the 
opportunity to public hearings. 
They had that opportunity a short 
while ago despite the fact that 
one of the appointees to the 
commissioners was the Assistant 
Deputy Minister who the people 
have a great deal of respect for. 
But they have a great 
understanding for the fact that he 
works for the Provincial 
Government and may be influenced 
by this Government that have 
always acted without conciliation 
and certainly in a dictatorial 
fashion. People who know what is 
going on have every right to be 
suspicious of a commissioner for 
the Department of Municipal 
Affairs sitting, dealing, 
participating, and recommending as 
it relates to amalgamation. 

this party is not Mr. Speaker, 
opposed to 
amalgamation. 
opposed to 
amalgamation, 
amalgamation is 
of ·the people 
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community want. Having 
represented rural Newfoundland, 
having known the District that was 
forced to resettle a number of 
years ago, having seen how the 
people of Petit: Forte refused to 
resettle and how they fought: the 
Government on resettlement and 
won, today having seen how the 
people of Petit Forte refused to 
accept the decisions of thig 
Government not to provide them 
t..ui th a road. How they fought, Mr. 
Speaker, lobbied, fought, and won 
again today, that is what makes up 
the trust and heart of the peoplE! 
of Placentia Bay. That is what 
makes up the trust and heart of 
the people in Spanish Room, too, 
Mr . Speaker. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
Both sides oF the Bay . 

MR. TQ~ .. !~: 
Yes, Mr. Speaker, both sides of 
the bay. There is no doubt. about 
that. The Member knows full 1.ue11, 
Mr. Speaker, where he stood on l:he 
Petit Forte road. I have never 
heard him speaking in the House of 
Assembly regarding it but I 
honestly believe deep down ·.in my 
heart that the Member for 
Placentia supported the people of 
Petit Forte having a road. There 
is no doubt. Deep down I b~~l :LE!Ve 
that even though he was si}E!nt in 
this House . As a matter of fact I 
know he did. I asked him to 
support it and he said, yes. And 
I asked the Member for Bellevue 
(Mr. BarrE!tt) to support. it and he 
said, no. That is the differE!nce 
between two Govel~nrnent ME!Inbers. 
The ME!rnber fo1n Bellevue said, no, 
to the people of PE!tit Fol~tE! and 
the Member for Placentia (M1~. 
Hogan) said, yes. 

This petition is extremely 
important to the people of Span i sh 
Room. The people there have to 
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make their living, they work and 
operate out of Marys town. They 
hope that this Government wi11 
stop resettling people to the 
Mainland. There are 200 gone from 
the area since this Government 
came in some of whom are from 
Spanish Room. They have been 
forced to resettle by an uncaring, 
unsharing and unconcerned 
Government for the economic 
conditions of this area. The way 
they have treated the Marystown 
Shipyard has been sad, Mr. 
Speaker. They have constructed 
one ferry and tried to hoodwink 
the people last week by announcing 
another one that will not start 
until February 1991. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

The han. gentleman's time is up. 

The han. the Opposition House 
Leader. 

MR. SIMMS: 
Mr. Speaker, if I could borrow 
that petition from my colleague 
for just a moment? I listened to 
everything he said uli th great 
interE!St but I just want to make 
reference to the names. I think 
the Member mentioned the number of 
ninety-five who had supported this 
petition. The petition, I can say 
to those people in Spanish Room, 
has been very ably presented by 
their Member, the Member for Burin 

Placentia West (Tobin), when 
they expressed their views on the 
amalgamation issue. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want to say a 
Few words tJJith respect to, not 
only their position, which is I 
believe somewhere in the area of 
100 per cent opposed. Is that 
what the Member says? 

MR. TOBIN: 
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That is 100 per cent . 

MR. SIMMS: 
That is the point I wanted to 
make. There at"e 100 p~~r cent: 
opposed to amalgamation with the 
town of Marys town. Since this 
Government came into office a year 
or so ago, just about a y.::~ar ago 
now, one of the first things they 
undertook without a mandal:e from 
the people was this whole 
amalgamation question, to deal 
with this whole amalgamati.on 
question, and they have bung1C::!d it 
right from day om'. The Province, 
in terms of municipalities, has 
been in chaos with respect to 
dealing with this issue of 
amalgamation. The process has 
been criticized hither ind yon, 
from all parts of ·this Province. 
The process that was implemented 
by thE! Minister at thE! bE!ginntng 
was totally confusing. rhe 
Minister was on one day rnaldng a 
statement about amalgamation, the 
Premier was on the next day saying 
something else, and on, and on, 
and on, it WE!nt. It bE!Came• a 
joke. The people of Spanish Room 
are representative of a lot of 
communities in this Province who 
were put on the Mintster's hit 
1ist for amalgamation against 
their wish. The Government. HoUS('! 
Leader can shake his head but 
these are facts. In pr·inci.ple uJE! 
have altJJays said the pr·inciple oF 
amalgamation is not one that we 
oppose. In Fact we suppoi"U:!d il: 
whE!n we were Gover•nmE!nt tn a 
number of areas but in th·e areas 
where we supported it, it was don~ 
uli·th the approval of the pE!ople, 
the peoplE! in the• cornrnuniti(~S 
affected. That is the difft:!rence 
in this particular process, eVE:'n 
though the Premier himself has 
said, as I unde!rstand, unless he 
was misquoted, said himself that: 
no community will be forced to 
amalgamate beyond their ur.ishes, 
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except that he throws in this 
little caveat now, and they say, 
well the Government will not order 
amalgamation against their wishes, 
we will bring it to the House of 
Assembly. What kind of fools do 
they think we are? I mean the 
Members in the House of Assembly 
have a majority and they have a 
minority, the majority is made up 
of the Government Members, and if 
the Government Members and the 
Cabinet says, we are going to 
impose amalgamation on this 
community, but we tAJill not do it 
by the Cabinet, we will try to 
fool the people a 1 i ttle bit and 
say we are going to bring it to 
the House of Assembly, everybody 
in this world knows it will be 
done because of the Liberal 
Government 1 s majority. So they 
need not try to fool anybody by 
taking that route. If they do not 
have the courage themselves to 
make the decision as a Government, 
then do not try and pawn it off by 
saying, oh, the House of Assembly 
somehow is going to be the body 
that will make these decisions. 

Mr. Speaker, the people of Spanish 
Room have spoken. They have 
spoken clearly. 

AN HON. MEMBER : 
(Inaudible). 

MR. SIMMS: 
Yes, and they have made their 
views known at the public hearing 
called by the Minister, which he 
was not going to call at the 
beginning and would not have 
called except for the fuss that 
was created and the fuss that was 
kicked up by a number of people. 
But their Member, they can be very 
proud of their Member, the people 
form Spanish Room. This is the 
same Member, Mr . Speaker, that has 
led a month 1 s to month 1 s fight, 
the Member for Burin - Placentia 
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West (Mr. Tobin) is the same 
Member that has led a fight for 
the last several months, day afl:er 
day, in this House of Assembly 
calling on the Government to 
complete that road to Pet.i t Forte 
and finally today we saw t:he 
results of his efforts. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. SIMMS: 
And, Min. Speaker, in this sarnE! Wc\Y 
the people of Spanish Room can be 
proud of the representation of 
their Member today because I feel 
quite certain that becauSE! of his 
representations, the same results 
will come about. They will get 
their wish. They will not be 
amalgamated with the Town of 
Marystown, and it lAiill because of 
that Member over therE!, if thE:'Y do 
not want it he l!Jill not go along 
with it, Mr. Speaker. He did a 
great job today, and I support him 
in his petition. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Hear, hear! 

MR. WARREN: 
Mr. Speaker. 

MR . SPEAKER: 
The hon. the Member For Torngat 
Mountains. 

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

I have a petition 
to present today. 
fishing community 
in the District of 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Oh, oh! 

MR. WARREN: 

also that I tArish 
It is frorn thE! 

of Pinsen-t:s Arm 
Eagle River. 

Yes, 
hon. 

Mr. Speaker, I advised 
Member for Eagle River 

the 
(Mr. 
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Dumaresque) that I did have a 
petition from his District. I 
talked to him earlier. and Mr. 
Speaker, the hon. Member 
recognizes that I do have a 
petition and he also knows what 
the petition is about . 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the prayer of 
the petition -

AN HON. MEMBER: 
Repeat that again. 

MR. WARREN: 
Pinsents Arm is in the District of 
Eagle River, Mr. Speaker. The 
prayer of the peti t.ion is as 
follows: We the undersigned the 
residents of Labrador are 
concerned with health care that is 
presently available through the 
Grenfell Regional Health 
Services. Concerns have been 
expressed that patients are not 
receiving the proper health care. 
Wherefore your petition we humbly 
pray that your Honourable House 
may be pleased to take immediate 
steps to support a public inquiry 
into health care in Labrador. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, for the last 
number of years and in particular 
for· the last eleven months I have 
been after the Minister of Health 
to put aside the politics once and 
for all, and recognize that the 
people of Labrador neE!d better 
health care than they are 
presently receiving from the 
Grenfell Regional Health Services 
Board. Now, Mr. Speaker, some 
time ago I asked a question of the 
Minister in this House concerning 
patients transferred from the 
Coast of Labrador to the Happy 
Valley/Goose Bay area. Mr . 
Speaker, at the time the:~ Minister 
spoke in this House, and it is on 
record, the Minister said publicly 
that he was not satisfied with the 
health care that was being 
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delivered in Labrador. The 
Minister has said that publicly in 
this House. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if as a Minister 
of the Crown he dOE!S not beli.E!VE! 
that health care is beinq 
delivered in the most humane 
manner possible to the peopl'" in 
Labrador, then the:~ Minister should 
do as this petition requests. and 
that is have a public inquiry into 
health care. 

MR. REID: 
That was health care like down 
there this time last year? 

MR. WARREN: -··-·-·------·-· 
Now, Mr. Speaker, let me say to 
the hon. gentlernt-ln that hE!a1.th 
care anywhere:~ in this Provine';! is 
not as good as it should be. 
Every year we are advancing 
further and further toward thE! 
twenty-first century. I say to 
the hon. the Member for CarbonE!ar 
(Mr. Reid), last year there WE!rE! 
people within the · Government of 
the day who showed a 1i.ttlE! mol~,:! 
concern for health care in 
Labrador than the present Minister 
of Environment and Lands dOE:!S. 
Mr. Speaker, th€~ MinistE!r of 
Environment and Lands has bE!E'n 
requested for the last year to 
meet with the Happy Valley Town 
Council, in his own district, and 
he has not said yE•s yet. OnE! of 
the biggest issues is h'O!a1th carE! 
and the new hospital for Happy 
Valley -Goose Bay. 

The new hospital for Happy Val1,?.y 
Goose Bay will also help the 

residents of Eagle River and 
Torngat Mountains. That is why 
the hospital is needed for Goose 
Bay, it is for ce'ntral Labt'ador. 
I am surprised the Minister of 
Environment and Lands is not 
speaking up For the people of 
Labrador, Mln. SpE:~aker. He is not 
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speaking up for the people of 
Labrador! 

Mr. Speaker, on two occasions in 
the last week we have seen two 
major cuts, plus no money for the 
new hospital. I understand the 
Government House Leader has asked 
the Member for Eagle River not to 
say anything for or against this 
petition. I hope the Member for 
Eagle River lAlill get to his feet, 
because I think hE! can do a much 
better job than the Minister of 
Health is doing. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

The hon; gentleman's time is up. 

The hon. the Minister of Health. 

MR. DECKER: 
Mr. Speaker, as hon. Member's 
know, this Government has a 
tremendous commitment t.o health 
care throughout the Province, 
especially as it relates to 
Labrador. However, in speaking to 
this particular petition I have to 
advise hon. Members that although 
the prayer of the petition is a 
sensible one and I am sure the 
people who signed it were genuine, 
I cannot say the same about the 
hon. Member who is presenting the 
petition. 

I have here a copy of a letter . 

MR. SIMMS: 
Mr. Speaker, he cannot question 
(inaudible). 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
He is speaking to the petition . 

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

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

MR. SIMMS: 
As is often the wont of this 
particular MinistE!r, I do not know 
why he does, if hE! does it 
deliberately or if he knows he 
does it, but he is so irritat.ing. 
He got up and he said he does not 
question the genuineness of the 
people who signed the pE!U.tion, he 
does not question the genuinent::~ss 
of the prayer of the-:~ pe·ti tion, but 
he cannot say the same about the 
Member who presented the 
petition. Now surely, Mr. 
SpE!aker, that is out of order and 
unparliamentary. You cannot 
question a Membere's motives . 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The Chair did not hear the remarks 
by the Minister of Health, but the 
Chair takes the points made by the 
Opposition House Leader. I am 
sure if the Minister of Health has 
said anything untoward, that he 
will do the appropriate thing. 

The hon. the Minister of Health. 

MR. DECKER: 
Thank you. Mr. SpE:~aker. I have a 
letter, Mr. Speakr:,~r. from Poinsent 
Arm on Labradol", siqned by Pegqy 
Twyne, who obviously doid not 
undE!rstand the shE!nardgans that 
her Member was up to. She satd. 
'Dear Mr. Decker: Please 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Oh, oh! 

MR. DECKER : 
ThE!Y know what. is corning, Mr. 
Speaker. They know what ois coming. 

'pleaSE! find encJ.osed a copy of 
a petition sent to me for 
circulation by Mr . Garfield Warren . 

It has been circulated and stgned 
by the residents of Pinsent Ann. 
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Other copies, 1 she says, 1 are 
being sent to Premier Wells and 
Danny Dumrnaresque . 1 Now, Mr. 
Speaker, that is a concocted 
petition if ever I have seen one. 

Now, let me tell hon. Members some 
of the things we are doing for 
Labrador. If the hon. Members 
would go to the last Budget and 
look at page 219 of the Estimates, 
44, Subsection 03, there they IAiill 
see Community Clinics. That is a 
little over $2 million . That, Mr . 
Speaker, is for heaJ.th clinics at 
Hopedale and Davis Inlet in the 
hon. Member 1 s District. That is 
what we are doing. 

AN HON. MEMBER : 
Where? 

MR. DECKER: 
In Hopedale and Davis Inlet, in 
the Member 1 s District. 

The hon. Member talks about the 
condition of the health care 
system in Newfoundland and 
Labrador today. I agree tAli th 
him. His Administration was in 
power for seventeen years and we 
s aw s e v e n t e e n y 1::1 a r s of neg 1 e c t i n 
the health care system in this 
Province. There was a freeze, Mr. 
Speaker, where not a nail was 
driven, not a window was fixed, 
and not a roof was touched. 
There was an absolute freeze, Mr. 
SpE!ai<E!r. 

In this Y•:lar 1 s Budget, . Mr. 
SpE!aker, the Department of Health 
is spending $834 million to try to 
correct some of the damage which 
that Administration, when they 
were in power, inflicted upon the 
health care system of this 
Province. We cannot do it 
overnight. We have only been in 
power ten short mon·ths. In these 
few months we have taken health 
care and we have raised it from 
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thE! depths to tAJh'i ch they aJ.lowed 
it to sink, and we have put it: up 
now so that it holds a predominant 
position in the Budget of this 
Province. That is why I am proud 
to say that Mrs. Twyne, tAJho, not 
understanding the garrH:1 ful] y, not 
understanding the manipulation 
that her Member is putting upon 
her, instead of sending the 
pe!ti tion back to thE! hon. ME!rnber 
as he had wanted her to do, she 
sent the letter back to me. 

MS VERGE: 
Do not underestimnate that woman . 

MR. DECKER: 
WeJ.l, if you do not want me to 
underestimate her, maybe she does 
understand the game, and she 
wanted to show me the silliness 
and the shenanigans that her 
Member is up to. Thank you. 

SOME HON . MEMBERS : 
Hear, hear! 

MS DUFF: ----··· .. ·-
Mr. Speaker. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Oh, oh! 

MR . SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

The hon. the Member For St. . John • s 
East . 

MS DUFF: ---··-·--·-
Thank you, Mr. Speaker . 

I am rising to support the 
petition of my hon . collE!ague, thE! 
Member for Torngat Mountains. I 
arn very sorry, in listening to the 
Minister, whom I expected to 
really address the issUE!S in ·thE! 
petition rather than disintergrate 
into an at.tacl< on t:hE! ME!rnbel~, 
br:1cauSE! this Minis l:er, in fact, I 
think is very genuinely concE~rnE!d 
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about hea1th carli:~ in Labrador and 
he has reason to be, he lives in a 
District that is very close to the 
coast of Labrador, and when he was 
a Member himself he was very 
frequently raising issues. 

He has attacked the genuineness of 
this petition, and I would like to 
just make a point on that. If an 
hon. Member, and in rny months of 
contact with this hon. Member, he 
is constantly receiving complaints 
and solicitations from his 
consti tutents who have problems 
and who come to him and as I< him 
what are the means that I can use 
to have my concerns addrE!SSed in 
the House of Assembly? Now I 
would say many of us are in the 
same position, that people comli:~ to 
us and say, how can I get my votce 
heard in the House of Assembly? I 
thtnk it is quite within an hon. 
Member's responsibilities to 
advise his constituents that a 
petition is one of the ways in 
which this concern can be 
addressed. 

Now I have read the Member's -

AN HON. MEMBER : 
(Inaudible) another man's District . 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

MS DUFF: 
I think we are getting away from 
the point. The point at issue 
here is that we have an arr:1a of 
this Province, the coast of 
Labrador, which, by reason of its 
geography, by reason of thii:1 fact 
that it has a very large native 
population, by reason of the fact 
that it has great poverty and 
social problems that are 
associated tJJith native populations 
in a coastal community, has heal.th 
issues that are substantially 
different from heal.th issues 
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elsewhere in the Province. This 
area has been concerned for 
sometime about how well a St. 
Anthony-based Grenfell Associat·:.Lon 
is addt~essing those nE!eds, and onE! 
of the things that needs to be 
addressed is IJ..Jhether or not thE!re 
is need for a separate board on 
the Coast of Labrador. 

Now, in answer to your allegatton 
that nothing was done previously, 
I can tell hon. Members, and I 
would like to have it on the 
record, that in the past six YE!at"S 
alone, very largely due to the 
untiring efforts of the hon. 
Member for the ar•:1a, l:here have 
been six separate heal.th c1inics 
opened on the Coas l: of Labr·ador: 
in Makkovik, in PostvillE!, in 
Rigolet, in Forteau and in two 
other areas. So I wouJ.d not ca11 
that doing nothing. 

This hon. Member was moving vc:1ry 
strongly toward getting something 
done about the hospital in Goose 
Bay. In fact, ther·e was money in 
the Budget last year, a Budget 
which has been admitted had bE!en 
largely prepared by the previous 
Adrrdnistration, to do planning fot~ 

an upgraded hospital in Goose Bay, 
very necessary since thE!re was a 
phaseout by the Grenfell 
Association of the Notnthwes t. RiUE!In 
Cottage Hospital. What happened 
to that? This hospita1 is totally 
inadequate, and this GouernnH:1nt 
has now taken al.l funds out of the 
Budget for a new hospital in Goose 
Bay, which is very hard to 
understand from a Minister who 
purports to understand the 
seriousness of the health issues 
in this part of our Province. 

I am totaJ.ly arnaZE!d that the hon. 
Member for Eagle Riuer has been so 
quiE!t about t.hE! hea1th issues 
dealing with northern Newfoundland 
and the Coast of Latwador', and the 
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hon. the Minister of Environment 
and Lands, IJ.Jho is based in Goose 
Bay and more than any one else 
must know how the people in Goose 
Bay feel about that. Because when 
I was in Goose Bay, less than a 
year ago, with the Federation of 
Municipalities, that was one of 
the big issues that was raised, 
and there was great joy in Goose 
Bay because there was planning 
funds in the Budget. I imagine 
there is great sorrow in Goose Bay 
right now because of the signal 
that has been given by the 
Minister, that those funds have 
been totally eliminated from the 
Budget. 

But I think it is important l:hat 
we not lose sight of what is at 
issue here, and what is being 
asked for, and that is simply a 
concern with the health care and a 
petition to have a public inquiry 
into the health care in Labrador. 
The need i s the r e we a 11 k now . I t 
has been on Here and Now, it has 
been in letters that have been 
tabled, it is here. With or 
without this petition I think we 
do know that there are serious 
concerns about the adequacy and 
the best method of delivering 
health care to the Coast of 
Labrador and Happy Valley - Goose 
Bay. 

I would think that a petition to 
have a public inquiry so that we 
can lay down once, and for a11 and 
hear from the people once and for 
all, what is needed and take some 
action to correct these problems 
would be an eminently sensible and 
humane action for this Government 
to take. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. SIMMS: 
Mr. Speaker . 
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MR. SPEAKER : 
The hon. the Member for Grand 
FalJ.s. 

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

I have the privilege of presenting 
a petition today on behalf of 
residents of Grand Falls, Windsor, 
and Bishop's Falls. When I was in 
my constituency last week, as a 
matter of fact, some pE!OpJ.e 
approached me about: the issue of 
moose accidents on the highway and 
the need for an increase in rnoose 
licences. I suggested to them 
that if they wished, they could 
get a petition together and I 
would be quite happy to present it 
on their behalf. 

AN HON. MEMBER : 
Quite legitimate . 

MR. SIMMS: 
Because of the short time they 
had, I was going back the next day 
- I was only out there for a day -
they managed to get fifty names on 
this following petid.on. I wouJ.d 
like to read the prayer of the 
petition for the benefit of 
Members of the House, parttculalnly 
Members opposite, and parU.culalnJ.y 
the Minister of Environment who is 
responsible for wildlife. 

'A petition to the House of 
AssE!rnbly: To .the hon. HousE• of 
Assembly of Newfoundland in 
legislative Session convened 
perfectly in order, perfectly 
proper -- • The pE!U.tion of the 
undersigned residents of Grand 
Falls, Windsor and Bishop Falls, 
that, 1, the nurnber of accidents 
on our highways involving moose is 
unacceptably high; and 2. t:he 
number of moose licences issued to 
persons in l:his Province has not 
increased in proportion lo lhe 
increase in the moose population; 
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wherefore your· petitioners urge 
the Government of NE!lAJfoundland and 
Labrador to take immediate steps 
to increase the number of moose 
licences available to the people 
of this Province and as in duty 
bound your petitioners will ever 
pray. 1 

Mr. Speaker, they did not have 
enough room on ·the front page of 
the petition. They even added -

MR. MURPHY : 
Who signed it? 

MR. SIMMS: 
Now the han. the Member for St. 
John 1 s South, unfortunately, has a 
habit of speaking when he should 
not speak. And opening his mouth 
one time, is sometimes once too 
often. 

This particular matter of 
accidents on our highways 
involving moose which have caused 
deaths on our highways is not 
something to make a joke of. I 
can assure him this petition is 
not meant to be presented in a 
humourous ·fashion. I am sure he 
did not mean to rna k E! 1 ig ht of it., 
but. I am cautioning him he should 
not, becauSE! it is a serious 
matter. 

Mr. Speaker, I am sure the 
Minister would even agree with 
me. In the past number of years, 
as a matter of fact, but in 
.particular over the last year or 
so, I have had pE!Ople approach me 
about the number of moose 
accidents on the highway, 
particularly those accidents which 
caused death. The Minister is 
probably more familiar than any of 
us - he should be, I guess - with 
the statistics, and maybe if he 
says a few wo1nds to the:~ petition 
he might enlighten us a little bit 
as to what those statistics a1ne. 
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I am not sure if the number of 
htghway deaths attributE!d to moose 
accidents has been increasing or 
not. I have the feeling that it. 
has been, but I am not quite 
certain. As a matter of fact, I 
also remember it has been an 
ong·oing problem and an ongoing 
concern and people have expressed 
their concerns from time to timE! 
about this particular matter. 

I have correspondence in my office 
from constituents, and I have had 
phone calls from constitUE!nts and 
people from outside my 
constituency, expressing a 1ot of· 
concern. A lot of time it is 
pE!Ople who have been affE!Cted by 
i·t, perhaps somebody in their 
fami1y or a rc:~laU.ve, or whatE!Ver, 
has been injured in an accident 
or, heaven forbid, even diE!d as a 
result of an accident on the 
highway. I remc:~mbE!r one:' time in 
recent yr:~ar, I, myself, put 
questions to the wildlife people 
about whether anything could have 
been done to prevent this from 
occurring. And the wildlife 
people, I know, at. onE! tirne ta1ked 
about doing some studies to 
determine whether or not a certain 
kind of chemical, or sornethtng of 
that nature, sprayed alon~1 the 
highways could be helpful in 
preventing the moose frorn moving 
onto the roads. Unfortunately, 
the funding tAJas not providc:1d, and 
was probably done during our l~ime 
in office, I do not know. I am 
not attributing blame or anything, 
but that t.vas one of the things thE! 
Wildlife Division itself was 
looking into or considering. 

Then you had a suggE!SU.on by 
another Member of the House, I 
believe last session, about this 
particular issue, suggesting that 
maybe some kind of make - work 
projr:!cts could· be unclertakl':~n to 
cut the brush back further from 
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the highway's edge, so that that 
might help preuent the moose from 
coming onto the highway. I 
belieue the Member for La Poile at 
one time euen suggested a larger, 
much more grandiose make-work 
scheme, to build a fence, I think, 
on both sides of the highway, from 
Port aux Basques to St. John's. I 
think that one might be a long 
time coming! 

Neuertheless, Mr. Speaker, the 
point is madE! and made uery well 
by the people who haue signed this 
petition, that there is an 
alarming number of accidents on 
our highways attributed to moose, 
and a large number of deaths, and 
we hope something might be done 
about it. 

One of the proposals the 
petitioners make, of course, is 
that if there was a further 
increase in moose licences, that 
might help. Now, I know there has 
been an increase in licencing ouer 
the last few years, an increase in 
licences in uarious parts of the 
Prouince. I guess what the 
petitioners are saying is there 
should be euen more. 

With the change the Minister 
introduced in the big game licence 
draw this year, where it appears 
that more priority now will be 
giuen to indiuiduals as opposed to 
party groups, as it was in the 
past, maybe, in fact, it could be 
easier to prouide more licences 
for big game hunters. 

So, it may be something the 
Minister could address when the 
petition is referred to him and to 
his Department for a response, 
but, in the meantime, he has an 
opportunity in this short time 
frame, during petitions, to 
perhaps comment on it, and I would 
like to hear from him exactly what 
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the situation is . 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! Order please! 

The hon . Member's time has expired . 

MR. SIMMS: 
Thank you , Mr. Speaker. 

MR . KELLAND: 
Mr . Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. ·the Minister· of 
Enuironment and Lands. 

MR. KELLAND : 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

I apologize to the hon. ME!ITib(~r for 
not quite hearing all the praye!r 
of the petition; there wa~ some 
background noise and I did not get 
it all. Howeuer, I knou.J th1?. 
general content and the concern 
about what is really a UE!ry 
ualuable resource, the moose 
population in our Prouince. 
Neuertheless, ouer1niding alJ. of 
that is euery han. Member's 
concern about the safety of J.ifE! 
and property. 

We receiued some statistics, to 
mention that First of all, Mr. 
Speaker, from my hon. colleague, 
the Minister of Works, Seruices 
and Transportation. I think thE!Y 
are significant, and I might just 
mention some of them. They are 
auailable in more detail for 
anyone who wishes to haue them . 

Up to and 
accidents 
in excess 
accidents, 

MR. SIMMS : 

including October, 1989, 
generally numbered well 

of 10,000. In those 
there were 2,500-odd-

Would you rn:ind sayinq that aga:in? 
In what. pe_riod? 
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MR. KELLAND: 
For 1989, up to and including 
October - all acciden-ts I arn 
speaking about nolAJ, just to giVE! 
you the background - substantially 
over 10,000. In those accidE!nts, 
there were 2,500-plus-a-few 
injuries, and the number of 
fatalities from all accidental 
causes was sixty-three. In the 
moose accidents in the same t:.ime 
frame, 1989, up to and including 
October, there were 395 
moose/vehicle accidents, a very, 
very significant number, there 
were 100 injuries and, saddest and 
worst of all, I am sure everybody 
will agree, there were three 
fatalities in that time. 

It appears ·to be fairly constant. 
We have some refE!rence, at timE!S, 
back to 1987 and 1988, as well. 
It would seem there is no real 
decrease. It either maintains a 
certain level of consistency or it 
seems to increase, so three 
fatalities this year; there was 
one, I believe, the year before, 
and so on. 

It is a matter of concern because, 
certainly, one fatality is one too 
many, and we have to take steps 
any way we can to try to alleviate 
that situation and, at the same 
time, control the moose 
population, forgetting the 
accident part but keeping in mind 
good management practices. 

I do not have the exact figures to 
give the han. Member today, but 
there is quite a substantial 
increase in the allocation of 
moose this year, as there was last 
year, I belieVC::1 something in the 
arE!a of 2, 500 extra J.icences. I 
do not have the exact figure, but 
there is a substantial allocation 
in the resident hunting and a fair 
increase in the non-resident 
hunting through outfitters. 
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I can give t~be exact figure at a 
later tirnC::1, if the ME!rrtbE!ln so 
wishes, but that. is only onE! 
aspect of controlling vdlicle• and 
moose acciden·ts. Obviously, j usl: 
increasing the quota itself will 
not fo it. And we have been 
examining ways, as the hon. ME!mber 
suggests, of finding some other 
means of controlling or reducing 
the incidents of vehicle and moose 
acd.dents. 

We do not have any final ansWC::1rs, 
but we are going as far atAJay as 
Scandinavia for information, whe1ne 
they do have a substantial problem 
along thC::1 sarn~::1 ' Jines. nurnbC::'ring 
many, many times more l:.han we 
have, not so much in Labrado1n, but 
mainly on the Island of 
Newfoundland. 

We are going to use that typ~::1 of 
information plus other suggestions 
to try to corne up with a 
comprehensive package, whether it 
is cutting back thE! brush, as I 
believe one of the Members 
suggested, on certain roads which 
appear to be congested, by 
considering the effect that road 
salt apparent:ly has in at:tr·acting 
wildlife and bJ.g gam~:! out. t:.o the 
road areas. There has beE!n some 
thought about that. HotAJ do you 
solve that? Would you put salt 
licks a distance from the road, 
for example, which would attract 
the big game animals, thE! moose•. 
into the off road areas? At~ the 
same tirn~::1, that. may crE!ate another 
problem from a management point of 
view and, perhaps, even from a 
safety point of view as far as 
hunters are concerned. 

So all these things are being 
considered. We have no f:i.nal 
answer bE!Cause lhE!lne is no si.rnpJ.E• 
answer, Mr. Speaker. But. it:. :i.s a 
continuing project, one of which, 
as the Mernber suggests, is a 
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substantial increase in 'the moose 
allocation for the coming season. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Before recognizing the Member for 
Kilbride. I would 1 ike to identify 
the · questions for the Late Show 
this evening. I apologize t.o the 
hon. the Opposition House Leader 
if I have disarranged the order of 
these when I was reading them. 
The first one I have is, I am 
dis satisfied with an answer given 
to me by the Minister of Municipal 
and Provincial Affairs concerning 
the suggested mil rate for the 
town of Flat Rock, from the hon. 
the Member for St. John's East 
Extern (Mr. Parsons). The second 
one is from the Member for Menihek 
(Mr. Snow) stating his 
dissatisfaction with an answer 
given to him by the Minister of 
Municipal and Provincial Affairs 
concerning cut-backs in recreation 
and travel funds for youth in 
Labrador. The third one comes 
from the Member for Torngat 
Mountains (Mr. Warren) expressing 
his dissatisfaction with an answer 
given to him by the Minister of 
Finance with respect to Budget 
cuts. 

The hon. the Member for Kilbride . 

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

I am sorry I missed you there. I 
did not know if you were finished 
or not . 

I would like to have a few brief 
words on this pE!ti tion, Mr. 
Spc~aker. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

Just for the point of 
clarification of the Chair. I was 
out and I do not know where we 
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are. Was this a new petition? 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
He is the second s peaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Thank you -:· .. -

MR. R. AYLWARD: 
As the Opposition House Leader 
said I wish to comment on a 
petition which he had so ably 
presented to this House a few 
minutes ago, a petition from some 
seventy-six residents of the 
Central Newfoundland area, people 
which cover three electoral 
Districts, ' Grand Falls, Wtndsor, 
and Bishop Fal1s. The prayer of 
their petition. as was s ta l:~:·d in 
this Assembly has to do lAJ:i.Lh thE! 
amount, the number of moose, L•Jh :i.ch 
are increasing in this Province. 
I have no doubt that all of us 
would believe that. We seem to 
have a very good habitat for the 
moose population in this 
Province. We do have a lot of 
moose and they are increasing very 
fast in this Province. A lot of 
them seem to, I guess, with the 
improvement in our roads and tAd.th 
more roads being built in this 
Province, I guess we are going to 
see speed limits in cr e as e 
throughout our Province and 
because of this I would say we are 
going to see an incr10:1as(! in 
traffic accidents because of the 
moose population and because o·F 
improved highways. 

AN HON. MEMBER : 
There is also 
vehicles . 

MR. R. AYLWARD : 

an incr·easc~ in 

We have an increase in vehicles 
and an increase in traffic mileage 
on our highway b10:~ cause pc:~op 1 e arc~ 
becoming more affluent, whether we 
all believe l:hat or not, at 
certain time s there are more 
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vacationers on our roads. I see 
more recreation vehicles 
througho~t the summer on our 
highways. We are going to have 
more commercial traffic on our 
highways because of improvements 
made to the highways and 
improvements made to the 
transportation system in this 
Province, mostly because of the 
former Government. It is 
interesting to note some of the 
signatures on this petition. I do 
note that one signature is A. 
Snow. I am not sure if that is 
our Deputy Speaker but he does not 
live in that area. It could be a 
relative of the Deputy Speaker for 
this House. There are names. 
Terr·ance Aylward. who could or 
could not be a relative of either 
one of us in the House. I am not 
sure it is a relative of mine. I 
do want to comment on some of the 
reasoning for -

AN HON. MEMBER : 
(Inaudible) one of a kind . 

MR. R. AYLWARD: 
I do not know if there is a 
relative so it might be a conflict. 

I remember when we were doing some 
investigation on the moose 
accidents in the Province and if 
there could be an increase in 
licences. The wildlife 
biologists, those in charge of the 
moose count, I suppose in the 
Province, always felt that they 
never had enough money to do the 
proper studies. They were always 
doing some studies but they never 
figured they had enough to do an 
indept study as they felt was 
necessary to get a good count of 
moose in the Province, so they 
always set the quotas for moose 
licences at the low end of the 
scale so that if they werE! going 
to err on how many mooses licenses 
could be put out fn this Province 
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they were going to err on the side 
of conservation to make sure they 
would not damage the moose 
population or moose stocks in t:he 
Province. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, there was 
a sizable amount of money 
requested by the wildlife 
biologists to do proper studies. 
I am not sure if they got that 
money yet. I hav.:~ not looi<E~d at 
the Budget of the wildlife 
Division of the Department, but 
there was a great need for ext1na 
monies to complete the s·tudies of 
moose population. so that l~o.Je couJ d 
kn01..u if they were at dang•O!rously 
high levels, particularly in areas 
near our highway. 

One other thing I would like to 
say to the Minister is that thE!l"e 
was an experiment done just WE!St 
of the Foxtrap Access one timE~. a 
studied experiment where brush was 
cut along the Trans-Canada 
Highway. and for a couple of Y•~ars 
I think some of the University 
professors were involved in it. 
It was a make IAJork project but it 
has a direct influence on this 
pE!ti tion. There werE! studies donE! 
and I have never heard a result of 
it. 

Now in the area that was studied 
and cleared there is a two - lane 
highway so it is irrelevant of 
what happens in that area now. 
But we did have a couple of year's 
where sorne people at Memorial 
University did do some studies. 

MR. SPEAKER : 
Order, please! 

I want to inform the hon. 
gentleman that his time is up. 

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

Orders of the Day 

MR. BAKER: 
Motion 12, Mr. Speaker . 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Motion 12 - Meech Lake . 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
Mr. Speaker. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Is the hon. the Leader of the 
Opposition up on a point of order? 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
No, no I just just going to 
proceed. Your Honour has to make 
a ruling, I guess. I am sorry. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Yes. I am now prepared to rule on 
the amendment proposed by the hon. 
the Leader of the Opposition to 
the resolution of the hon. the 
Premier on March 27. Standing 
Order 36 states 'That a motion may 
be amended (a) by leaving out 
certain words; (b) by leaving out 
certain words in order to insert 
other words; (c) by inserting or 
adding words. 1 The hon. the 
Leader of the Opposition moved 
that the resolution be referred to 
a Select Committee of the House of 
Assembly to be called the Select 
Committee on the Constitution With 
the Power to Examine the 
Following: (a) the resolution to 
revoke the Meech Lake . Accotnd; (b) 
the constitutionality of the 
referendum proposal contained in 
the Accord and; (c) the 
constitutional proposal of the 
Government. And that the Select 
Committee be empowered to hold 
hearings within and outside the 
ProvinCE! and to take evidence from 
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witnesses residing both in the 
Province and outside the Province. 

After extensive consultation and 
research and study and 
consultation with experts in the 
Province and outside of the 
Province it is my opinion that the 
amendment proposed by the han. the 
Leader of the Opposition faiJ.s to 
comply with any of these 
requirements. As it is presented 
as a distinct motion without 
referencr:1 to the original motton. 
It does not conform u.Jith our 
Standing Orders nor with 
precedents. I therefore rule the 
amendment inadmissible. 

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

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. Leader of the Opposition, 
on a point of order? 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
·yes, I t~o.lill be veiny, very briE!F I 
do not want to take any timE! from 
the Member for Stephenville (Mr. 
K. Aylward). Mr. Speaker, tJJhen tAH;! 
were at the point on Tuesday night 
when I moved the amendment I think 
I had about Five or six minutes or 
so remaining in my spr:1aldng U.mE·. 
That time, of course, was used 
with both sides of thE! House 
making the argument as to whE!ther 
or not the am~::1ndrn~;!nt. tJJas in 
order. Now I Fully recognize and 
concur that comes out of rny 
speaking time and that 
legitimately and legally my 
speaking time is over. I arn not 
rnald.ng any wrangle about that. Of 
course the same thing applies to 
the Prernter, and I think for' the 
last ten minutes of his remarks on 
Tuesday, because we had rat sed 
points of orde1n, we had taken 
about ten minutes or so of the 
Premier 1 s time and we agr1:=!Pd for 
the Premier to have it. 
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I lAJonder would the House give me 
the courtesy of fiVE! or six 
minutes just to do the same thing? 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Is it the decision of the House? 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Agreed. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
It is concurred. 

The hon. the Leader of the 
Opposition. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Hear, hear! 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
And obviously, Mr. Speaker, that 
will have nothing to do with the 
thirty minutes for the hon. Member 
for Step he nvi lle. It wi 11 not be 
taken out of his ·time. Thank you 
very much, Mr. Speaker. I want to 
thank Members on both sides of the 
House for extending the same 
courtesy ·to me that was extended 
by us to the Premier, and I see 
nothing wrong with that. 

Mr. Speaker, in about five minutes 
or so that I have left I just want 
to take the opportunity to make 
one particular point. I guess it 
was the point we were trying to 
make in the amendment that I moved 
on Tuesday night. I believe that 
it is vitally important to the 
people of Newfoundland and 
Labrador that there be the widest 
possible understanding and the 
greatest possible understanding of 
the implications for Newfoundland 
and Labrador if this 
constitutional impasse that the 
country finds itself in at the 
present time is not broken. And I 
believe that it is incumbent on 
the Government - it is incumbent 
on us all but it is particularly 
incumbent on the Government .. - ·to 
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establish a process whereby the 
people can, themselves, become 
involved in what is happening here. 

To take the unprecedented s·tep of 
rescinding a constitutional 
approval given by another 
Legislature without refE!Y'ri ng that 
along with the accompanying 
alternatives proposed by the 
Government to the p~ople, I 
belieVE! is wrong, Mr. SpE!akel~. It 
can equally be argued that we were 
lAJrong two years ago, but. tlAJo 
wrongs do not make a right. But I 
believe, Mr. Sp~aker, the 
unprecedented nature of this 
particular move to rE!Scind an 
approval given by another 
LegisJ.aturE! should be rE!fE!l~l~ed to 
the people for appropriate 
consultation. I cannot accept 
tha·t it has been good E!nough, l:he 
Government 1 s position that maybe 
at some time we will refer our own 
proposed constitution amendments. 
Maybe they will, maybe they will 
not. But that is onJ.y ha1 f the 
problem, Mr. Speaker, or half l:he 
matter. The other half is the 
rescinding resolution that we are 
now dE!bating. 

And, M1~. Speaker, timE! is runn:i.ng 
out. The clock is moving very, 
very quickly. We an~ now almost 
up to the end of March and if you 
are going to haVE! an appropriatE! 
round of public hearings I suppose 
you lAJould certainJ.y want a rnonl:h 
or so to do it. I cannot sr::'e how 
you could do it much faster than 
that. And, you know, thE! Easl:er 
break is coming and you wouJ.d have 
to get a commit·tee struck and get 
up and running and schr:,dulE!d and 
all that kind of thing. So, you 
know, those things do not take a 
lot of time, Mr. Speaker, but they 
do take some time. So, Mr. 
Speaker, I am disappointed that 
the Government had not concurred 
in doing that. 
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Mr. Speaker, finally before my 
time runs out. I have listened 
very carefully to Your Honour 1 s 
ruling on amendments about adding 
to and taking away from 
resolutions according to our 
Standing Orders. And I would like 
to moue, before my time finally 
elapses, seconded by the Member 
for Grand Falls (Mr. Simms) that 
the resolution be amended by 
inserting before the words, 11 to 
certify to his exce1lency, the 
Governor General, authorization of 
the said amendment by this House, 11 

thE! following words. 11 And 
following written notice by the 
Speaker to ihe Members of the 
House of assembly. 11 I have copies 
here for the Speaker and for the 
Government if we have a page, Mr. 
Speaker. 

MR. SIMMS: 
After the Cabinet makes its 
decision, before he notifies the 
Governor General, he notifies the 
Members of the House first. 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
And thE! ··-SpE!aker must formerly 
authorize the Members of the House. 

Mr. Speaker, I assume you tAiill 
want a minute or so to look at it 
when it arrives and to determine 
whether or not it is in order. I 
think it is, and I would ask Your 
Honour to advise me accordingly. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
If the han. gentleman would 
permit, I would just like to 
recess for a couple of minutes. 

Recess 

MR. SPEAKER : 
Order, pJ.ease! 

Before ruling on the amendment I 
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would like to point out to han . 
Members the inadequacy of many of 
our Orders and it will only take a 
few moments. I can assure hon. 
MembE:1rs in the particular area we 
are in, there arE! s orne largE! 
inadequacies in the rules and 
proceedings of our HouSE!. I tAJouJ.d 
direct the Members who are on t:he 
appropriate cornrni ttee to CE!rtainJ.y 
take a look at this particular 
area. 

Having said that, I ru1E! thE! 
amendment in order. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Hear, hear! 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. the Leader of the 
Opposition. 

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

Maybe now we will hear from the 
han. the Minister of Health about 
drafting amendments that are in 
order or are not in ordE!r. The 
snarky J.ittle comment that the 
Minister made when the First 
amendment -

AN HON. MEMBER: 
He was only joking . 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
You have to test thE! lAJaters, Mr. 
Speaker, to see what confor'rns tAdth 
the various ruJ.es and the 
precedents of this House. Some do 
and some do not. Sometimes 
amendments get accepted or 
rejected for thE! fJ.irnsiE~st of 
reasons but there is altAJdys a 
precedent to back it up, Mr. 
Speaker. You test enough and 
euentua11y, hopefully, you wi11 
find something that does conform 
with the rules and this arnE!ndrnent 
as ruled by th1:> Speaker obu:i.ously 
does. 
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Now, Mr. Speaker, the amendment 
would authorize or make certain 
that the Speaker of this 
Legislature would formally give 
written notice to every Member of 
this House of Assembly before Your 
Honour gives the appropriate 
notice to the Governor General of 
Canada. 

I think it would be totally 
discourteous. Obviously Members 
would know from the news media 
what the results of a referendum 
had been. We do not live in 
isolated cages, we would know 
that. But we are also, Mr. 
Speaker, elected Members of this 
House and for the Speaker of this 
House not to have to take the 
courtesy to wri·te to every Member 
of this Legislature, to formally 
inform every Member of this 
Legislature the official result, 
Mr. Speaker, of the referendum, 
before informing somebody else in 
written form outside the Province, 
I belie-ve would be totally 
inappropriate. So, therefore, Mr. 
Speaker,· that is why we have 
proposed this amendment. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I said Tuesday 
night and I want to say again, 
that I believe we are heading for 
a time of great constitutional 
crisis in ·this country. I am not 
at all convinced that in the three 
or Four months between now and the 
23rd of June, there is a 
sufficiently compromising attitude 
flowing within the leaders of this 
country, to try to break that 
impasse. 

I see some hope, Mr. Speaker, 
coming out of New Bl~unswick. I 
cannot say I like it all, but I do 
like the attitude of Premier 
McKenna, when he openly and 
candidly says, 'This is what we 
propose. We do not propose it as 
something written in stone. We 
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are prepared to listen to other 
people who might want to add to 
this proposal we have made. ' At 
least the attitude is 
compromising. At least ·thE• signal 
of conciliaU.on is bEdng sent by 
the Premier of Net~.J Brunst.~.lick, 
right across the country. At 
least the signal of being prepared 
to co-operate is being sent by the 
Premier of New Brunswick to all 
Canadians. 

I am not at all, Mr. Speaker, 
encouraged that:. the same attit:ude 
exists in Manitoba. It seems to 
me that the political leadership 
of Manitoba, the Premier of 
Manitoba, the Leader of the 
Official Opposition, thE! l..E!adel~ of 
the New Democratic Party in 
Manitoba, have an attitude very 
similar to the attitude of the 
Premier of this Province: 'If we 
do not get exactly what we demand, 
if we do not have our dE•rnands rnet 
absolutely - I am talking about 
Manitoba, now, I say to the 
Premier, if he will listen for a 
second - 'if we do not have the 
Manitoba demands met absolutely, 
then we are not prr:~par'E!d to 
compromise.' Every altE!rnat.ive, 
Mr. Speaker, every new :i.n:iti.ative 
that has been put forward by 
Premier McKenna or anybody else, 
so Far has run into a stone lJ..Jall 
of discontent, a stonE· wa11 of 
dissatisfaction. a stone wall of 
not wanting to be heard or 
listened to From the to tal 
political leadership of Manitoba. 
And, Mr. Speaker, that is so 
simiJ.ar to the posi t.i.on adopted by 
the Premier of this Province, that 
it is frightening. 

So far, every initiative, the 
McKenna initiative, did not even 
warrant a week or two of 
consideration by the Premier of 
Newfoundland and Labrador. It did 
not t.uarrant a we~~k or two of dE!ep 
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thought and study and analysis by 
him and his mainland 
constitutional advisor. It was 
dismissed very quickly, Mr. 
Speaker, as not being adequate. 
And perhaps it is not, but could 
it have been built-on to meet the 
adequacy the Premier is demanding? 

Now, Mr. Speaker, if we go forward 
for the next three months or so 
with the attitude that every 
single one of our demands have to 
be met, then there is going to be 
no progress. If we go forward 
over the next three or four months 
with the attitude that 1 I have to 
have everything, 1 that 'My way is 
the only way, 1 then this impasse 
is going to continue. The1"e tJJill 
be no progress. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
Only subservience to Quebec . 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
Subservience to Quebec? Mr. 
Spe-aker, has the hon. genth~rnan 
lost his marbles totally, or 
what? Is he blowing his stack 
altogether? Subservience to 
Quebec! We are Canadians, are we 
not, Mr. Speaker? Are we trying 
to save a country here, Mr. 
SpE!aker, the state of a country, 
or are we going to take the 
go-to-the-wall approach and to 
heck with the consequences of what 
we are doing? I do not agree with 
being browbeaten and scuffled 
under or trampled over. I have no 
hesitancy whatsoever in saying to 
the Premier of Quebec, keep your 
nose out of our business down 
here. I do not agree with our 
Premier on his approach, but I do 
not agree with somebody else 
sticking their nose into our 
affairs either, particularly those 
comments that would get anybody 1 s 
back up. I do not agreE! with it. 
I have no time for it, Mr. Speaker. 
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SOME HON . MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. SIMMS: 
We agree with you on that one . 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
Yes, solidly, totally . The 
Premier in his response was 
absolutely right. 

MR. SIMMS : 
To Mr. Bourassa . 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
I would even say to him, I could 
not have said it as we1J. myself. 
I cannot give him any bel:.ter 
accolade than that, Mr. Speaker. 

But having said that, Mr. SpeakE!r, 
I totally disagree with the han. 
gentleman for LaPoile (Mr . 
Ramsay) . His attitudE~ is by 
trying to ask our PrE!rnier·, by 
trying to ask our Government to 
participate in compromtsing and 
being conciliatory and 
co--operative in an effo1"t to savE! 
the nation, that somehow or 
another it is being subservient to 
Quebec. 

MR. SIMMS : 
He did not mean that . 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
Maybe it is naivety. rhe Member 
is a new Member, I undE•rstand 
that. I am sure the PrE:'Inior· does 
not support that. 

MR. SIMMS : 
You must have misinterpreted what 
he said or something. 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
There has to be 
surE:1 the hon. 
really mean that, 

som•~thing. I am 
Member does not 
Mr. Spt::'aker. 

To try 
Speaker, 

to save Canada, Mr. 
to try to savE· this 
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country therE• is going to have to 
be compromising done by all of 
us. Every Government in Canada, 
all levels of government in 
Canada, the t.E!n provinces, the 
Federal Government, the 
Terri t.ories, all Canadians, if we 
want to save the country, are 
going to have to move, we are 
going to have to make comprises. 
We are going to have to be 
tolerant of other people. Maybe 
tolerance is the key word here, 
Mr. Speaker. If we cannot be 
tolerant and understanding of the 
legitimate demands - th~ Premier 
himself has said that the five 
demands of Quebec, cond,:!nsed down 
from twenty-two, I belieVE!, in the 
days of Pr~;:~mier Levesque, the 
Premier has said that he has no 
quarrel with the legitimacy of 
these demands. 

PREMIER WELLS : 
Proposals. 

MR. RIDEOUT : 
Proposals is a better word, I 
agree. I think it was Levesque 
who was using the words twenty-two 
demands. But it is five proposals 
now . 

PREMIER WELLS: 
Unfortunately, demande in French 
was translated demands. 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
Okay. 

The Premier is making great 
progress on his French lessons, 
Mr. Speaker. He is making 
excellent progress. 

PREMIER WELLS : 
I am giving lessons . 

MS DUFF: 
It. ai.so mE!ans rE!quest in F1nench. 

MR. SIMMS : 
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It also means request . 

MS DUFF: - ---It has a double meaning. You have 
to be careful not to mince words. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MS DUFF: 
(Inaudible) demande is the most 
polite way a Frenchman can ask you 
to do something. 

MR. SIMMS : 
You · understand everything she sc::dd . 

MR. RIDEOUT : 
I am totally lost, Mr. Speaker, 
but I do acc,~pl: the wo1nd of my 
collE!ague. 

MR. MURPHY: 
If Mr. Crosbie had to know as much . 

MR. RIDEOUT: 
Yes, if only Mr. Crosbie had knotJJn 
my colleague here was such, he 
would have had her into QuebE!C as 
his official interpreter and he 
might be the First Minister today. 

As I tJJas about to say, Min. 
Speaker, before adjourning the 
debate, the substantive point is 
this, if tJJe are going to saVE! l:his 
country, if wr:' arE! going to saVE! 
Canada, all Canadian Governments 
and all Canadians are going to 
hav1;:! to be tolerant of the de1nands 
of the others. WE! arE! noL going 
·to be able to do it: by going to 
the wall and saying, I have to 
have this, or I am not part of ·.it; 
Quebec saying I have to have this, 
or I am not par·t of it; Manitoba 
saying I havE· to have Ults, or I 
arn not part of it; NE•tJJfoundland 
saying I havE~ to have 'Ud.s, Ol" I 
am not part of it. Somehow or 
othE!r thE:~InE:~ has to be a tolerance 
and an unde1nstanding of want:.'inq to 
keep this country toqether. 
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Mr. Speaker, with that brief 
introduction to the amendment, I 
will adjourn the debate. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

Debate on the Adjournment 
[Late Show] 

MR. PARSONS: 
Mr. Speaker . 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. the Member for St. John 1 s 
East Extern. 

. f"'IL __ f..~~.9N . .§ : 
Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker . 

Mr. Speaker, needless to say, the 
comments of the Minister of 
Municipal and Provincial Affairs 
maddened me, and I think, when the 
way the Minister interferred in 
the Town of Flatrock by the letter 
that was written gets out, which 
says really, Mr. Speaker 

MR. MURPHY: 
Who paid for the sign? 

MR. PARSONS : 
It was paid for the same way they 
paid for the recreational 
facilities they have down there, 
the same way they paid for the new 
town hall, for which not one 
single cent came From Government. 
The people of Flatrock paid for 
them, and they paid for those 
signs as WE!ll. 

MR. TOBIN: 
Who said ·that? 

MR. PARSONS: 
The hon. the Member for St. John 1 s 
South. I just want to make it 
clear where the money came from. 
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Mr. Speaker, I perhaps assumed at 
one timE! today, until I rE!ad the 
le·tter in its entirety, that thts 
letter may have bE!I':~n sent out by 
some official fi"OITI the Minister 1 s 
Department. But that is not the 
case, Mr. Speaker, because it says 
on the letter 1 I have been askE!d 
to inform you on behalf of the 
hon. Eric Gullage, Minister of 
Municipal and Provincial Affairs. 1 

Mr . Speaker, there are some 
misgivings here in the House . I 
heard it today, not in dE! bate, but 
I did hear it, that the sma11 Town 
of Flatrock was perhaps one of the 
wealthiest small towns on l:.he 
Island . 

MR. DECKER: 
(Inaudible). 

MR. PARSONS: 
No, we are looking at statistics . 

Mr. Speaker, I t..uant to correct 
that fallacy, and that is what it 
is. Flatrock is a sma11 t.own 
where many professional people 
have moved in over the years,on 
the outskirts of town. We will 
take two professional people just 
as an example, two PI"OfE!SSOI"S 
moved in, or two docl·:ors Ol" 

whateVE!r, and, certain1y, up goE!S 
the overall wage earners, when you 
take everything into 
consideration, household 
E!arnings. But, I say to the 
Minister of Municipal and 
Provincial Affairs, the core of 
Flatrock people, the fishermen 
with fixed incomes, thE! people 
throughout that small cornrnunity 
are by no means lAJE•aJ.thy. M1~. 
Speaker, I also say to the 
Minister that they cannot afford a 
13 rnil rate. They cannot. afford 
it. It is just not there to have. 

Ml~. 

the 
Speaker, at the 

Minister, all 

No. 13 

suggestion of 
the Houses 

R4·6 



today, with the cost of housing or 
whatever. havE:~ bE!en appraised. I 
did not see the appraisals, but 
they have been appraised at 
$50,000. That is $650. Again, 
that is a myth. It is not 
practical. It is just not there. 

The other thing I would like to 
point out to the Minister is the 
way this whole affair is 
transpiring. It is only now that 
I am realizing what is happening. 
The Minister comes in here the 
first part of last year and says 
he wants a great big city. 

MR. EFFORD : 
(Inaudible). 

MR. PARSONS: 
Te11 the pE!Ople of Port de Grave 
that. 

Then t he Minister comes in with 
the amalgamation bit. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
He got support, too . 

MR. PARSONS: 
He did not get support for the big 
city, Mr. Speaker. 

MR. EFFORD: 
(Inaudible) . 

MR. PARSONS : 
I wiJ.l have to address what the 
Minister of · Social Services just 
said. Because we arE! free over 
here. as free as they fly. I do 
not t.elJ. the han. ME!rnber for St. 
John's East lAJhat to say, I do not 
teJ.l the han. Member for l<ilbd.de, 
either, and vice--versa, neithe1n do 
they tell mE!. 

AN HON. MEMBER : 
(Inaudible) . 

MR. PARSONS : 
If thE! Minister' wouJ.d 
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the hon. the Minister of Health 
(Mr. Decker) would let me continue. 

MR. SIMMS : 
He is irritable today . 

MR. PARSONS: 
He is irritable today. ind10:1ed hE! 
is. 

But I would like to say to the 
Minister. the number of pE!ople 1 
told you moved to Flatrock and 
those outJ.ining areas. per·haps, 
they say ·- my colleague has said 
to m10:1, th10:1y arE! avoiding 
·taxation. But let me b:!l.l you, 
Mr. Minister. if you go ahead and 
try to implement that or try to 
force people. the peop1.E! lAJho rnoVE!d 
in there tAJill move out and l:hen 
there will be no tax base, you 
tAJill ru:in a li t tlE! town. You art'! 
beginning it. You arE! dcdng it 
now. Your are ruining that little 
town and many others like it. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. PARSONS: 
.. y 0 uar e ....... tr-y i n g t 0 f 0 In C E• the 1T1 t n t: 0 

tJJh at they do not t.ua n l: to cl o . And 
I know that Minis t er. I have 
known that Mini.ster For years, but 
I never thought he had the ability 

MR. GULLAGE: 
(Inaudible). 

MR. PARSONS : 
just J.isten to him. That. i.s thE! 
St. John's al:titucle. I n•O!ver 
thought the han. Minister -

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

The han. ME!rnber' s lirnE! 
about up. I tAJonder' if 
finish up his questions. 
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MR. PARSONS: 
By leave? 

MR. MURPHY : 
No . No. 

MR . SPEAKER : 
The han. the Minister of Municipal 
and Provincial Affairs. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Oh, oh! 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

MR. GULLAGE: 
Mr. Speaker, we had some ·ten 
communities throughout the 
Province, as I said in Question 
Period, which were identified as 
being critical and in such a 
situation that Regional Managers 
were saying that the work should 
proceed. However, they were not 
making it to the list of capital 
works because of their financial 
situation and, in most cases, the 
need to have a different mil rate, 
a different water and sewer rate, 
or a different business rate or a 
combination. But certainly they 
were deficient as far as revenue 
was concerned, compared to and in 
ratio to their assessed value. 
Most of the ten communities have 
had VE•ry little difficulty in 
bringing their revenue in line. 

In Flat Rock 1 s situation, they 
have been asked to go to 13 mils. 
The reason for that, quite 
frankly, is the fact that they 
were so lowly ranked compared to 
thE! other cornrnuni ties that the 
differential, the amount, th~ 
distance they had to go, if you 
like, to be ranl<ed was such that 
their rnil rate had to be increased 
rnore than normal . It is hard to 
argue that 13 mils is not a little 
higher than most rural comrnun:i.t.ies 
in Newfoundland where the average 
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is probably four or five mil s , 
which is, in itself, too low, and 
I think everybody would agree. 
But over time, of course, those 
mil rates will bE! adjus ·ted 
upwards, as they haVE! to be. But 
certainly 13 m:i.ls is not low 
compared to the rest of the 
Island, and I cannot argue that, 
it. is obvious, but: thE! ratio of 
revenue to assessmE!rtts, as the 
Regional Manager te11s me, is such 
in Flat Rock that. to be ablE! to 
come up to a situation whE!rE! they 
could be ranked, whelne thE• ratio 
would be such to have them ranl<ed , 
13 mils is necessary. The only 
way it could be less than that is 
when the property tax is put in 
place and l:hE:~ assessiTIE!Ilts a1ne 
done, of course, and they cH'E:~ 
ready now. This will be their 
first. 

AN HON. MEMBER : 
No property tax there? 

MR. GULLAGE: 
No, but it will be. The 
assessments have bet::~n done. They 
are ready to be put in plaCE! of 
property tax. The only other 
alternative is to have a lower mil 
rate, such as ten or e1ev1:!n, and 
to put in place a lAJatE·r· and SE!IAJE:'In 
assessment. 

MR. PA RSO~S : 
There is not any there . 

MR. GULLAGE: 
No, there is not, but that is lAJhat 
we are saying. When it goes in 
place . It is about to go in 
place . What we are recommending 
is that when it goes in place now, 
it has to be 1.3. I am saying if 
it is not 13 it has to be less 
than that, but you have to add an 
assessment for water and sewer. 

The basic problem, Mr. 
that the need in this 
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community, the health and the 
environment need which are the 
other factors, if you likE!, when 
the Regional Managers and the 
Engineers J.ook at all the 
communities, the other factors 
were low relative to the other 
nine communi ties we talked about, 
so they had to make it up on the 
financial side alone. Having to 
make it up on the financial side 
meant going to 13 mils rather 
than, say, 7 or 8 or 9 nine mils, 
which could have been the case 
with some of these other 
communities. It is higher than 
normal, but the bridge thE!Y had to 
overcome was a lot greater than 
normal in the other communities 
that were also identified as 
critical. So there is no other 
explanation. The revenue in the 
community has to go up by about 
two-thirds from their existing 
revenue, and in order to meet the 
average of the Province in ratio 
of revenue to assess value, 13 
mils is necessary. 

MR. FLIGHT: 
And it will stay. 

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

MR. A. SNOW: 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker . 

I requested my question be placed 
on the Late Show because I was 
dissatisfied with the answer given 
by the Minister who just finished 
speaking, the hon. the Minister of 
Municipal and Provincial Affairs, 
responsible for Recreation, Sport 
and Fitness. 

He stated in response to one of my 
questions that he felt he was 
fortunate to be the Minister 
responsible For Recreation, Sport 
and Fitness. While, indE!ed, he 
may be fortunate, the people of 
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Labrador definitely do not feel 
t:hey are very Fortuna·te. One 
colJ1d possibly use the analogy of 
the fox in the chicken coop; the 
fox may think he is fortunatE! but 
the chicken do not. 

I was disappointed in this 
particular Minister, 
personal knowledge 
He lived there. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
What? 

MR. A. SNOW: 

who has a 
of Labrador. 

in Labrador, so 
a knowlc:!dge of 

believe he does . 
of Friends still 

He actuaJ.ly lived 
he should have 
Labrador, and I 
He has a lot 
therE!. 

AN HON. MEMBER: -····---·-----
1 doubt that. 

MR. A. SNOW: 
He used to have a lot of friends. 
Of course, he is a former 
competitor, a former athlete, so 
he should have a particular 
knowledge of sport, of the benefit 
of having the opportunity of 
competing in a provincial forum. 
being a for·mr::~r athlete, excelling 
in bowling. I arn sur·prised that. 
he would put out so much venom 
towards the people of Labrador. 

Last week, we saw his cohort 
attacking the peopJ.e of Labrador 
in the discontinuation of the 
Labrador Air Subsidy Program, and 
this wee, it is this particular 
Minister 1 s turn. 

Now, he k nou.Js, of course, the 
reasons lJ.Jhy this parU.cular 
progr·arn was p Ll t. in plaCE! rnany, 
many years ago. An hon. Member 
who sits on the other sidE! of t.he 
House, the hon. the Mernber for 
Placentia (Mr. Hogan) u.Ja s 
instrumental in lobbying the 
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Government oF years gone by, while 
he lived in Labrador, to have a 
program put in place to allow 
people to travel outside Labrador, 
to put them on an equal footing 
with people on the Island portion 
of the Province. 

On the Island portion of the 
Province, people are able to 
travel and compete via a road 
system, which, of course, as we 
all recognize, is heavily 
subsidized by all levels of 
Government, and what the 
Government of the day did in the 
late 1960s and early 1970s was 
subsidize air traVE!l to Labrador. 
because that was the only mode of 
travel in and out of Labrador, and 
they wanted Labrador to 
participate in the provincial 
forum in sports. culture and other 
activities. 

Now, it really surprises me that 
the Minister would cut back this 
particular program by such a 
devastating amount, in recognizing 
how much it costs . Out of Western 
Labrador, one air fare return is 
$724. A young student, whose 
parents may be working in the 
mines, who would want to try out 
for a basketball team or a 
volleyball team, to represent this 
Province, now would have to spend 
hundreds and hundreds of dollars 
to travel here to represent his or 
her Province. I believe it is 
unconscionable, to quote somebody 
who seems to use the word quite 
often in recent months -

MR. DECKER: 
It is a good word . 

MR . A. SNOW: 
It is a very good word, as the 
Minister of Health suggests. It 
is unfortunate that he did not 
apply it when he sat around the 
Cabinet tablE! and agl~eE!d to slash 
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and gut this program that affected 
the people of Labrador. 

MR. SIMMS: 
It seems 
not happy . 

to me, the Minister 
He is uncomfortable. 

is 

MR. A. SNOW : 
Th-e Minister of Health probably 
would have a feeling towar·ds thE! 
people of Labrador. in -the SE!nse 
that he lives so close to the 
boundary of the Member for Eagle 
River, who, I am sure, is very 
dissatisfied with this program 
and, if he were sitting around thE! 
Cabinet table, I am surE! he IJJould 
have raised the issues and 
articulated the views of the 
people of Labrador and IAJould have 
been able to convince his 
colleagues around the table that 
this was a good program and should 
continue to bE! in place. I 
implore the Minister to reconsider . 

In Labrador, we comprise about ~) 
per cent of the population of this 
Province. We produce about tiAJenty 
per cent of the Gross Provincial 
Product of this ProvinCE!. And 
this equalizer the previous 
Administration had sE•erl fit Lo 
give to the people of Labrador has 
been removed by this Governme nt 
who talks about fairnes s and 
balance. It may be fa t r· to t he 
people in Mount Scio or the people 
of St. John 1 s, but it is not fair 
to -the people who livt?. in WE!S tE!rn 
Labrador, Eagle River. the Ton1~~a t_ 
Mountains or Naskaupi dist-.rict. 
Again, I want to irnpJ.orE! the 
Minister to reinstate this program 
to ensure that these peopJ.e who 
participate in this part i cular 
program 1Ali11 be able to corne out 
and participate with their 
relatives and friends, they have 
made over the numbers of years 
her.:~ on lhC::~ Island po1~U.on of LhE! 
Province, rather l::han Forcing HH:'ITI 

to either stay horne in Labrador or 
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go to the Province of Quebec to 
compete. 

Just today, we found that the High 
School Athletic Federation had to 
discontinue programs in Labrador 
this year because of the block 
allocation of funding. So, again, 
the Minister was misleading the 
people when he suggested in his 
release -

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

The han. Member•s time is up. 

The han. the Minister of Municipal 
and Provincial Affairs. 

MR. GULLAGE: 
Mr. Speaker, we identified this 
area as an area where we had to 
reduce expenditures in the Budget, 
and we had two choices: We could 
do as we have done. and that is 
reduce the subsidy available to 
each traveler, or, in fact, we 
could have cut down the amount of 
people accessing the subsidy. But 
we chose to do it the way it has 
been handled· now. We are reducing 
from 75 to 50 per cent and from 50 
per cent to 25 per cent. We will, 
of course. monitor the program 
over the next few months and see 
what impact it does have. 

As far as the High School 
Federation is concerned, what I 
said in Question Period was indeed 
correct. There will be no impact 
in this immediate month on their 
travel, any programs they have in 
March month. They have a $'75,000 
budget normally. which will now go 
to $50,000 I am told, so they do 
have to make adjustments in their 
budget. I do not know whether or 
not they are going to make all 
their adjustments in ·the Labrador 
portion of their program. I have 
heard no·thing about that. I will 

L51 March 29, 1990 Vol XLI 

be very surprised if they would 
have reacted that quickly to the 
program and said the cut we are 
making in our programs is going to 
be strictly faced off aga'.i.nst 
Labrador. Maybe they have made 
that comment but I have not heard 
it. It seems odd that the high 
school federation would identify 
the cut in their budget as being 
necessary against the Labrador 
travel program but ·that may very 
well be so. 

We will indeed monitor the program 
over the next few months. w~:! ~~r.ill 
have dialogue, I am sure, with the 
various groups that are involved 
when travelling to and from 
Labrador. I understand already 
that the host grants will be 
adjusted as far as Labrador is 
concerned. Where it lAJas normally 
$'7500.00 as a host grant it will 
now be $5000. I think thE!rl':~ is 
some discussion that the groups 
are going to reduce their amount 
for people travelling into 
Labrador. It is something we 1Adl1 
have to monitor au er the next few 
months to seE! how it impacts upon 
sports and recreation groups. As 
it sits right now, Mr. Speaker, we 
had to make an adjustment in the 
progtnam. We have done just that 
and hopefully it lAJill not. :i.rnpact 
too seriously on the sports bodies. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The.hon-~ .... --the Member for Ton1gat 
Mountains. 

MR. WARREN: 
Thank you-very much, Mr. Speaker . 

Today I asked the Minister of 
Finance a very simple, 
straightforward question and the 
answer the Minister of Finance 
gave was about the J.ast SE!VE!nteen 
years of the former Government. 
That. was not the qUE!Stion I asked 
the Minister. I asked the 
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Minister a straightforward 
question and I would hope now the 
Minister would give us a 
straightforward answer . 

MR. EFFORT: 
Sit down. Sit down. 

MR. WARREN: --- ···-
Mr. Speaker, I have to say to my 
han. colleague for Port de Graue 
(Mr. Efford) that there is a major 
catastrophe over in the 
Mackinson's area that we will deal 
with in a few days. However, I go 
back to my han. colleague the 
Minister of Finance. There has 
been a cut in the air subsidy and 
there has been a reduction of 
$100,000 in their Student Travel 
Program. I asked the Minister of 
Finance (Dr. Kitchen) and I say 
this to all the Ministers over 
there, and my han. colleague for 
Port de Graue (Mr. Efford), the 
only question I ask of the 
Minister of Finance was, would he 
tell us when he would make the 
next announcement of another major 
cut in Labrador? That is a 
straightforward question. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Oh, oh! 

MR. WARREN: 
Now, Mr. Speaker, in case the 
Minister -

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

There is quite a bit of noise 
going on, conversation by Members 
on both sides of the House, and I 
am having difficulty hearing the 
han. Member and I am sure other 
people are having difficulty 
hearing the han. Member. 

The han. the Member for Torngat 
Mountains. 
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MR. WARREN: 
Yes, Mr .. Speaker, just in caSE! Uw 
Minister of Finance refuses to 
answer the question I asked today 
I, Mr. Speaker, tJJill take the 
opportunity to advise thE! han . 
Minister what one of his Ministers 
will be announcing within the next 
two weeks of a major cut again in 
a program in Labrador. And, Mr. 
Speaker, it was highligthed today 
by the Minister of Health, when 
responding to my petition on 
health care in Labrador as kE!d us 
to check into the Budget and see 
all the money was there for two 
nursing stations in Hopedale and 
Davis Inlet. 

Mr. Speaker, within two tJJE~eks fl~orn 
now the Minister is going to 
announce that those two nursing 
stations will be put on hold, and 
the reason the MinistE!r is going 
to give is ·the planning -- and Mr. 
Speaker let me just tell what this 
Government has done - t.his 
Government has planned a nursing 
station for Hopedale and for Davis 
Inlet for a population of 3,000 
p eo p l1:! in each co mm u n i t y . And 
their planning is almost as big as 
the community. And Mr. Speaker, 
the plans are no good for Ed ther 
one of the communities. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, they do not have tirnE:~ to 
go back and get their plans done 
up for this year and nolAJ they are 
going to have no construction of 
the two hospitals. In fact, Mr·. 
Speaker, and I say this to my hon. 
colleague for Eagle Rive~r (Mr. 
Dumaresque), - I am sure my 
colleague for Eagle River is going 
to be some upset when he hears 
this, Mr. Speaker - the hospitaJ. 
that is in Forteau, th(~ big 
nursing clinic that is capable for 
looking after a popula !:ion of 
3,000. Mr. Speaker, thE:~se arE~ thE~ 
same plans that this Government 
has developed for Hopedale. 
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MR. TOBIN: 
Mr-. Speaker, (inaudible) to see. 

MR. WARREN: -------Mr. Speaker, these are the same 
plans that they have for the 
community of Hopedale with a 
population that will never be more 
than 550 or 600 people. Now, Mr. 
Speaker. they have the same plans 
for the community of Davis Inlet, 
a large nursing station that is 
capable of looking after 3,000 
people for a little isolated 
community of 500 or 600 . Mr. 
Speaker. that is going to be the 
next announcement from this 
Government of slashing again upon 
the people of Labrador. 

I say to the hon. Minister of 
Finance, in my closing remarks, 
Mr. Speaker. do not go back to the 
last seventeen years. go back to 
the last eleven months. 

Thank you . 

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

DR. KITCHEN: 
Mr-:-····-spea·k-er. the Liberals have 
always done well by Labrador. 
Does the hon. Member remember who 
built Churchill Falls? 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Who gave it away? 

DR. KITCHEN: 
Does thE! hon. Member remember who 
opened the mines in Wabush and 
Labrador City? Do the hon. 
Members remr:Hnber what was done in 
the Moores 1 Government, the two 
little explosions on both sides of 
the Straits? Remember that? 

Do not taJ. k to me about what the 
Tories did in Labrador. They did 
nothing in Labrador. 
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SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Hear. hear! 

DR. KITCHEN: In·a---:rew-.. i·ninutes I sta1nted ·to look 
at the number of things in E!leven 
months we have been able to do in 
Labrador. Let me read them 
quickly, I will not have time to 
read them all. 

The Minister of Education has 
announced that there will be 
$200,000 for planning a residence 
for single parents who atb:!nd i:he 
Community CoJ.lege in Happy Valley, 
a very imaginative measure. The 
Minister of Health aftE!In yea1ns of 
people pleading with ·the Tory 
GovernmE!nt is going to put a 
second doctor in Forteau. The 
Minister of Health will be 
building two community clinic 
hospitals, onE! in Davis InJ.et and 
another in Hopedale (inaudible). 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Hear, hear! 

DR. KITCHEN: 
Among the additional nurses that 
he lAiill be hiring this year. some 
will be placed in the Goose Bay 
Hospital. 

We remember who closed the 
hospital in Northwest River, it 
was not us. It was them who 
closed the Hospital in Northwest 
River. 

The Minister has been able to 
convince the Federal GovernrnE:~nt to 
repair the roofs and the windows 
in the Federal Government building 
that houses the hospitaJ. in Goose 
Bay. And as soon as the Futu1ne of 
Goose Bay is assured with rE!SpE!Ct 
to the NATO base or othert~o.lise, so 
we know what is going to happen at 
that point, the planning t~o.d11 go 
ahead for the new hospital or 
whatever it is in Goose Bay. 
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My hon. colleague here last fall 
spent $1.5 million to open up a 
branch of Memorial University in 
Labrador City. (Inaudible) half 
a million dollars every year is 
going to be there. And not only 
that, I understand that the 
Minister is going up next week to 
open it. 

We continue to subsidize Labrador 
Airways to keep the cost of 
transportation down. We continue 
to fund the air ambulance service 
that provides the good hospital 
access to the coast of Labrador. 
The han. Minister of Social Work 
tAJill be sending social workers to 
Labrador to combat problems with 
child abuse as he is in other 
parts of the Province. The 
Minister of Fisheries wi 11 be 
placing a community stage in Black 
fickle, a fish plant in William's 
Harbour. He has money put aside -
for the collection and 
distribution of fish along the 
Labrador coast. 

There will be an enlarged gear 
replacement progra~. fish plants 
in Nain and Makkovik. $1.5 
million I believe for a marine lab 
in L'Anse-au-Diable, is that 
right? Works, Service and 
Transportation, $3 million to 
build a bridge across the St. 
Charles River - $3 million. The 
Minister of Mines and Energy has 
just completed four regional 
geological studies in Labrador and 
two economic geology studies to 
further the geological potential. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Minister ··- I 
believe it is the Minister over 
here - increased the funding for 
Them Day's magazine from a measly 
$20,000 to $4-0,000. The Grant for 
the combinE!d-

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 
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SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
By leave, by leave. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
It is moved and seconded that this 
House do now ad j our n . Is it the 
pleasure of the House to adopt the 
motion? All those in favour, 
'Aye' . 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Aye. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Those against, 'Nay' . 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Nay. 

MR. SPEAKER : 
I declare that the 1 nays 1 have it 
and that the Speaker will be in 
the Chair at -

MR. SIMMS: 
On a point of order. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
On a point of order, thE! hon. the 
Opposition House Leader. 

MR. SIMMS: 
Mr. Speaker, the point of order I 
wish to raise - I am trying to 
find the reference herE! as bE!St I 
can - it seems to me that on 
Thursdays at 6:00, or at S:OO, as 
the Standing Orders should now 
read, of course, the adjournment 
of the House, really, is 
determined in accordance with 
Standing Order 31, as I recollect. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
That is correct. 

MR. SIMMS: 
Does it not refer to the House 
automatically adjourning? I guess 
that is my question. Perhaps Your 
Honour could bE:~ 1nore precisl~ in 
explaining it. 
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MR. BAKER: 
Mr. Speaker. 

.M ~ .. :_.§. P ~0.K .. E R : 
The han. the 
Leader. 

MR. BAKER : 

Government HouSE! 

To that point of order, Standing 
Order 31, Section (h): 'At 5:00 
o'clock p.m. on any Thursday•, 
which is now 4:30, • the Speaker 
may, notwithstanding the 
provisions of Standing Order 14, 
deem that a motion to adjourn the 
House has been made and seconded, 
whereupon such motion shall be 
debatable for not more than thirty 
minutes •. Your Honour, that is 
what we have been doing for the 
last thirty minutes, debating the 
motion to adjourn. 

It goes down through and talks 
about the proceedings during the 
half-hour, the time limits, and so 
on, and it says: 'the Speaker 
shall put the motion to adjourn, 
and if the motion is carried, 
shall leave the Chair until 
Friday, but if ·the said motion is 
defeated, the Speaker shall leave 
the Chair unti1' now it should be 
1 7:00 o'clock p.m., 'when the 
order of business considered by 
the House immediately before the 
Speaker having deemed such a 
motion to adjourn to have been 
made shall be resumed. • 

So, Mr. Speaker, that handles it. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
There is plainly no point of order. 

The Speaker tAJill be in the Chair 
this evening at 7:00 p.m. and I 
invite han. Members to join me. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 
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The House resumed at 7:00p.m . 

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

When the House adjourned for l:he 
late shotAJ, I am informE:~d the han. 
the Leader of the Opposition lAJas 
to speak. He is not here and 
since we are still on the 
Amendment we arE:' ready for a 
speaker. The han. the Member for 
Stephenville. 

MR. K. AYLWARD: 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I lAJas 
starting to wondE!r t.uhE:~ther or not 
that minute might ever come, to 
tell you t.he truth, because I have 
been preparing for this speech For 
quite somE! time, and I apptnec:iate 
the opportunity. I spoke twice 
before in this debate on Meech 
Lake, Mr. Speaker, when we were in 
Opposition and expressed some 
grave concerns about the Meech 
Lake Accord at the time and I will 
be doing so again this evening, as 
this Government has donE! and wiJ.l 
continue to do. We are not ttnying 
to kil1 the Meech Lake Accotnd, uJc::~ 
are trying to repair it, we are 
trying to amc::~nd it, 1.11e ar·e trying 
to make:~ some:~ changes to l:he MeE~ch 
Lake Accord that t.uouJd make:~ :l.t a 
better document for Can<:tda. We 
have been working diligent1y to do 
that. The Premier has been 
1.110rking d:iligently to do that and 
has submitted a number of 
proposals for consideration by the 
Government of Canada, by the Prime 
Minister and his Federal Cabinet 
and his Federal Cabinet Minis-tc~rs 
from all over Canada - some of his 
Federal Cabinet Ministers From 
Quebec who happen to be, I 
believe, and I think a lot of 
people will believe, 
unfortunately, are more 
nationalist for Quebec than they 
are for Canada. 
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I think that has been one of the 
problems which the people arE! 
start:ing to see, IAJhen we talk 
about trying to get Meech Lake 
ratified. They are saying let us 
go along with it for now, we will 
sign on all the dotted lines and 
afterwards we will negotiate, but 
once this document is put forward, 
then there are going to be some 
major problems tha·t are going to 
exist for a long time to come. 

There are a number of things we 
have to look at. We are talking 
about a vision for Canada and we 
are talking about where we are 
going to be. The Leader of the 
Opposition talks about the danger 
and so on of the constitutional 
crisis that seE:~ms to be about 
right now. I went back and read 
some of the press releases and all 
the documents in 1981, when the 
same debate was occurring when 
Rene Levesque was elected and was 
trying to negotiate, was 
attempting to negotiate a number 
of proposals for the constitution 
to bring Quebec into Canada, but 
at that time, of course, Mr. 
Levesque did not want ·to even sit 
around the table, basically. He 
just wanted Sovereignty 
Association and he set about a 
plan to do that. Of course, they 
had a referendum, so a11 of this 
tirne, in the early 1980's and the 
late 1970 1 s were very difficult 
times for Canada in those days. 

But of course in those days you 
had a Prime Minister, Prime 
Minister Trudeau, who happened to 
be from Quebec, but who, also was 
ab1e to say: You have some 
demands, but they have to be 
reasonable for everybody e1se in 
Canada, and they have to be 
reasonable demands, so he 
undertook to try, as best he could 
to bring Quebec into the 
Constitution. He tried but it did 
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not work. They did not IAJant to be 
around at. the time, thE!Y did not 
tAJan-1~. to be at the table. That tAJas 
fine. Basically they dtd not IAlf.Hlt 
to be there and those were very 
difficult times in the history of 
Canada and at that time everybody 
was very concerned, but the fact 
of the matter is there are enough 
people in this country that IAJant 
to keep it together and have 
always wanted to keep it together, 
I be1ieve that is a strong 
majority. So I think we are go:ing 
to see in the Future, over these 
next few weeks and months, some 
give and take. But people say to 
our Premier, some of l.hE! 
Opposition Members and the 
Opposition acr·oss Canada, thet"E! :is 
very little of it, but some 
Opposition Members and leaders are 
saying to our Premier that. w~~ ar1?. 
the ones putting out the 
blackmail, we are the ones who are 
saying give us our conditions or 
else. But it is not us saying 
that, Mr. Speaker, what we are 
doing is presenting a negotiating 
position, and the fact of the 
matter is that the Pr·ime Minister 
has totally ignored Newfoundland 1 s 
presentation and our proposal.s. 
Has absolutely ignor·e·cl them. They 
have not even given it a second 
thought, as a matter of fact. 

So here we go, now we are into 
looking at rescinding the 
resolution so that we can get on a 
level playing field with the other 
two provinces who have not 
ratified the Accord, so we are 
trying to get on a 1E!VE•l playing 
field and deal with the matter. 
And it is in the constitution that 
we can do this and we are 
undertaking to do it. 

Now the Premier and 
Gov~~l"rltnen ·t comrnitb;!d l:hat IAJE~ 
try to negotiate and make 
changes and so on and get 
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conditions met and see what we 
could work out. But again the 
Prime Minister and the Government 
of Canada have absolutely ignored 
these presentations and our 
wishE:~s. So are we just suppose to 
keep going along until June 23 
rolls around and then we are into 
a real crisis. So we have 
undertaken this process to get on 
a level playing field, and to help 
to debate and stimulate the debate 
in this country so that we can get 
some compromises made and get some 
negotiations done. So we are not 
the ones who are out sC;lying, you 
know, give us our conditions or 
else. It is not us at all, we 
have presented our proposals and 
they have been very good 
proposals. I think the majority 
of Canadians absolutely agree with 
thos!?. proposals. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
Members of the Opposition agree 
also. 

MR. K. AYLWARD : 
Yes, I am sure many Members of the 
Opposition agree tJJith him really. 
But you also have the people of 
Newfoundland and Labrador, and I 
am very well sur·e that they agree 
with them. I know in my own 
District, I have had a number of 
people just tJJalk right up to me 
and say, keep it going and that is 
the right stand that you have 
taken. I mean on this issue it i& 
unbelievable the support that is 
there. And it is not an 
anti-Quebec feeling at all. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Oh no? 

MR. K. AYLWARD: 
Let us be honest. You know to say 
that people in Newfoundland and 
Labrador are anti-Quebec, I mean 
just because they have made a 
decision that maybe there are too 
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many conditions being met by a 
Prirne Minister. I rr11::1an let us bE:' 
honest. You know, I trust the 
j udgmE:~nt of NelAJ"foundlanders and 
Labradorians. So if they are out. 
there and they say, they do not 
feel that the Meech Lake Accord is 
going to do justice to Canada well 
I think they have a l"ight to do 
that . So I am h o n e s t , a.n d I a rn 
sure they are. So I do not see 
any problem with that. 

I think our position is very clear 
and we have waited and been 
patient, the PrE:~mier has been 
patient. Now we have come to a 
point in March and with three 
months to go, and we al"e into a 
situation where they are trying to 
put the heat on thE! two or l:hl"ee 
provinces, and they ar·e tr·ying to 
drum it up and see whether Ol" not 
·everybody would give in and do 
what Mr. Bourassa tJJants everybody 
to do. 

Well I have an article here that 
was put out right after the 
re---election of Ml". Bourassa in 
Quebec. And the headlines says 
1 Post election blackrnaLl. 1 It. lAJas 
an Ottawa newspaper and it says 
1 Sign Meech Lake or Quebec 
separates, Ot:l:atJJa thunders, bu·t is 
anybody listening? 1 Now this is 
last fall that these types of 
threats were being made. NotAl I do 
not believe that l:his lAJas t:.he 
honest way t.o go. I bE! 1 ie v e they 
should have been sitting dotJJn and 
talking about the conditions that 
we have, the problems tJJe have and 
the problems that other provinces 
have tAJith the Meech Lake Accol"d. 
The article noted that two of 
Prime Minister Brian Mulroney 1 s 
powerful Quebec Lieutenants, 
Minister Marcel Masse and 
Transport Minister, Benoit 
Bouchard, voted yes For 
Sovereignty Association in 
Quebec 1 s 19'76 l~eferendum. In 19'76 

No. 13 (Evening) RS'l 



Mr. Benoit Bouchard and Mr. Marcel 
Masse, two powerful Quebec 
Lieutenants notAl in the Federal 
Government of Canada, were on 
record as voting for Sovereignty 
Association, they were in the PQ 
Party, PQ Nationalists. There are 
more of them. That is only two 
they highlighted by the way . The 
only two they highlighted. Here 
we go, we have had these people, 
who are now in our Federal 
Government of Canada, representing 
you and me and everybody else. 
They helped Mr. Mulroney get 
elected to the National Government 
of Canada. They could not get 
their way with the PQ Party so 
they said let us help Mr. Mulroney 
get elected. So that is what they 
went and did. They set out in a 
determined effort to do that. Now 
they set out in a deter·rnined 
effort to do that. 

These people are in the Federal 
Government now and they are saying 
they are representing the 
interests of Canadians. They are 
supposed to be representing the 
interests of all Canada yet these 
people who voted voted for a 
Sovereignty Association proposal 
to take Quebec out. They are 
saying we are supposed to say: 
'yes well we can agree with the 
Federal Cabinet and we should go 
along with Meech Lake, but 
obviously the conditions they 
could not get in the Sovereignty 
Association, they could not get in 
the referendum that they had, they 
are trying to get through Meech 
Lake. It is very simple - that is 
exactly what they are trying to 
do. So that if Meech Lake gets 
through and they get all their 
conditions that they did not get 
the other lAJay, they are going to 
have Sovereignty Association 
anyt.llay . That is what is going to 
happen . 
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If you go back and look at the 
proposals in 1981: The PQ's 
blueprint for Quebec, 'The Touched 
Up Federalism Wi11 Not Do 
Report. • The PQs blueprint For 
Quebec is very similar to a number 
of the things that are in Meech 
Lake, especially talking about a 
distinct society and so on. A 
number of the things are very 
similar as a matter of fact, if 
anybody wished to go back and read 
them, and have a look at t.llhat. t~o.Jas 
said during the day and the 
proposals that were put forward. 

The Sovereignty Association poses 
very sim:ilar to a number of the 
conditions that the present 
Premier of Quebec, Ml". Bou1nassa, 
put forward in the Meech Lake 
Accord. These proposals from Mr. 
Bourassa were put forward a number 
of years later to a new Federal 
Government tJJhich has a nurni:H::~In of 
PQ nationalists who decided to run 
for Mr. Mulroney and get electE!d . 
That is fine. So basically that 
is the kind of stuff that is 
happening now with the debate tha~ 
is going on. 

People are saying to us, r::1verybody 
should sign Meech Lab:1 becauSE! 'it 
is good for Canada, and there will 
be no problem after. Everybody is 
going to sit down around the 
tab 1 e , and s en ate ref or rn will be 
able to be negotiated. All Lhe 
other things that are of strong 
interest for Canadians will be 
able to be negotiated. They are 
saying that on the one hand, and 
people know the diffe1nence . And 
they are starting to realize. It 
takes a while but once you get the 
picture out there and you have a 
real good look, an honest look, as 
we would say, you start to see 
it. This Article also goes on to 
say something else tAJhich ts vel"Y, 
very intE!re s ting when it. cernes to 
this debate and in tryoing to get 
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Quebec into the Confederation, 
into the Constitution, the Article 
says he1"e: 1 Mr. Bourassa used 
provisions in the Canadian Charter 
of Rights and Freedoms to by-pass 
the Supreme Court of Canada ruling 
that found Quebec 1 s French Only 
sign laws to be unconstitutional. 
He found them to be 
unconstitutional so he imposed the 
Notwithstanding Clause. Mr. 
Bourassa said that he would not 
have had to invoke the Charter if 
Meech Lake were law. 

But yet, it really does not mean 
anything. A distinct society, all 
that is is symbolism. It is just 
symbolism. So if he had had Meech 
Lake he could have done what he 
wanted to do IAJith Bill 1'78 and he 
would not have had any problem 
doing it. I think everybody in 
Canada wants to see Quebec in the 
Constitution. I think most people 
in Canada want to see Quebec in 
the Constitution but are we 
suppose to give everything? Are 
we suppose to say, okay, every 
condition you want you can have, 
and the rest of Canada, or the 
interests of Newfoundland and 
Labrador are to be ignored, or 
those of Nova Scotia or of anybody 
else? Are we supposed to do just 
that and then sit down after and 
try to negotiate, when in esSE!nce 
with the Meech Lake proposals, as 
they stand now, especially with 
distinct society as it is in the 
proposals, you will have in 
essence, I mean Quebec wi11 have 
in essence the ability to do IAJhat 
they want to promote their 
society, a separate distinct 
society? 

If you look it up in Webster 1 s 
Dictionary it is a separate 
society, a separate institution 
altogether. We lArill have a 
country within a country and that 
is basica1ly what we are going to 
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have. It is most unfortunate. We 
recognize that Quebec is a 
distinct society. I very much do, 
but how far do you go w:i.th 
distinct society and how far does 
everybody else in Canada go with 
it? I think Canadians have made a 
great effort to bring QuebE~c into 
the Constitution, a bilingual 
country, people getting French 
immersion teaching. I think we 
have done a superb job and have 
attempted very much so to meet the 
needs of Quebec and to sprE!ad the:~ 
French language in Canada. The 
Port au Port Peninsu1a in this 
Province is a grotAJing area whE!re 
French culture is being promoted. 
A new school out there just opened 
and all kinds of irnpl"ouements at"E:~ 
happening. There is nobody 
against that, evE:~rybody is fot" it, 
but yet Mr. Bourassa tAJants his 
separate society, to do what he 
wants and to get what he could not 
get years ago, or get what they 
could not get year·s ago. I think 
it is most unfortunate that at the 
very least they do not want to sit 
down to the table and ta 1 k about 
it. They are out in the papers 
again today saying we are not 
going to move, we are not going to 
budge, Meech Lake has to be signed 
then we tAJill talk. That sounds 
like an negotiating position to 
l'ne. We are trying to get th~::~m to 
sit dotAm to the table but they do 
not want to sit clotAJn and uJe are 
being told that we are the ones 
who are being the nation·--tAJreckers 
of Canada. 

Now I have a hard time sitting 
here taking that I have to tell 
you. I am not a nation-wrecker 
and nobody on this side is a 
nation-wrecker. As a matter of 
fact we are nation builders and we 
propose proposals that will help 
nation build. They can call us 
what they want but I am not going 
to say to them that they are 

No. 13 (Evening) R59 



nation-wreckers. I say to them 
they are entitled to their opinion 
and so am I. I think l:hat all 
members of this House are trying 
to nation build and I believe that 
in the level of debate we are into 
that is what we should be saying 
to each other. 

We are trying to nation build. We 
may disagree about how we are 
going to do that or how these 
proposals are going to go but we 
are nation-builders on this side. 
I say if the majority of Canadians 
could get a chance to vote on 
those proposals would vote for 
them. There is no doubt about it 
in my mind. I doubt very much if 
we are ever going to get to ·t:hat. 
It depends. If there is some 
flexibility and if this Prime 
Minister we have has the vision of 
Canada, and what that vis ion is I 
am not sure, but we will see what 
his vision of Canada is. I am 
going to get into that in a few 
minutes. When I was corning up . 
with rny own arguments, and I have 
read everything I can find on the 
Meech Lake Accord and the 
interpretations from all over 
Canada, I was sent a brochure, 
1Meech Lake, setting the record 
straight 1 sponsored by Canadians 
for unifying constitution with the 
co-operation of friends of Meech 
Lake. This document was sent to 
all Government Members, I 
believe. I got it the other day. 
In the document they go on to 
explain Meech Lake and why people 
should vote for Meech Lake and why 
we should pass the Meech Lake 
Accord as is and let it go 
through. One of the phrases they 
get into here, they describe the 
distinct society clause, and their 
interpretation of the distinct 
society clause and how it will 
effect Canada. They say here that 
these are the people promoting 
Meech Lake. Meech Lake provides a 

L60 March 29, 1990 Vol XLI 

symbolic affirmation for the 
future which is essentia1 to the 
self confidence of Quebecers and 
their willing participation in the 
Canadian partnership. Symbolic 
affirmation for the future is what 
they say here. 

They go on to say the distinct 
society clause tells the courts to 
be sensitive to that unique and 
legitimate role of Governments in 
Quebec. It tells the courts to be 
sensitive to that unique and 
legitimate role so they are saying 
that the courts are going to be 
sensitive, they are going to have 
to interpret that distinct society 
cla1.1se which wiJ.J. becornE! 1.a1Al, be 
part of the Constitution. They 
are going to have to interpret 
that and be sensitive to it. 

They go on and it says that: thE! 
clause is then an instit1.1tional 
recognition of Quebec 1s 
uniqueness. I am not sure what 
that means, bu ·t I have been 
researching it and I have been 
trying to come up with a 
definition for that . I havE! not 
been able to get a clear 
understanding. It does not say 
what they are going to b1:~ able to 
do and what they are not going to 
be able to do. 

It goes on to say, in any 
particular case the precise 
balance be tween the protec tton of 
minority rights and Quebec 1s 
ability to promote a distinct 
society will be established by the 
courts. This is the same document 
now I am reading out of it. A 
minute ago it was syrnbo1ic 
gesture, the distinct society 
clause in the Meech Lake Acco1"d. 
The samE! brochure is saying that 
the precise balance between the 
protection and rn:inol"ity rights in 
Quebec 1 s ability to prornot-.:1:' a 
distinct identity will be 
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~stablished by the courts. So the 
courts are going to interpret 
every moue that the Quebec 
Government makes and that is 
brought to the court. And the 
interpretations are going to be 
wide open. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
What is going to happen? 

MR. K. AYLWARD: 
What is going to happen? I do not 
know. I would hope that they will 
do with the distinct society 
clause what they should do and 
that would be proper for Canada 
and proper for Quebec. But then 
again, you knotAl, how do wr:~ know? 
We do not know. And so what we 
have asked and all tAle have asked 
is tha ·t we recognize the distinct 
society cJ.ause of Quebec being 
distinct, but let us say what it 
means. Instead of leaving all the 
ambiguity there, say what it 
means. And that is not so hard to 
do, but for some reason or other 
we just cannot get the Federal 
Prime Minister and the Federal 
Government and Min. Bourassa, to 
say what it means. 

But I know lAlhat it means, as this 
article says. If he had Meech 
Lake - Bill 178 - no problem. Do 
what you want. That is what Mr. 
Bourassa wi11 do. That is what he 
says he would do. No probJ.em, 
that is 1.1.1hat he t..uill do. But we 
are being told outside that they 
tAJill not do that, that this clause 
WOJ"d is located in the ME!E!Ch Lake 
Accord that there tAJi11 not be any 
problem, that it is just. there for 
symbolic gesture to recognize 
Quebec as a distinct society. 

Well, I haVE! read the 
through and I have 
objective as I can. I 
some exerps from it and, 
it is mo1"e ambiguous 
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docurn"=~nt I have seen YE!t. that. is 
talking about the Meech Lake 
Accord. So I have bE!en trytng to 
be honest about it in looking at 
it and looking at all the angles. 
What are we suppos1:ld to do? Are 
we supposed to agree to every 
demand? We want to agree to as 
many as tAle can, but in doing so 
you have got to be responsible in 
doing that. And the position of 
Newfoundland and Labrador has also 
to be protected and has to be 
enhanced. 

And I believe the proposals we put 
forward are UE!ry positiVE!. ThE!Y 
are very positive, ·they aJ"e nation 
building, they are nation 
constructing. And this 
nation-building is going to go on, 
not only for the next few weeks or 
months but it 1 s going to go on 
for a number of years to come. As 
it has in the past, as it has for 
the last hundred odd years. 

So, when Mr. Mulroney gets up and 
says - and the threats that poor 
out .- that things are getting very 
difficult and that W"=~ had better 
do it or else, and when he ta'lks 
about the vision of Canada that. he 
has and the accomodat.ions that he 
has to make for his Quebec Caucus, 
and I think a lot of those Members 
in that caucus are for Canada, but 
then some of them have a different 
vision. And I beli.eve the vision 
they have is one of l".:wo separate 
states, one Canada and one Quebec. 

And I suppose that is what the 
debate is all about: at this 
prE!Sent timE!, that is what. it has 
been about this last number of 
months. And a division of Canada 
and what its existence tAJi].l be tf 
the Meech Lake Accord goes through 
is what the debate "is all about. 
A n d I s a y to any bod y , I a rn not a 
professional lawyer or anything 
else, bljt. I hav"=~ read ·U11~ough al1 
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the different documentation. If 
there was honesty from the Federal 
Government on this matter it would 
be much easier or at least if they 
were more upfront, it would be 
much easier for this Government to 
negotiate and talk and to try to 
bring forward and to deal with the 
problems. But they have been 
ignoring it and I think .it is time 
that they dealt with the matter in 
a much better fashion, instead of 
playing off one against the 
other. I think they have been 
doing that for too long and I 
believe the Prime Minister has 
indicated in a number of press 
reports, that ·there is very little 
strategy as to how to resolve this 
probh~m. and it seems as if 1'1~~ has 
been flying by the seat of his 
pants, as has been said in the 
prE!SS reports. 

I mean to let something go this 
far and to go this long, being a 
Prime Minister of Canada, this 
great country, and to let it go to 
this end. It has been said that 
this time there are some very 
difficult problems in Canada, 
there is a lot of friction in 
different parts of Canada and so 
on, and we are being told now that 
we might be creating it. we are 
part of the ones wl'lo are creating 
it. You know out west they 
elected a senator and for which 
party did they elect a senator 
for? A reform party, the reform 
party who want reforms . Now this 
was done a number of months ago. 
this was done out in Western 
Canada. 

MR. MURPHY: 
AI be r ta::·-( in au d i b 1 e ) . 

MR. K. AYLWARD: 
In New Brunswick there is a 
separate third party started up 
out there For English rights. 
They started out. In Quebec 
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another third party, English 
rights in Quebec. Got three or 
four rnernbers elE!ctecl in H1E! last 
Provincial election. All this 
stuff is going on in the different 
parts of Canada, and we are bet ng 
told now we are the onE!S who are 
nation t.rJrecking. I m"=~an let us 
get the record straight he:~rE·. we 
are trying to build it and we are 
trying to put forward decent 
proposals and trying to negotiate 
and we have a good vision of 
Canada and a very strong one. And 
this Province contributes a gr'eat 
deal to this Canada, it 
contributes a great deal. 

We are trying to see the thing 
through. We are trying l:o see a 
Senate reform that needs to be 
done. We would like to see tbat 
happen. And I be:~ 1 iE!V e it tAJOU ld be 
very beneficial for this Canada 
and for this Province, but hotAJ are 
you suppose to do that if all 
parties are not being honE! s t with 
each other? And I believe the 
Federal Government has not been 
honest with this Province and that 
is most unfortunate. It has madE! 
it very difficult and I think it 
is most unfortunate because the 
problems are still festering and 
the debate heats up and things are 
getting said. rhe Prf.:Hni~~r of 
Quebec is saying things that we 
react to and it should not have to 
happen that LI.Jay. The Prime 
Minister should be putting people 
together and trying to get this 
matter resolved and it is most 
unfortunate, I believe, that we 
are at this point. in time. But 
the debate wiLl. go on, and IAK' <.H'E! 
going to put forward our strong 
proposals that the Premier has put 
forward and I believE:~ .in the end, 
if everybody individua11y goes and 
looks at it real seriously and 
sees the motives behind certain 
aspects of what has happenE!d her'e, 
I · think if everybody had a good 
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hard look at it that there are 
things that could happen to be 
very positive and I believe some 
things are going to happen. 

But it will take the Prime 
Minister•s involvement to do 
that. And I just hope ·that he is 
not going to bend to the pressure 
of some of his nationalist 
Ministers of Quebec, who he has in 
his Cabinet, who are saying do not 
moue at all. So if 
nation-wreckers are going to be 
applied do not apply them to this 
Province, but there is another 
place you could apply them to, and 
that is where the blame should be 
laid if there is any blame to be 
laid at all. I do not think we 
should be into that. I think we 
should be trying to do something 
wit.h it and it is time that Mr·. 
Mulroney got very serious about it 
and dealt with the matter. 

I think also, Mr. Speaker, when it 
comes down to this Province and 
its contribution to Confederation 
that we take no back seat to 
anybody and we contributed a great 
deal of resources and we 
contributed also to the spirit of 
this Canada. And I find it most 
unfortunate that a number of 
things have been said by the 
Premier of Quebec talking about 
Newfoundland, that we are going to 
be like Toronto, and so on, this 
type of thing. What a way to 
argue about constitutional 
proposals! I mean that is no way 
to be. Let us deal with the 
constitutional proposals instead 
of getting on with that kind of 
stuff. And WE! have done that. We 
have put forward some superb 
proposals to deal with this. But 
again, you have to have all 
parties wanting to see it 
through. I firmly believe, and it 
is my humble opinion, that if 
Meech Lake goes through, if it 
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u.Jere to be adopted, you tJJi11 sE:~E!, 
Quebec will have the mechanisms to 
eventually moue away from Canada 
and be able to set up a separate 
state. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

The hon. Member•s time has elapsed. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
By leave, by leave! 

MR . K. AYLWARD: 
Anyway, just to 
SpE:~aker. 

clUE:1 up, Mr . 

As I have said, I have read, 
watched, listened -

MS DUFF: 
'o nau'Ciible) . 

MR. K. AYLWARD: 
No, that is not what I am saying. 

MS DUFF: 
Explain your last remark . 

MR. K. AYLWARD: 
'I'"'wiir-expfain my J.ast rE!ITiark. If 
they get what is in the Meech Lake 
Accord, as it is notAl, as thE! P.Q. 
Nationalists Ministers in Mr. 
Mulroney•s Cabinet would like to 
see happen, if that happE!ns, they 
will have the mechanism to be able 
to do what they want. Mr. 
B o u r as s a wi 11 not n N! d to i n v o k e 
the notwithstanding clause. 

MS DUFF: 
(Inaudible) . 

MR. K. AYLWARD: 
I can easily explain it. If they 
are given the right to promote 
their distinct society as it. is, 
wit. hi n that cons U. t uti on , as J. aw, 
and it has to be interpreted by 
the courts, they can go _ .. 
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AN HON. MEMBER : 
Quote Bourassa. 

MR . K. AYLWARD: 
Yes, I can quote Bourassa, again . 
I mean he feels he will have the 
mechanism to promote a distinct 
society, his distinct society. 

MS DUFF: 
(Inaudible) now . 

MR. K. AYLWARD: 
Yes that was a clause they were 
not supposed to use. 

Anyway, I tell you what, I am 
going to set up shop downstairs, 
if you want to come down, and we 
can have a debate on that, and I 
cou1d go further, but I will not. 
But my beliE:1f is that, and I 
believe if some amendments can be 
made to Meech Lake, some changes 
made, it will be a much better 
document for everybody in this 
Canada, and I believe that is what 
we proposed. So we are 
nation-builders, not 
nation-wrecker~. Mr . Speaker. 

Thank you. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MS VERGE: 
Mr . Speaker . 

MR. SPEAKER : 
The hon . the Member for Humber 
East. 

MS VERGE: 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to speak on 
the motion made by the Leader of 
the Opposition this afternoon, to 
amend the Premier's resolution 
rescinding the Province's 
ratification of the Meech Lake 
Accord. 
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Mr. Speaker, the Premier's 
resolution, printed in our Order 
Paper, is a major move for this 
Legislature and for this 
Province. It is an unprecedented 
development, as the Premier 
himself acknowledges, in an 
unprecedented process of 
attempting to amend the pa-tr·iat:ed 
constitution. 

Mr. Speaker, this resolution 
reversing the Legislature's 
ratification of the Meech Lake 
Accord is a drastic measure . The 
resolution would have negative 
repercussions for the Province's 
future dealings with third 
parties, be they other Canadian 
jurisdictions or firms or 
individuals in commerce. HotAJ e1re 
third parties dealing with this 
Province in the future to trust 
our word? 

The resolution represents a 
reversal of the Premier's own 
personal word, which he gave to 
the other Canadian First Ministers 
at the First Ministers 1 Confe1nE:1nce 
in November. Mr. Spl~aker, I have 
a transcript of what the First 
Ministers agreed al: the conclusion 
of that ConferE!nce, and it says, 
'In return, the Prernier of 
Newfoundland has agreed that the 
legislature tAJill not, in the 
meantime, rescind the resolution 
already passed by the Leqislature 
in Newfoundland.' 

Mr. Speaker, despite the gravity 
of this resolution, despite the 
negative consequences of the 
Resolution, the Premier is trying 
to rush it throuqh the House of 
Assembly and the Premier is 
shutting out the public from any 
involvement in this process. And 
why, what is the excuse? Well the 
excuse the PlnE!ITd.er giv~:1s, i.s that 
he wants this Province to be on 
the sarne footing as NetAJ Brunst ... ri.ck 
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and Manitoba, the othE!r Meech Lake 
Accord hold- out provinces, but he 
wants to be taken morE! seriously, 
he wants more people in Canada to 
pay attention to him. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, throughout the process of 
discussing the Meech Lake Accord 
throughout Canada, since the 
Premier assumed office, his 
tactics and his timing have been 
calculated to get as much 
attention as possible for himselF 
and to get that attention at the 
expense of the other participants 
in the process. 

Mr. Speaker, Members will recall 
that it was on the eve of the 
First Ministers Conference in 
November when the Premier tabled 
in this Assembly his proposal for 
constitutional development, his 
alternative to the Meech Lake 
Accord. He then flew off to the 
First Ministers Conference and 
dropped his package on his fellow 
First Ministers. He did not 
present his proposals in advance 
of the conference, allowing the 
other First Ministers time to 
study his suggestions and to 
digest them and to prepare 
themselves to discuss them with 
the Premier at the First Ministers 
conference. No, he waited until 
just before the conference, so 
that he would get maximum national 
publicity For himself and he 
succeeded, but at what cost? Was 
it helpful in a process of 
constitutional consensus seeking, 
was it helpful in an effort to 
reconciJ.e differences? No, Mr. 
Speaker, and surely, ·the Premier • s 
tactics were dE!Signr:~d to disrupt, 
for, the Premier•s alternative 
constitutional proposals are 
radical. They do not consist of 
suggestions to augment the Meech 
Lake Accord, they do not amount to 
add on to the .Meech Lake Accord, 
they constitute radically 
different approaches to the 
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Canadian Constitution. On 
receiving our Premier•s proposal 
last November, the Premier of PEl, 
a Liberal Premier, a lawyer, 
reacted by saying, •clyde WeJ.J.s• 
alternative is like something From 
Mars•. 

Mr. Speaker, the PremiE!r • s real 
purpose is not to improve the 
Meech Lake Accord, it is to ki11 
the Accord. The Premier•s next 
strategic move was herE! a WE!E!k or 
so ago, and that was giving notice 
of his Resolution to rE!Verse ·this 
Legislature•s approval of the 
Meech Lake Accord. And when did 
he do that, Mr. Speaker? l-IE:! did 
it the day after New Brunswick 
Premier, Frank Mcl<enna, launched 
an initiative designed to opc:~n up 
national discussion about a 
companion Resolution or a 
companion Accord which, if 
successful, would have thE! effE!Ct 
of resolving some doubts about the 
Meech Lake Accord. The Premier 
gave this notice of the rescindtng 
Resolution the same day as the 
Prime Minister tAJas due to go on 
National Television to makE! a 
major statement about the Meech 
Lake Accord. Again, tactics and 
timing calculated to get maximum 
publicity for ·the PrE!miE!r, but 
designed to disrupt constructive 
effort on thE! part of other 
leaders in the nation to get 
agreement, to resolve differenCE!S, 
to hold the country together, to 
include Quebec in the Canadian 
Constitution family. 

Mr. Speaker, again the Premier has 
demonstrated that his rE•al agenda 
is not amending the Meech lake 
Accord, it is not adding on, it i.s 
not clarifying, it is radically 
changing the Meech Lake Accord, 
radically changing the 
Constitution of Canada. 

Mr. SpeakE!r, ped1aps the lnE!al 
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reason the Premier is not ge!tting 
the attention he wants from the 
other First Ministers is that his 
position is so extreme. How is it 
feasible for other First Ministers 
to have meaningful dialogue with 
this Premier when his position is 
poles apart from them. 
Ironically, this Premier talkes 
about other First Ministers being 
intransigent, but it is really he 
who is the most intransigent of 
them all. 

Mr. Speaker, one of ·the other 
great ironies in this Premier's 
position is that he is objecting 
to the unanimity requirement in 
the new amending formula in the 
Meech Lake Accord. Now, Mr. 
Speaker, if it were not for the 
unanimity requirement in the 
existing Constitution, the 1982 
Constitution, this Premier would 
not be a player at this point in 
the Canadian Constitutional 
Development, he would be a mere 
onlooker. So it is the unanirni ty 
requirement that is in our present 
CQnstitution that gives this 
Premier and this Legislature and 
this Province the leverage that we 
now have; it is because of that 
unanimity requirement that he is 
getting national news coverage, 
and, yet, part of his alternative 
is a rejection oF the broadening 
of the unanimity requirement tha ·t 
the Meech Lake Accord gives. 

This Premier is saying no to that 
widening of the unanimity 
requirement. Evidently, he would 
not in some later state of his 
tenure in office as Premier, want 
to be a vi tal player in the 
constitutional amendment of 
national institutions; evidently, 
he would not want his successor in 
the Office of Premier to be a key 
player in any future discussion 
about a Constitution amendment 
dealing with a national 
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institution . 

Mr. Speaker, the PrerniE!ln giVE!S us 
his reason for rejecting the Mer:!Ch 
Lake Accord amending provisions 
that this would make Senate reform 
difficult. Mr. SpeakE!r, SenatE! 
reform is going to be impossib1e 
until and unless Quebec is brought 
into the Constitution. Any 
political realist would conCE!de 
that. 

The Prerrri.er, then, in h'i.s 
alternative, talks c.::~.bout a Triple 
E Senate as being the ansWE!r for 
this Province, as being the 
salvation of this Province, as 
being the vehicle fo1n eliminating 
the economic disparities arnong l::hE! 
Provinces of Canada. 

We'll, Mr. Speaker, his Triple E 
Senate is really a hyb1nid of lhE! 
political syst.E:1ms in the UK and 
the US. It is not a workable 
proposition. But even if, for 
purposes of discussion, we look at 
the effect of the actual U .·s. 
Triple E Senate, IAJhich has wo1nked 
for many, many years, we can see 
that there is economic disparity 
among the States. 

Mr. Speaker, I have somE! 
statistics here that I will 
quote. I am sure Members on both 
sides will be interested in 
hearing them. The s tat:i s t'.i. c s show 
that there are staggering gaps Jn 
unemployment rates among the 
States. One of the most affluent 
states, Connecticut, has i:he 
lowest unemployment rate in the 
U.S. - I just found rny statistics, 
Mr. Speaker - Connecticut has th(! 
highest per capita personal income 
in the U. S. In 1988, that was 
over $23,000. Contrasted lAI'.i.l:h 
that, Mr. SpE:~aker, are thE! States 
of West Virgtnia and Mississippi, 
which both have per capita 
personal :income of less l:han half 
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of that. So, obviously, the U.S. 
Triple E Senate has not brought 
about equality among the states, 
measured by per capita personal 
income, or measut~ed by any other 
financial indicator. 

Similarly, Mr. Speaker, the U.S. 
Triple E Senate has not eliminated 
dis pari ties and inequalities among 
individuals in the U.S.; it has 
not eliminated a gap between the 
rich and the poor, between men and 
women, between whites and blacks. 
The U.S. is a nation of plenty, 
but with huge contrasts and 
variations in levels of affluence. 

Mr. Speaker, the Premier 1 s second 
major objection to the Meech Lake 
Accord has to do with the spending 
power provision in the Accord, 
which formally recognizes the role 
of the Federal Government to spend 
in areas within exclusive 
provincial jurisdiction, something 
the Federal Government has been 
doing for decades, given the 
revenue-raising powers that were 
carved out between the Provincial 
and Federal levels of Government 
when Canada bE!gan, and given the 
development of the welfare state, 
with the state assuming 
responsibility for delivering 
expensive education, health and 
social services programs, all of 
which are within provincial 
jurisdiction. The part of the 
Meech Lake Accord spending power 
provision the Premier objects to 
is the provision that would allow 
provinces to receive block funding 
for new national programs mounted 
by the Federal Government that are 
new and within provincial 
jurisdiction. The Meech Lake 
Accord gives provinces the option 
in that kind of situa·tion, instead 
of having OttatAJa deliver the new 
national programs, of receiving a 
block amount of funds and then 
having the province, itself, 
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deliver the programs . 

Mr. Speaker, in my opinion, that 
would be a welcome development. 
Too often in the past, we have 
seen examples of national programs 
designed by bureaucrats in Ottawa 
with the needs of Central Canada 
in mind, and, at: that, urban 
Central Canada, designed in such a 
way as to perhaps be appropriate 
and fitting in St. John 1 s, but to 
be quite inappropriate and even 
wasteful for rural Newfoundland 
and Labrador. 

Mr. Speaker, our Province has a 
larger rural component than any 
ot:her province in Canada. Sadly, 
that rural componE!nt is declining, 
but it is still true that our 
Province has a higher proportion 
of our population living in small 
communities than any other 
province of Canada, and, 
therefore, I feel, there are many 
instances where our Province would 
be better off if we could have our 
Provincial Government receive 
block funding from Ottawa and then 
tailor the objectives of the 
federal national program to our 
own circumstances and have our own 
Provincial Government de<U.VE!r thE! 
program. 

Mr. Speaker, the spending potAJet~ 
provisions of the Meech Lake 
Accord do not apply to programs 
within federal jurisdiction, they 
do not apply to federal programs 
assigned · to rE!duce economic 
disparity, such .as ACOA, and, of 
course, they do not apply to 
present federal programs tAJithin 
Provincial jurisdiction, such as 
funding medicare or funding higher 
education. 

An example often used to 
i1lustratE! the possible effect:s of 
the Meech Lake Accord spending 
power is a new national day care 
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program. Mr. Speaker, I hope that 
does rna terial i ze, the long talked 
about, long promised national. day 
care program. If it does, I 
believe our Province would be much 
better served if, instead of 
O·ttawa imposing its designs on us 
and having federal bureaucrats 
administer the programs, the 
Federal Government transferred to 
the Minister of Social Services 
for our Province a block of money 
and then allowed our Minister of 
Social Services to tailor a 
program appropriate for small 
communities around our Province, 
as well as urban centres, and had 
his own staff deliver the program. 

The Meech Lake Accord says that if 
that were chosen by a Province, 
then the province 1 s program would 
have to conform to national 
objectives, and in that way there 
would be some assurance that 
quality would be consistent across 
the country. In that way, Mr. 
Speaker, I believe that our 
citizens and our Provincial 
Government could actually get a 
much better return from the 
investment of taxpayers• doll.ars, 
funded through the Federal 
Government. I am glad to see that 
the Minister of Social Services is 
nodding in agreement. 

Mr. Speaker, the Premier•s other 
major objection to the Meech Lake 
Accord, and this is probably the 
only one that most Members of the 
public have picked up on yet, is 
his objection to the distinct 
society clause. Mr. Speaker, I 
doubt if mor.e than 1 per cent of 
the citizens of the Province have 
read or heard that distinct 
society clause in its entirety and 
I would like to quote it. It 
says: • The Constitution of Canada 
shall be interpreted in a manner 
consistE!nt with 
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(a) The recognition that the 
existence of French-speaking 
Canadians, centered in QUE!bec but 
al.so present elsewhere in 
Canada . .. 1 and, as an aside, I 
will acknowledge the 
French-speaking people in our 
Province, the indigenous 
Francophones on the Port au Port 
Peninsula, in the District of our' 
colleague, the Member for Port au 
Port (Mr . Hodder), as well as 
Francophones in St. John•s and 
Labrador West, as thE! three main 
centers of French-speaking people 
in our Province. So, there is a 
recognition that French-speaking 
Canadians are centered in Quebec 
but also present elsewhE!r~~ tn 
Canada. And then it goes on to 
talk about the re cognition of 
English-speaking Canadians, 
concentrated outside QUE!bec but 
also present in Quebec, 
constitutes a fundamental 
characteristic of Canada. Who can 
quarrel with that? 

(b) • The recognition that QUE!bec 
constitutes within Canada a 
distinct soci.ety. • That is an 
obvious fact. Even the Premier 
concedes that point. And then it 
goes on: 1 The role of the 
Parliament of Canada and the 
provincial legislatures to 
preserve the fundamental 
Characteristic of Canada Referred 
to in paragraph (l)(a) is 
affirrnE!d. 1 And then ·the cruciaJ. 
clause: 1 The role of the 
leg~slature and Government of 
Quebec to preserve and promote the 
distinct identity of Quebec 
referred to in paragraph ( 1) (b) ·.is 
affirmed. • And finally, Nothi.ng 
in this section derogates from, or 
subtracts from, or takes away from 
the powers, rights or priuileges 
of Parliament or the Government of 
Canada, or of the legislatures or 
governments of the prouinces, 
including any powers, rights, or 
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privileges relating to language . 

Mr. Speaker, ·tha·t final clause 
makes it clear that under the 
Meech Lake Accord there is no 
transfer of power from Ottawa to 
Quebec City, there is no shift of 
legislative jurisdiction from the 
Federal Parliament to the Quebec 
National Assembly in Quebec City, 
nor is there any shift of power 
from any other province to Quebec. 

Mr. Speaker, as previous spe!akers 
on ·this side have pointed out, the 
vast majority of constitutional 
law professors in Canada, 
authorities on the Canadian 
Constitution, say that this 
distinct society clause ~hich 
talks about the role of the 
legislature and Government of 
Quebec to preserve and promote the 
distinct identity of Quebec, does 
not confer on Quebec any 
additional powers. 

Mr. Speaker, the Member for 
Stephenville (Mr. Aylward) quoted 
from a booklet put out by 
Canadians for unifying 
Constitution. He faiJ.ed to refer 
·to the signatories to the 
document. The signatories are 
numerous and they are listed at 
the back of the pamphlet. They 
include such esteemed citizens as 
Edmond Beau vie, Deanne Cohen, Alex 
Colville, Trevor Eaton, John 
Fisher, sometimes called Mr. 
Canada, Peter Hogg, our friend the 
constitutional law profess or; they 
include Paul Desmarais, former 
Chancellor of Memorial University 
of Newfoundland, Jack Pickersgill, 
a prominent LiberaJ. politician, 
and William Lederman, the 
Premier 1 s old adversary in the 
patriation court case. So, the 
great weight of constitutional 
legal authority is in support of 
the Meech Lake Accord cJ.ause 
d1:!a'1ing wi{:h how the Constitution 
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Mr. Speaker, now we corrtE! back to 
the question of the process by 
which the Premier is trying to 
pass this resolution. As I 
indicated in the beginning, the 
Premier is trying to rush this 
through the House of Assembly and 
in the process he is denying any 
opportunity for citizens of 
Newfoundland and Labr·ador to takE! 
part. What reaJ.istic chance is 
there for our constitu~;;1nts to 
contribute to this proCE!SS? ThE~re 
is a handful of people in the 
public gaJ.J.ery this eVE!ning. The 
press gallery are covering it and, 
in the case of the eJ.ectronic 
media, u.Jill probably cover it tAiith 
a ten second news clip 
periodically, and the print rnedia 
will probably give short artic1.E!S 
on it. But what is neE!cll::'!d is a 
comprehensive education process, 
and an excellent way to facilitate 
that wouJ.d be for the PrE!rniE!r to 
mov(-?. immediately to set up a 
select committee of this 
Legislature, made up of MembE!Ins on 
both siciE!S, MernbE!rs hoJ.clj.ng 
different positions on the Meech 
Lake AccoJnd, and ernpou.Jer the 
committee to carry out a process 
that is parallel to the 
Legislative Review Committee 
process, the process that has beE!n 
conducted to look at new 
legislation being proposed by the 
Government, such as Bill 53, or 
now Bill 25, on public access to 
inland t.uaterways. Mr. Speak or, 
that Bi11 is controversiaJ. and t.he 
Committee looking at the Bi11 and 
ha.lding public hE!ari.ngs got a hugE! 
response. Lots of citizens turned 
out to give their reaction to that 
bill, and, Mr. Speaker, many of 
those people have not been 
satisfted by the Prernior 1 s 
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response. 

But that tAJas an instance, ·to the 
credit of the Premier and the 
Government, where the democratic 
process was engaged and where 
citizens were given a real 
opportunity to scrutinize what. the 
Government was proposing. Now, if 
that bill is important, how much 
more important is the constitution 
of the whole nation, the 
fundamental law which sets 
parameters on whatever laws may be 
passed by this Legislature or any 
other Legislature or Parliament in 
all of Canada? How much more 
important than having public 
hearings on Bill 53 is it to have 
public hearings on the Premier's 
resolution to cancel our support 
of the Meech Lake Accord? How 
much more important is to have 
public hearings on the Premier's 
alternative proposals? 

Mr. Speaker, as I have said in my 
previous speech, it comes as quite 
a surprise ·to many people in the 
Province, after all the Premier 
has said since becoming the 
Premier about the importance of 
involving the people in the 
development of the people's 
Constitution, that he is now 
saying flatly no to the request to 
have public hearings now. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : oli.-:-0hT .. ____ ........ -

MR. SIMMS: 
Mr . Speaker, please! 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, pleaSE!! 

MS VERGE: 
We are operating within a tight 
time frame. We are facing a June 
23 deadline to ratify the Meech 
Lake Accord or work out some 
accommodation and consensus to 
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adopt a modified version of the 
Accord. That is only thrE!E' months 
away, Mr. Speaker. NotAl !:he 
Premier's fallback is that his 
resolution provides for !:he 
ultimate in democracy, a 
referendum. But. Mr. Speaker, 
what is the value of a yes o1n no 
referendum on something as 
complicated as the Constitution, 
when citizens have no opportunity 
to see the Meech Lake Accord, to 
become informed about. what it 
mE!ans. to realiz~1 thE! consequenCE!S 
of our Province reversing our 
stand on the Meech Lake Accord, 
and without seeing or hearing of 
the Premier's alternative. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order. please! 

The han. Member's time is up . 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
By leave! By leave! 

MS VERGE: 
Mr . SpeakE!r, I tJ..londE!In if the 
Members would give me leave to 
finish my thoughts, as we gave 
leave for the Member For 
Stephenville? 

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

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Oh, oh! 

MR. DOYLE: 
Clyde said yes. 
give her leave. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Oh, oh! 

MR. SIMMS: 

Clyde said to 

Order, boy! Listen to lhe Speaker. 

No. 13 (Evening) 1no 



MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

To my r•ecollection, at two minutes 
after eight the hon. Mr:~mber would 
finish. Her time has elapsed. 

MS VERGE: 
Y e s , M-r. s pea k e r , I realize that 
my time has elapsed, but I am 
as king if hon. Members wouJ.d give 
me leave for another minute or two. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Oh, oh! 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

Does the hon. the Member have 
leave of the House? 

PREMIER WELLS: 
Mr. Speaker, the hon. Member 
should have leave to wind up, but 
it should be windup, just the same. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Okay. ---

MR. SIMMS: 
Yes, Mr. Speaker, in the same way 
we afforded leave to the Member 
for Stephenville a few moments ago. 

MS VERGE : 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I 
appreciate that courtesy. 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. the Member for Humber 
East. 

MS VERGE: 
The final point I am maldng, Mr. 
Speaker, is that there are many 
misconceptions about the Meech 
Lake Accord, and public hearings 
conducted by a Select Committee of 
the House would be a way oF 
eradicating those misconceptions. 
For example, Mr. Speaker, I wonder 
how many peopJ.e in the Province 
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realize that the Meech Lake Accord 
provides for annual First 
Ministers• Conferences on 
constitutional development, and I 
wonder how many people know U1at 
the Premier is rejecting 
out-of-hand the Meech Lake Acco1nd 
provision for the fishery to be on 
the agenda of every First 
Ministers• Conference every year 
in the future, as one of only tLAJO 
items, the other being Senate 
reform? I wonder if peopJ.e 
realize that the thrust of the 
Premier • s alternative is shifting 
power from the Province to Ottawa? 

And finally, Mr. SpeakE!r, I doubt 
if people realize that the 
Premier•s alternative and the 
Meech Lake Accord itself, for that 
matter, have nothing to do with 
the Quebec sign language law, tha·t 
lies in place because of an 
notwithstanding clause already in 
the 1982 Constitution, included in 
the Charter when Pierre Trudeau 
was Prime Minister. Thank you, 
Mr. Speaker. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Hear, hear! 

MR. GRIMES: 
Mr. Speaker . 

MR. SPEAKER : 
The hon. the Member for Exploits . 

MR. GRIMES: 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker . 

Mr. Speaker, I ask the indulgence 
of hon. Members of the House and 
beg forgiveness if I start to 
speak faster ·than I nor·mally do, 
or rno1ne quickly, because I haVE! so 
much to say I may not get it in in 
half an hour. So if I start to 
rush, it is because I t~-.Jant to say 
a few more things, knowing I am 
starting to run out of time. 
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I would like to begin by 
commending the previous speaker, 
the hon. Member for Humber East. 
For the first time, I ·think, since 
I have been listening to the Meech 
Lake debate, and that goes back 
several years now. since I first 
heard it discussed at that famous 
meeting at Meech Lake, I have 
heard a Member on the pro side of 
the debate trying to defend some 
part of the Accord itself. 
Granted it was only for about two 
minutes in the thirty·-odd minutes 
she dealt lAJi th one i tern. and 
tall<ed about she is convinced that 
this does not change any of the 
legislative status in Quebec and 
so on. She spent a minute or so 
at that, ithe first time I ever 
heard anybody on the pro side deal 
with any of the issues, because 
that is not how this debate goes. 
At least it was an attempt, albeit 
very feeble and very short. In 
fact, the supporters, I suppose, 
are really a bit surprised and 
they continue to surprise me. In 
fact, I never hear from them in 
debating the issue itself. What 
they have done is a very good job 
of trying to twist it and turn it 
around to the point of saying you 
cannot really talk about this. 

The previous speaker. the hon. 
Member for Humber East, said one 
of the things agreed to by the 
eleven First Ministers was these 
proposals, and as good as they 
thought they were at the time, 
ever si-nce they have gone around 
saying we admit they are flawed. 
they are not perfect, they are 
realJ.y not very good. They have 
said that ever since. I do not 
know what happened that one night, 
but ever since they have been 
going around apoJ.ogizing for 
this. These are the supporters 
who spend all their time 
apologizing for the flaws in this 
Accord, and the debate goes on . 
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I would like to look at the two or 
t:hree problems I see u..Jith l:he 
debate as it has unfolded in the 
last couple of years, and mo1ne 
particularly in the last few 
months. I believe there is 
something very deliberate on one 
side of this debate, in leaving it 
to the last few months, to what we 
are down to now, when the 
originators and the creators of 
this great deal had. by th1:!ir own 
devices again, given themselves 
almost three years to go around 
and convince people that it was 
good for them. In fact, they Ft~lt 
that by giving that amount of 
time. k nolAiing there would b1~ 
poJ.itical changes in pl"ovincE•s and 
across l:he country, that by .Jum~ 
23, 1990 people would sE~e Uds as 
being good of its own meri ·t s and 
that it would be unanimous. thE!rE! 
would be no di ffi c ul ty '"Ji th ('iH h 
legislature voting for this. 

There are still two that have 
never ever voted on it. in th~:dr 
legislatures . We do not. hear much 
about them because they have no·t 
said too much, other than they 
have had exactly u..Jhal: the Member 
for Humber East and Uw LeadE~r of 
the Opposition are calling for now 
- a great surprise to rne ··- pubLic 
input. I was amazed the first 
time I heard it. I believe the 
first time I got lAlind of that l;Jas 
in the lobby of the ConfE!derati.on 
Building. I was stepping out of 
the elevator, and again not to 
pick on any one Member or single 
one out, the Member for Humber 
East happened to be there chatting 
with a person I also knew, and 
they were talking about this 
person - this person does not know 
much about Meech Lake. I satd, 
'You are saying that to rnE:•? You 
were a Minister in t:he Gover·nrnE!nt 
IAJ~d.ch passed this, you have beE~n a 
Member for ten Y~"ars ·or so, you 
were here when this bE~gan. and you 
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are trying to say that it is 
somehow my fault, or Premier 
Wells 1 fault, or ·the fault of 
Liberals on this side, half of 
whom were not even in thE! House? 
It was our fault that this 
constituent from the West Coast of 
Newfoundland was talking his 
Member, saying I do not know 
anything about it. And I was 
being questioned as if it was my 
fault. and what was I going to do 
about it because I happen to be 
Parliamentary Assistant to the 
Premier? All of a sudden 
everything of the past 
disappeared, and now it is my 
fault. I did not tell anybody 
anything about Meech Lake. They 
had passed the resolution through 
the House when I was teaching 
school, and it is my fault! It is 
my fault! I was flabbergasted. I 
am not often taken aback. but I 
admit I was a little taken aback. 

Now, as it was, I had taken a 
little bit of a personal interest 
in the whole thing myself. I felt 
I knew a little bit about it. I 
had recognized that there were 
al1neady serious objections raised 
to the contE!nt of the actual 
amendments spelled out in the 
Meech Lake Accord in at least two 
other Provinces. 

In New Brunswick, I would suggest 
that the major part of it was, if 
they still have difficulty, the 
people of New Brunswick, the 
persons who showed up at the 
hearings. they were a little 
disappointed when the report came 
out that it did not reflE!Ct 
strongly enough their objections. 
In fact, the report submitted to 
the tlouse did not rE!ally reflect 
the strength of their objecting 
views to the contE!nts of the 
Accord. 

In Manitoba, everybody is tAJell 
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aware that they have, from the 
very beginning. expresSE!d sel"ious. 
grave reservations about the 
conten-t: of the Acco1"d. We F-.i.nd 
now, of course, that one of the 
problems being well expressed is 
the way in which it was done. 
There is a great lesson in it. 
Premier Wells has been condemned 
because he dared say there was 
something wrong with the fact that 
rather serious revisions to the 
Constitution of this country would 
be cooked up in a back room, three 
or four o 1 clock in the morning, by 
eleven First Ministers, and that 
everybody else is suppoSE!d to 
accept that without question. 

In fact, ·this is the problem that 
has occurred: Because we raised 
objections, we are condemned. We 
have objections. TherE! was. in 
fact, a mechanism put in place 
where they could be exprE!SSed. but 
everybody who dares express an 
objection is then subject to the 
one great threat, the 
fearmongering. It is the only 
defence supporters have 
fearmongering. So we haVE! thE! 
fearmongers. 

MS VERGE : 
Are you afraid of public hE!ar'ings 
(inaudible)? 

MR. GRIMES: 
There will be public hearings if 
required in this Province. That 
has been committed by the Premier. 

MR. TOBIN: 
You are an expert everything? You 
are an expert of nothing 
(inaudible). boy. 

MR. GRIMES: - ..... , .. ______ _ 
I will get to that in just a 
second. 

The other great defence offered is 
that you cry foul of anyone who 
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dares question it. Do you know 
IAJhat ·the big cry is? The people 
who are raising objections were 
not there that night. 

I have heard, on televised 
reports, Premier Peterson, in 
Ontario and in a speech he gave 
here in St. John's, at the 
invitation of the Premier of 
Newfoundland and Labrador, I have 
heard Premier Ghiz, I have heard 
former Premier Peckford, I have 
heard fol"mer Premier Pauley, I 
heard Premier Vander Zalm just a 
little while ago, I heard Premier 
Getty just a 1ittle while ago, I 
heard the Prime Minister of 
Canada, Mr. Mulroney, himself, all 
saying in defence of the Accord 
when asked about Premier Wells' 
objections, or Premier McKenna's 
objections, Ol" Premier Felmon' s 
objections, 'Well, they cannot 
really be expected to understand, 
because they IJJere not there that 
night . I was there.' These 
gentlemen said that. That. is 

· their defence. They did not talk 
about the issues, they did not 
talk about the content, they did 
not talk about the five basic 
concerns, the fundamental concerns 
that. are being addressed because 
Quebec has put them forward, they 
talked about the fact that IJJell, 
they are objecting and they are 
objecting because they really do 
not under·stand, they were not 
the l"e. 

Now what kind of a deal is that, 
if the only people who can 
underst.and it in the scrutiny of 
the light of day are the 
architects who were there that 
night? It is not much of a deal 

. in any set of circumstances if the 
only people IAJho can understand it. 
and fully understand its impact 
are the ones IAJho sat in thE! room 
and made it up. 
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Sooner or later you haVE! to take 
it out to the people it applies 
to; you have to lr:~t thE!ITI havr:~ cl 
look at it. And, sure enough, as 
soon as people looked at it, they 
raised objections. Then v.Je go 
back into the other little 
problem. If you l"aise an 
objection, oh, no -· we have had it 
here sure - now you are going to 
split up the nation; you ar'E! 
risking breaking up the nation. 
The intention was, again, that. t.:hE! 
eleven First Ministers would oach 
take it back to their 
Legislatures, present it, and if 
it IJJas good enough, thEd.r 
Legislatures would pass it. fhe 
Accol"cl does not come into E!ff'E!Ct 
unless all eleven Legislatures 
approve it. They unders load tha L 
from the beginning . rhat IAJaS 
going to br::1 fair. That J.s hoiAJ the 
deal cooked up by the eleven would 
be justified for the whole 
country, because it IAJould go 
through the Legislature. It IJJE~nt 
through here light a ball of IAJhat 
you would not believe. Like you 
would not believe, it IJJent.· thl"ough 
here. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
(Inaudible) three months. 

MR. GRIMES: 
We have heard all that. We had 
the numbers. We heard about Lhe 
forty-five speakers, the phl"i!\Se 
used. There IAJel"e not fol"tY ·-ftve 
speakers, there were not 
forty-five different Members of 
the House who stood up to speak, 
·the1"e IJJere just over t.wenty. And 
it was not a three rnonl:h dEd::la·lE! 
evei"Y day, day in and day ou l:, as 
people:~ were led to believe, J.t. IAJas 
parts of something 1 ike l'!leven or 
UJJE!lVe days, SPI"E:1ad OVBI" thi"E'E• 
months and a bit. 

WhenE!Ver it carnr::~ to be a point oF 
conventence for the GovernlflE!nt of 
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the day, probably clue to boredom 
or lack of anything . else to do, 
they said, CaJ.l the Meech debate 
for a few minutes a day. Get rid 
of that now for a bit. We tJ.Jill 
stick that on today for a couple 
of hours. We have nothing else to 
do. What are we going to call 
today, Mr. House Leader? Oh, do 
that Meech thing today. We are 
going to put that through pretty 
soon any way. And sure enough, 
even the House Leader of the day 
in his summation, as was pointed 
out by the Premier, indicated he 
estimated sixteen hours. There 
was also the intimation that maybe 
it was unanimous. The vote at the 
end was twenty-seven to ten. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
No. 

MR. GRIMES: 
Recorded in Hansard . 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
Twenty-seven to ten? 

MR. GRIMES: 
Far from unanimous in this House 
of Assembly. But, again, as in 
most instances, the Governm<-:!nt of 
the day carries the vote and so we 
have that kind of a thing. And 
now, all of a sudden, because oF 
the fact that we are going to 
rescind, and this resolution says 
tJ.Je are going to do that, the 
attack becomes, oh, my goodness! 
you cannot go back on your word. 
You gave your word. And as the 
Premier indicated as well in his 
address last night, I will tell 
you as one Member of this caucus -
I know we have the support of all 
of ·them - that I am very proud to 
stand up here and correct the 
mistake of the previous 
Administration rather than go 
around forever and a day saying, 
it tAJas not our fau1 t. rhey did 
it, but we have to live with it. 
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We have the opportunity provided 
right in the current provisions, 
before the thing becomes law on 
June 23, to fix a wrong. 

Surely, if any of t:he han. M.::1mbers 
opposite are checking with people 
in their Districts, tAli th their 
constituents, this has gone beyond 
political stripe. The people of 
Newfoundland have told everyone of 
you, just as they have t.o1d 
everyone of us, that the Meech 
Lake Accotnd is tAJrong. They atne 
proud of what Premier Wells and 
his Government are doing, and they 
are very glad that somebody is 
going to do the right thing rather 
than just say we have to live with 
it. We are not doing anything 
wrong here. There is nothing 
illegal about this. This is 
proper proc~:1durally, and it is 
also the right thing to be doing. 

SOME HON. ME~~..sBS. : 
Oh, oh! 

MR. SPEAKER: 
Order, please! 

MR. GRIMES: 
The oth~:1r big thing t.ha t happE!ns 
now, and the only thing· I can 
attribute it to is thE! fact that:. 
PrE~mietn Wells may very weJ.l have 
articulated at the First 
Ministers 1 Conference a point of 
view that many people in Canada 
were wishing some would express. 
It had been subdued before, and it. 
was finally presented and placed 
into the open for public dEd::~atE!, 
where it sho~ld have been From the 
beginning, and articulated 
extremely well. People from all 
over the country responded and 
reacted immediately, and lhey 
said, that made sense. TherE· was 
no threat in it. Ther<::> u..1as none 
of this fear·mongering. Th~'Y tJ.JE!re 
not saying, oh, my goodness, she 
is going to fall apart. There tJ.Jas 
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none 
all 
But, 
said 

of this, none of that . And 
of that has been explained. 
sure enough, and it has b~~en 
time and time again -

MR. TOBIN : 
Do you know a~y French (inaudible)? 

MR. GRIMES: 
Not the one little bit . 

- in terms of this Premier, people 
who misunderstood written back by 
the Premier to inform them that 
that was not IAJhat he was about; he 
respects the position of Quebec in 
this Confederation and is trying 
to make their position, as lAJell as 
ours, stronger in a better more 
unified nation. And now ·they 
understand that and those 
disillusioned, misinformed people, 
who thought they had to champion 
their cause, no longer even bother 
to write because they know they 
are writing the wrong person. 

But now everything has become 
pressure; do not deal with the 
issues, pressure. Time is down, 
not much time left, pressure. So 
we here have to take this deal 
now, and we will fix it later -
accept. it now and fix it later. 
Well, I say, some chance! 

Just let me take a couple of 
minutes. Mr. Speaker, to review 
some of the latest developments in 
some of ·the latest netJJs. The plea 
of the Leader of the Opposition, 
when introducing this amendment 
today, was that it is time for 
Premier Wells to be more like Mr. 
McKenna. time to be more 
conciliatory, more accommodating, 
more of a nation builder instead 
of a nation wrecker, and so on. 
Let us see IAJhat happenE!d to that 
great nation-building move by 
McKenna just a week ago. The 
Primo Minister of Canada ·goes on 
national TV. and after hE! talked 
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about the trees, the snowcapped 
mountains and all that wonderful 
stuff. and how much he J.ovecl ·t.he 
country ··- gtnE:~at stuff! liE! sounded 
like Ronald Reagan to rne for 
awhile - he even intimated, 
because the media people asked hirn 
after, you said you are going to 
introduce this resolution. Does 
that mean you are supporting i.t? 
He sort of suggested that maybe he 
was, that this was a good idea, 
this was a breakthrough, thi.s tJJi:\s 
progress. But after speaking with 
his friends from Quebec thE! nE!Xt 
day, he washed his hands of it 
completely. It did not SE!e the 
light of day For twenty-four 
hour·s, this grr:~at pl"ogr·es s. 

I watched the coverage that 
evening and everybody \Alas exci l:. ed 
because somE:~body was spE!aking out:. 
loud in public about the Meech 
Lake Accord. And it \Alas nol 
necessarily all couched in threi::~t.s 
that evening. It seemed like they 
lJJere ready to talk to each cd:hE!r; 
the key players might even be 
going to start. to have a gE!nuine 
dialogue about tJJhat they m:ight do 
to fix the Meech lake Accord. But 
a day later the Prime Minister, 
showing great leadership again, 
squashed it completely. Wha ·l: did 
we see in the newspaper today From 
our friends in Quebec, whom we 
have great respect for? I have 
many fri€:~nds in Quebec from my 
national involvements, and I have 
altAJays said that in ·ter·rns of lhe 
cult:ure and joie de vivr1:~ and so 
on, I would rather spE!nd timE! in 
Quebec ·than anywhere else. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : 
Hear. hear! 

MR. GRIMES: 
In their 
approach. 
and their 
they are 

outlook on 1if~:-. th~~ir 
their fun - loving ways 
love of life. I think 

the closest cousins 
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Newfoundlanders have in the whoJ.e 
of Confeder·a·tion. Theine is no 
doubt about that in rny mind. But 
what happened yesterday in the 
Legislature of Quebec with 
McKenna•s breakthrough? The 
Opposition in Quebec, the ParU. 
Quebecois, moved a resolution on 
the floor that the McKenna 
proposals be rejected outright. 
It passed unanimously in the 
House. Secondly, the Government, 
through their spokesperson we in 
Newfoundland have heard many 
times, Mr. RemilJ.ard, their 
Intergovernmental Affairs 
spokesperson, in his comment to 
the media afterward said he had 
one regret only, that thE! 
resolut.ion did not go far enough, 
and suggested that all proposals 
such as the McKenna one be thrown 
out and rejected by the Quebec 
Legislature. So, he clearly said 
I do not care what Mr. McKenna 
brought in, I do not care what 
anybody else brings in, in this 
Legislature it is our way noJAJ or 
no way. 

Of course, everybody on the other 
side and everybody on the PC side 
in OttaJAJa says that is fair. So, 
again, say nothing about Quebec or 
anybody else. But in a 
Confederation, why do we buy into 
the argument that it is okay for 
one province linguistically 
different and culturally distinct 
l:o be able to say every time ·they 
want something and do not get it , 
I am taking my ball now and going 
home? That is where it originates 
every time. I am not going to 
play anymore. You are not being 
fair to me. 

So, Premier McKenna comes 
with a proposal, not 
anything with the fJ.aws 
Acco1nd which h.:1 admits, 

f onuard 
to do 
in the 

IAJh:i C h 
Prime Minister Mulroney admits, 
and which everybody who had 
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anything to do with it admits - it 
is flawed - not. to d•':!a1 IAli th the 
flaws, but to tr·y to SJ€:!t out of 
the politically embarrassing 
position that some people find 
themselves in because they 
committed to it, he suggestE•d and 
accommodation whereby we would 
say, take it likt::1 it is. GiVE! us 
some sign . that you IAJ'.ill fix 'it 
after, and we JAJill votE! fo1n it in 
our legtslatures. And, sure 
enough, less than a week Jater, 
you see what sign that they are 
going to take it. noJAJ and f:ix it 
after? In the Quebec Legislal:ure 
they say all of it now, forget the 
stuff af·ter, forget. any other 
proposals. This is H:, or nothing 
at all. 

We had Mr. De Cotret, the Tr·easury 
Board MinistE!In from Ot.l'.aJAJa, hE!rE! a 
little JAJhile ago. He~ was asked 
the question, what about a 
national referendum? - because IAJe 
have been asked to have public 
input and referendums, and so on -
what about a nationa1 refE!r.:1ndurn? 
No, he said, we cannot have l:hat. 
Why not? The issue is too 
complex. Another· insult! How 
stupid does he think everybody 
is? Again we are back to the 
point that th.:~re must bE! on1.y h~n 

or twelve people in Canada who can 
understand this thing. I TnE:!an, IAJE' 
cannot haue it. You a1ne not 
al10IAJed t.o go out and discuss J. t 
lAd th people, you iH'e not a.lloiAJ•;:!d 
to let people have a votE! on :i.t., 
it is too complex. This is too 
complex. 

And we had the c1.assic exarnplr:~ of 
Mr. Charest, who 1..uas down a IAJE!ek 
or so ago - the end of last week -
at a fund raiser, and then on open 
l'.'i.ne and over at the University, 
and he shOIAJed us the federal 
pos~ition and the standa1ncl FE!CIE!InaJ. 
defence of the Accord. When he 
spokE! about t:he ME!eCh Lakt::~ ACCOI"cl 
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and the amendments contained 
therein, all he did, on three 
different occasions, was take the 
opportunity to condemn Premier 
Wells personally. That is the 
official federal response to any 
objections to the Meech Lake 
Accord. In this Province, because 
this Premier leads a Government 
that expresses some objections, 
then he is subject to a personal 
attack, the kind of thing the 
Member for Humber East started to 
get on with this evening. 

The supporters of the Accord, 
other than the couple of minutes I 
heard this evening, they never, 
ever proclaimed the mE:~rits of the 
deal. They do not have the face 
to do it. They alt.uays start off 
by saying, we admit it is flawed. 
Well, if it is flawed, why can we 
not sit down and talk about some 
adjustments or corrections or 
additions or deletions or 
amendments, as we are doing here 
this evening, that might take some 
of the flau.Js out of it? And if 
you think WE:~ are going to ptit it 
in flawed and all -- Sheila Copps 
says warts and all, those kinds of 
things - if you think we are going 
to do that and expect then that 
all of a sudden, with the turn of 
the clock, 12:00 in the night from 
June 23 to June 24, they are go:ing 
to start addressing the flaws the 
day after, not likely. Not 
likely! I will bet my money on no 
way. 

And I think we got the clear 
signal from Mr. Remillard in the 
Quebec Government when they looked 
at Premier McKenna's proposals. 
He said , 1 Not now . No p r 6 p o sa 1 s 
ever. Forget it! • We are 
disappointed that the Quebec 
Legislature did not go further and 
say no change anytime. ·And we are 
suppos(~d to be trusting, innocent 
naive little lambs and walk in and 
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say, Here, take this bE•cause it 
t.uill make you feel good, because I 
know you are going to come back 
tomorrow and you are going to make 
me feel good. Now I do not think 
I will wait long enough for that. 

So then we get back to the problem 
again, the fearmongering. NotAl it 
is down to strictly that. Time, 
pressure, split the nation. For 
some reason, in this Meech debate 
in this House, not only are we 
going to split the nation, but the 
hon. Member for Torngat Mountains 
has some hotAJ h.uisted ·that and we 
ar'E! going to split: thE:' PJ~ovince. 
The sheik of Labr·ador is going to 
lead Labrador completely on his 
own. He has already sa-:i.d that. at 
least six or seven times in l:.he 
last couple of weeks, that h(:~ is 
going to take Labrador out all by 
himself. I do not knou1 what he is 
going to dress in, but he is going 
to march all over Labrador and 
thE!Y arE! going on th<:~ir oum. 
Because the han. the Member for 
Torngat Mountains led a speech the 
other day and his opE~ning rernar'ks 
wer'E!, 'After Canada spJ.~it:s up, I 
am taking Labrador out. ' 

MR. WARREN : 
-· OOM-

Right on! Right on! 

MR. GRIMES: 
Now, t.~.dth less than th1~ee months 
left, what a contl~ibution to 
resolving the difficull~.ies and t:h1:! 
impasse of ·the ME!ech Lake AccoJ~d! 
Bring it down to the most base 
level and split Labrador· off too.­
That is going to fix the Meech 
Lake Accord. And we arE! going to 
have them out on their ot.un, sure 
enough! 

I have heard the phrases expressed 
in this House, I have hE:~arcl them 
in T.V. debates, rN:l.d thern in l~.he 
newspapers: 'Anyone who opposes 
the Accord does not loVE! Canada. 
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You are anti-Quebec. You have 
risked splitting apart the 
country. • That is all I hear. I 
do not hear anything about why it: 
is good for us, why we should 
accept it, why the provisions in 
it are going to make a stronger 
country, why we are going to have 
a better Constitution. I have 
heard none of that. As a matter 
of fact. I did not hear it from 
day one. And if you check Hansard 
on the Debate when it was passed 
in this House, in July, 19881 it 
was not stated then. either. It 
t.uas sold on the two great issues: 
• Take this I because two things 
will happen: Senate reform will 
be on the agenda for a First 
Ministers • Conference. so you will 
get a chance to talk about Senate 
reform • - Wonderful! - • and there 
will be a constitutional 
conference on the fishery. • And 
the Leader of the Opposition now. 
who t.uas Minister of Fisheries at 
the time. and the Premier of the 
day I touted that second one as the 
greatest breakthrough for 
Newfoundland since 6onfederation. 
We were going to have a chat about 
the fishery after we passed the 
Meech Lake Accord and, thereforE!, 
they did not talk about what was 
in it. Do not look at what is in 
it. They did not say it t.uas good 
for you. They said, •rake it, 
because for the first time we are 
going to get a chance to talk on 
the First Ministers• level about 
the fishery. 1 Wonderful stuff! 
Wonderful stuff! 

None of the fearmongering that is 
at ·tributed to this Government and 
this Premier is true. I do not 
think you will find anybody who 
cares more deeply about Quebec•s 
concerns than our Premier. and he 
has expressed it many times. But 
people choose not to believe 
that. When t:hey get there they 
say. • No. that cannot be true. 
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You cannot be spe:~aldng in 
opposi·tion to this and ca1ne about 
Quebec. It is not possible; the 
two cannot happen. It just cannot 
happen. It is not possible. • 

What we have, then, is the fact 
that we are supposed to deal with 
the concerns of Quebec and then we 
will see about the rest. But I 
keep saying. • But what about our 
concerns? Why can we not deal 
wi t.h those notAl ins·tead of wa-:i.ttng 
until the 24-th? What is magical 
between the 23rd of June and the 
24-th of June? Why should our 
concerns have to wait? What about 
the concerns in Manitoba? What 
about the concerns expressed in 
New Brunswick? What about the 
concerns that Premier Vande:~r Zalm 
expressed in British Columbia?• 
No, no, we cannot talk about any 
of that now. Do not talk about 
any of that. That is taboo. you 
cannot do it. 

What about the concerns expressed 
in Alberta? As I recall, they led 
the charge on Senate reform and 
the need for it. and they still 
believe in it. What about l:. he 
concerns in the Terd.toriE!S. that 
they might never have a chance to 
be recognized and accepted as a 
province? What about the concerns 
of women ignored tn the Accord? 
What about the other rninorit.iE:1S? 
Ohl no, they all have to wait. 
For some magical reason no one can 
explain to me. everything has to 
wait. And you are some kind of a 
treasonous person, trying to split 
apart: the country, if you insist 
on your right to have your 
concerns addressed at the sarne 
time as the:~ others. ThE:~re is 
something wrong with that. And 
the fearrnongE!rs. a bunch of them 
on the other side, spouting the 
same thing we heard frorn thE! 
representatives in 0 t t awa . that is 
all they can come up with, that 
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you are going to sp1i t apart the 
country. 

The Leader of the Opposition. just 
this afternoon, when introducing 
the amendment. said, 'It is time 
for us to be nation builders. not 
nation wreckers; be conciliatory. 
Do not be provocative. Do not do 
these things that might break 
apart the country . 1 And that is 
all he could say, it might break 
apart the country; not a word 
about why it is good for you, not 
a single word; not a word in 1988, 
when it was passed. And now we 
get the great outcry: • public 
inpu·t •. 

When this Premier, on behalf of 
this Government. introduces 
proposals - because there aJ"e no 
proposals in this motion that we 
are debating - ·there will be lots 
of time for input. The Premier 
has already guaranteed that. You 
will get whatever is required, 
public hearings: or an actual 
referendum or a vote. Whatever is 
required at the time, will be 
guaranteed when the neu.J proposals 
of Newfoundland are introduced. 
They are not on the table now. 
There is a resolution to rescind. 
to revoke and to correct ·the 
mistake made by the previous 
Administration . I am proud to be 
part of it and I hope, Mr. 
Speaker, in conclusion. I will get 
an opportunity to speak further in 
this debate. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han. the Member for St. John • s 
East Extern. 

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

First of all. I think I would like 
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to acknowledge all the speakers 
who spoke before I have that 
privilege, and I must say I 
consider myself to be in the midst 
of a fine group of Newfoundlanders 
and a fine group of people who 
expressed themselves in the way 
they should. First of all, I have 
to say it to the Premier. We have 
never discussed at length Meech 
Lake, but tAJe did mE•et for a VE!ry 
short period when we talked about 
it. I will not what the 
discussion entailed, it was very 
limited. but I think two of us 
agreed that we were not on the 
sam~:1 side of the fE!nce. That i .s 
good! Ther~:1 is no problE!m l:.heJ"e. 
I listened to the Prern:i.E!l". Fol" 
the whole hour I sat here and 
listened. His speech u.Jas good, it 
seemed to be right from the heart, 
and what he was thinking. but t hE· 
points he addressed were nol~ the 
points I thought he should address. 

Then I listened to the Leader of 
the Opposition, and again, I 
suppdse because I am partial and I 
would be less than truthful iF I 
said otherwise. I li.stE!necl to the 
Leader of the Opposition l:e] J. :it 
how I saw it was and that i.n s pired 
me, to say the least, but, aga i n, 
I certainly feel the rights of 
euery Member of this House have to 
be appraised as this debate 
continues. 

I listened also to the - I am 
sorry he is not here. but 1 se~:1 
him out there ·- han. Mernbe1" For 
Pleasantville . Some of the boys 
said I going dotJJn in the elE!vator 
yesterday evening -· we were going 
back and forth - •well. he shot 
you down •. Mr . Speaker. I do not 
know if that is true or not . He 
said, 'I do not knotJJ if tlw hon. 
Member can stand on his own two 
feet. • Mr'. Speaker I with sizE• 
F if t e ~;;~ n s . I think l: h a t lAJa s L he 
wrong phrase at that particular 
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timr:~, and I t.hink I would be very 
hard to knock down. But I have to 
say to the hon. Member for 
Pleasantville, that he certainly 
did his homework and he expressed 
himself well. I think he is, 
perhaps, the mouthpiece for the 
Premier when the Premier is not 
here. But you expressed yourself 
eloquently! _ I t.uill have ·to 
mention everyone now. 

We will have to go to my colleague 
for St. John's East. Sometimes 
she and I disagree. When it comes 
to amalgamation or whatever, we do 
not always agree, but, I must say, 
yesterday her speech again 
inspired rnr:~. A superb, excellent 
speech! I would be remiss if I 
did not mention my friend and 
colleague on the opposite side, 
the Member for Stephenville. 
Again I have to say his speech, I 
think, was from the heart, and 
that is the way it should be. 
This is what this country is all 
about, this is what this 
Legislature is all about. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
He shoud be in the Cabinet . 

MR . PARSONS : 
Yes, I have to 
the Premier, 
considering it 

say that if I were 
I t.uould be 

Then I have to go to Humber East, 
and what can you say? Every time 
that hon. lady rises in this 
Legislature, what comes forth is 
inspiring, not alone to this side 
of the House, but to everyone, no 
exception. 

Then the hon. the Member for 
Exploits, who just left, again, a 
very fine speech. He is my hockey 
buddy. I meet him over to Brother 
O'Hehir every time I get a chance 
to go up to a hockey gamE:~. He 
gave a fine speech. H~'! is among 
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the Oldtimers. I am there playing 
t.uith ·the youthful side of it, but 
whatever, he is there. 

When I begin, I sha11 have to go 
back to the Member For 
Pleasantville, and his concept of 
what this is all about differs 100 
per cent from mine. Because I 
really believe the hon. Member, 
and he has that. right, my father 
had that right and I did too, to 
say that we could do it on ou1n 
own. The hon. Member for 
Pleasantville believes that if 
Canada were to split: up l:omolnrcnJJ, 
Newfoundland could be as viable, 
as prosperous and to haVE! l:h•?. 
fu·t.ure that lAJe all hopE! for, for 
my children but moreso for rny 
grandchiJdrr:~n. That is thE! poin ·t 
where I cannot res is l: taking you 
on. BecauSE! I do not t.hink, of 
all the statistics that are out 
there, people have come up with 
this: Oh, we can do it. w~:! pu·t 
$1.4 billion last year to Ottawa, 
they gave us back $1.3 billion. 
We can do it:., just by that 
sta·t.istic alone. But~. I think we 
are being hoodwinked. I really 
do. I think you are making a 
mistake in E!Vr:~n entE!rtaining that 
idea. 

DR. KITCHEN: 
(inaudi.5Ie"). 

MR. PARSONS: 
N-o~ .. --.. ---1 .......... __ do not m :i. n d an 
interruption. The hon. thE! 
Minister of Finance said: 'Do not 
be scared' or whatever. I am not 
scared at all. But I am sccu·e:~d 
for the future of the 
Newfoundlanders and Labradorians 
all of us people ln•?.present. I am 
not being derogative, but 
sometimes thE:~ Ministel" of FinancE! 
really scar·es ITIE:~, espE!CiaJ.J.y lAJhNl 
he go-t out slipp:ing on that ice. 
That really scares me. But I will 
have ·to go back {:o that standing 
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on our own two feet, standing 
alone. 

Mr. Speaker, hon . Members across 
the way, especially the Minister 
of Development, sometimes shouts 
across •the old 
anti-confederate. • I am being 
truthful in saying • yes, my family 
and I were anti-confederates, and 
proud of it at that particular 
time. But, Mr. Premier, I will 
say to you that you should learn 
from what I experienced. I saw 
the light and I hope by my being 
up here today, and other people, 
that you will see the light as 
we11. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. PARSONS: 
Yes, Mr. Speaker, my father was an 
anti-confederate, as solid as they 
come . Oh, my, how well I do 
remember. I will tell you about 
it. 

When the referendum was on - there 
are not many fe1lows here. I can 
look at those young Fellows acros~ 
the way and say 1 0h, my goodness, 
baby boomers. • 

MR. DECKER: 
(Inaudible) the hockey team. 

MR. PARSONS : 
Oh, yes, the hockey team over 
there, a few fellows like that. 
The hon. the Minister of Health, I 
do not mind it. 

I remember the old referendum: Mr . 
Fudge, the first Premier of 
Newfoundland, the hon. J.R. 
Smallwood, the Bradley•s, Michael 
Harrington, Don Jamieson was 
involved. 

MS DUFF : 
He was reporting. 
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MR. PARSONS : - ·--·---······-He was reporting at that 
particular time. And I used to 

J.istening 
a lot of 
there do 

remember going homE~ and 
to the radio, and what 
you young fellows over 
not realize is that there 
that many radios then. 

were not 

AN . .JiON. MEMBEfi: 
Herb Kitchen had one . 

MR. PARSONS: 
We had o·ne, too . Thank God for 
that! My father had ingenuity 
enough, will enough to ~JO 
elsewhere and find a job For 
himself so he could afford it. 
But there tAJere lots of people tAJho 
could. And I tnemernbE!ln a gt"oup of 
people corning in in the E!Venings, 
boy, and we would listen to that 
referendum - Peter Cas~dn, you 
know. And my father wouJ.d be~ 
there and I tell you you could 
hear a pin drop, because he was so 
intent on it. And when Fudge 
would come on, or Smallwood he 
would say - my mother • s name:~ tJJas 
Agnc:~s - • Ag, get me · sorrtE! ·thing t:o 
eat; something to break it up so 
you could not listen to it. . But 
when the Responsible Gov':! r·nmenl 
aspect of it would come on, you 
could hear a pin drop. He lAJas so 
intent on getting the message to 
us. He had the message, as he 
thought, and I thought the same 
·thing at that same time. I 
thought the message was 
perfection. I thought it tJJas U11~ 
greate!st message that. E!Ver we 
could conceive, because I thought 
at that particular time that we 
could do it on our own. I really 
did. A boy, at the time, but I 
thought we could do it on our 
own. And my father went to his 
grave with that same idea, tha-t: tJJe 
could do it on our otJJn. But do 
you know something? 

After a few years of mingling 
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around, working in different 
areas, and seeing and apprecia"l:ing 
the goodies that came from being 
part of Canada, I saw the light. 
For the ordinary people, not for 
the lawyers, the doctors, or the 
philosophers, not for those 
people, but for the ordinary 
Newfoundlanders. It was the best 
thing that ever happened. How can 
you go dou.m in Ming 1 s Bight, or 
how can you people go any place, 
in Placen·tia, in Harbour Grace, in 
Grand Bank, in Terra Nova, even 
here in St. John 1 s, and come::~ out 
openly and tell someone today that 
Confederation was wrong? It was 
not wrong, and I will be the first 
person to admit it. It tJJas the 
greatest thing that ever 
happened. NotAl I want to set the 
record straight with the Member 
for Pleasantville. it cannot be 
done. The only thing that I can 
offer to you, not expertise, no, 
Sir, I do not have the expertise, 
is saying that I travelled that 
road. I saw my father and I saw 
the people who were 
anti-Confederates, including me, 
who was a little tag-a-long. But 
I learned a lesson and I hope 
today that the hon. Premier will 
learn a lesson. He has to be 
taught it, and he has be taught it 
by the people of Newfoundland and 
Labrador. 

MR. TOBIN: 
He should listen . 

MR . PARSONS: 
The Premier should lis ten. He 
must be a smart man; he be carne a 
lawyer, he went to college and he 
has to have something on the 
ball. I altJJays looked up to him, 
sort of, and said, you know he 
seems to be a fine fellow, has 
Canada at heart and certainly 
Newfoundland and Labrador at 
heart. But I sometimes wonder, 
and nothing derogative, nothing 
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insulting, but I sometimc::~s wonder 
about the Premier 1 s ego. His 
ego. His self-centered feeling. 

B.N .. J!ON ···- MEMFJ_IR_: 
(Inaudible) doing very well. 

MR. PARSONS: 
·oh, yes ;-···-I agree. I could be 
wrong again. Oh, I am not saying 
I could not be wrong again. I 
could be wrong again. And I hope 
I am. But I think the Premier may 
have backed himself a littlE! bi·t 
in a corner, he may have, and hts 
ego will not now let him 
backtrack . What did ou1n han. 
Leader say? - backupable. Well, 
my phrase to him is jus·t back up 
slightly. 

He can get a letter, or a 
telegram, or a phone call from 
some lady in PEI or some lady in 
Nova Scotia, certainly. We have 
people out there who, if you come 
up with a · cause, they are for it, 
it does not matter the cause. I 
am not saying that is prevalent in 
·this instance, but I am saying 
there are people out there who 
will go with any cause, go with 
any feeling; as long as the t.1.dE! 
is high, we will float on it. 
But, I say to the Premier, pel"haps 
this tide might run out. 

Before I finish speaking about 
what the hon. Member For 
Pleasantville said, I hope he 
changes his mind. I hopt:~ my Few 
words tonight can impress upon him 
the derelict manner in which he 
spoke when he said Newfoundland 
can make it on its own. Because 
if that were to get out to all 
Newfoundlanders and Labradorians, 
that we have a spokesman For the 
Premier who advocates separation, 
who says we can make it on our 
own, t:hat is the ultimat:e, no 
matter what you say, my E!ars ar·e 
closed. 
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AN HON. MEMBER : 
Did you not say we would be better 
off on our own? 

MR. PARSONS : 
I said, at one time I thought we 
could. God forbid! And may God 
rest my father's soul, because he 
thought the same thing. I would 
never say anything derogatory 
about him but he was wrong, and so 
is the Member for Pleasantville. 
Do not ever say it again. We 
cannot do it. It is a great 
country and I am so proud to be 
part of it. Confederation means 
just that. Confederation means a 
binding together of a group of 
people, a group of provinces, who 
want to make 1 i fe better for each 
and every one. From Labrador to 
Vancouver, everyone is in the same 
boat. 

Mr. Speaker, I would now like ·to 
address some of the things the 
Premier has said. Again, I 
listened to him for an hour, the 
first time I had the opportunity 
to listen to what the Premier was 
all about. He mentioned Senate 
reform and about the good things 
that would come from Senate 
reform. Mr. Speaker, there is not 
one person on this side of the 
House who believes the contrary. 
In fact, each and every one of us, 
and I have spoken to each Member 
on this side of the House, believe 
that the Senate has to be reformed 
in one way or the other. I 
earnestly believe that the Senate, 
if it cannot be reformed, should 
be abolished; it serves no useful 
purpose. 

I have seen legislation that was 
passed in the House of Commons, 
and I will go to specifics and 
menU.on the UI BiLl that went to 
the Senate and l.1.1as held there at 
the people's expense. I do not 
think they have that right. I 
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agree with the Premier, I agree 
with the Leader of the Opposition, 
and I agree t.~.dth every ME:'nlbl::H' in 
this House in saying we have to 
have reforms as far as the Sena. te 
is concerned. I believe it. 

AN HON . MEMBER: 
Keep her going now. 

MR. PARSONS: 
I will keep it going as 
see fit. As long as my 
lasts, I will keep it 
have many things to say. 

long as I 
half hour 

going. I 

I was surprised at the Premier. 
He came across himself, although 
he said otherwise, t.hat he l~o.Jas a 
constitutional expE!rt. H~~ d:i.cl not 
say it, but other people have been 
saying it, right across this 1and 
of ours: He is a constitutional 
expert. But the Premier said here 
the other night, and I am only 
verbating him, that he was not, 
that' he does not claim to be. He 
might be, but he does not claim to 
be. Let us go back not..u. LE!·t us 
be realistic. The Prern'.i.er ht-ls not 
got all the brains in Canada. 
Perhaps I do not haVE! very many, 
very much, or whatever, but the 
Premier does not have it all. 

AN HON. MEMBER : 
He has a lot of it. 

MR. PARSONS: 
Perhaps so. 

And if I were on that side of thE! 
House, I might be saying the same 
thing if I wanted to get a seat in 
Cabinet. If I wanted a seat 'in 
Cabinet I would be saying the same 
thing, I would be singing the 
Premier's praises. But, Mr. 
Speaker, the Premier's reform as 
it pE!rtains to the SE!natE! is out, 
it '.is out. It is poppycock. Do 
you think that Quebec or Ontario 
is going to agree l.l.lith it in any 
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sense of the word? Do you believe 
that they arE! g o i n g to a g r E!E:~ wi t h 
it? You need not ask it. Where 
is Peterson in this Meech Lake 
Accord? He is on side. Where is 
Joe Ghiz? HE! is on side. Where 
is Buchanan? He is on side. Who 
are all those people? All 
lawyers. McKenna, where is he? 
He is coming on side. All 
lawyers, all Liberals and they all 
agree with ME:~ech Lake except our 
hon. Premier. Now he has tha·t 
right. 

MR. TOBIN: 
Rep-ear-that for the record 
the Member for St. John 1 s 
(Mr. Murphy) says that Joe 
wishes he had his time back. 

MR. PARSONS: 

that 
South 

Gh"iz 

Well I d"id not hear him, but my 
hon. colleague for Burin - West 
said that the hon. Member for St. 
John•s South said that Joe Ghiz 
wishes he had his time back. I 
doubt that very, very much. 

A half hour does not give you · any 
time to get involved in this. But 
you ·know what I am going to say to 
the Premier. There were tactics 
used during the last Federal 
election that I would not want to 
be part of. In fact it was 
disgustful, disgusting to say the 
least t.uhen a person who was 
running as a candidate tAlent into 
some old age horne and said, 1 look, 
you are going to lose your old age 
pension. • But let mE! say thi.s to 
you, Mr. Premier, that that is a 
possibiJ.ity if Canada splits up -
there is a possibility that we 
could lose it, that lAJe could lose 
our social programs. Where a1ne 
they in the Uni.ted States? 

Let me go back to the Member for 
Harbour Grace (Mr. C1nane) tAJh•:!n hirn 
and I werE• in Washington only a 
few months ago. Just a moment 
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now, when we came out we were 
talking to the cabbie who drove us 
out. Where do you guys come 
frorn? I said Canada. 

AN. HON. MEMBER: 
(Inaudible). 

MR. PARSONS: 
Just be quiet for a minute and 
learn something. It. is a job to 
teach you, but just learn 
something. He said, • Where do you 
guys comE:~ from? • I said, 
• Newfoundland. • He said, • Wha·t do 
you people do lAJhE!n yot.t get sick 
down there?• I said, •we have 
medi-carE!. • HE! said, • BtJt lAJho 
pays the bill? 1 I said, 1 The 
GoVE!rnrnent pays the bi11. I sa:id 
we all pay it through taxation, 
but the Government pays the 
bill. • He said, • You ITIE:~an to say 
I do not have to pay anyth:ing?• I 
said, • You do not have to pay a 
cent. All you have to do is have 
your card. • roo bad he is not 
here, the Member for Harbour 
Grace. He lAJill atest to ·this. He 
said, •It is some good Fo1" you 
fellows that us f•"!llot.us cannot 
afford to go to Canada. 1 

AN HON. MEMBER : 
They do not pay taxes sure . 

MR. PARSONS: 
Oh yes. We all pay taxes, but j_t 
is a good syst:em. But what. I am 
saying to you, if Canada breaks 
up, if this country disintegrates -

AN HON. MEMBER: 
The sky will fall . 

MR. PARSONS: 
Ignorance is bliss and I do not 
accept that corning frorn a doc l:ot". 
The sky tAJi.ll not: faLl down. It 
did not fall down on rny ancestors, 
it did not fall down on yours 
either. They survived because 
they are survivors. And they will 
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survive now if Clyde breaks up 
this nation. They will sttll 
surviv~;! no rnat·ter. But they t.~,Jill 
not have as good an existE!nce as 
what they have now. They will not 
because Canada is the best country 
in the world and what the Premier 
is advocating across this land 
not alone in Newfoundland and 
Labrador, but on the mainland of 
Canada. He will get people to 
listen to him. There is no 
mistake at all about it. I am 
surprised at his tactics. He is 
using the same tactics as were 
used in that forum in an old age 
home on the West Coast, scaring 
us, telling us that Quebec is 
going ·to be up there, and all the 
rest of us are going to be on a 
pittance. 

Do I agree lAJi th what Bourassa 
said? I do not, and no one on 
this side agrees lAJi th what he 
said. But the point remains, 
Bourassa is one person. We are 
talking about twenty-six million 
people. 

MR. WALSH: 
Seventy-eight per cent agree with 
us. 

MR. SIMMS: 
Ye·s;-an.(T 88 per cent do not know 
what you are talking about. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
Newfoundlanders do not know what 
they are talking about? 

MR. PARSONS: 
That is exactly our point . That 
is the point the Opposition Leader 
rnade in the first instance, that 
my colleague frorn Humber East 
rnade: Have pub1ic hE:1arings. You 
say, 1 Why did you not do it? Why 
did you not have public 

L86 March 29, 1990 Vol XLI 

hearings?' 
a right. 
wrong! 

Two wrongs do nol: 1nake 
We werE:1 wrong! WE! lAJE!l~E! 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. PARSONS: 
I say to the Premier now, do not 
bring this resolution to 
finality. Do not do it. Let us 
have public hearings. Let us go 
out there, the sarne as tJJe did tAr.i.th 
Bill 53. No one knew about 7.2 
until ·the han. the M.::Hnber for 
Mount Scio - Bell Island and the 
Member for Torngat Mountains 
brought up what was the essence of 
Bill 1)3. 

AN HON. MEMBER : 
The rot! 

MR. PARSONS: 
The-rot! ·--··To t.ake sorne thing 
from Newfoundlanders 

atJJay 
and 
did Labradorians. And the people 

not know one iota. They did not 
The 

thern, 
know what tJJas going on. 
Minister did not tell 
absolutely not. Until l: he 
Committees, public hearings 
boy! Did I ever gE•t some fr·ic::Jht 
when I attended those public 
hearings! People saw, for Lhc:! 
first ti.rrtE:1, what this was al.J. 
about. 'And people will see 
tomorrow if we have hearings in 
St. John 1 s, Corner Brook, Gr·and 
Falls, Gander. WE! wi11. haVE! 
public hearings in Labrador. We 
will send down a group of people, 
like the Chairman. I must say, 
that Committee on Bill 53 tAJas an 
excellent group, thE• finest, 
soundest, most intelligent 
Newfoundlanders you wou1d tJJant to 
meet. And, boy, thE!Y did t.heir 
job! They did their· job! And I 
arn surc::1, I arn positive, I arn 
really enthused with it that we 
can forrn a Committee. 
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.. 

MR. EFFORD : 
What (inaudible) Meech Lake? 

MR. PARSONS: 
Well. just a moment, now. The 
Minister of Social Services is so 
confused. He does not know 
anything about Meech Lake. He 
does not know anything about any 
lake. He knows nothing about 
nothing! 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
(Inaudible) lake. 

MR. PARSONS: 
What do you know about the fish? 
Do not answer it. It will give me 
an opening. Do not answer it. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the only other 
thing I really want to stre,ss: We 
have heard the Member for Exploits 
(Mr. Grimes), we have heard other 
han. Members, talk about all the 
aspects of Meech Lake. The 
assistant to the Premier talked 
about Meech Lake. One thing that 
comes from the Lake was never 
mentioned. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
(Inaudible). 

MR. PARSONS: 
You mentioned in passing. The 
fishery. That fishery is more 
important than anything else we 
could talk about in this 
Legislature. That is why our 
forefathers came here to settle in 
this Province, the fishery. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. PARSONS: 
TE-r5not- I if we do not likE! the 
French 1

• The only part of Meech 
Lake that gets involved with the 
fishery is our ex-Premier made 
sure that t.he fisheries would be 
on the agenda of the First 
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Ministers 1 Conference every year. 
And, you know, our PrE,miE!ln has 
never said one word against 
McKenna. Because what hE! said, in 
essence, what he del.ivered to the 
Federal Government was that it 
would stay on for one year; a ·fter 
that, it woul.d come off. 

Our Premier never said one:~ iota. 
He did not say it should not 
happen. He never said one single 
thing. All he said is we have 
j urisdic.tion enough, we cannot 
seem to handle what we have now. 
Let me say this to the premier, 
that we would not be in the rness 
we ar·e in today if we had more to 
say about the TAC. We would not 
be in the mess we are in today if 
we had more to say about 
licencing. And the PrE!rrd.E!r looks 
at it and says, ah l.o~.Jell we have 
enough jurisdiction. W.::~ nE!VE!r 
said on this side ·that we should 
get all the jurisdiction. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
(Inaudible). 

MR. PARSONS: 
Yes, t:he hon. MembE.~r 'for 
Twi 11 i nga te (Ml". W. CartE!r) ag I"E!E! s 
with me. Sure he does. He is a 
sensible man and he has to agt"E!e 
with me. I am not saying t:hat the 
Premier is not sensible, but 1 go 
back to what I said when I started 
my speech. It is the PrE!ITli.E~l" 1 S 
ego. He cannot be wrong. I wan·t 
to close my fetAl remarks by saying 
to the Premier, I am the senior 
person in this House and I say to 
the Premier-

AN HON. MEMBER: 
Go·d-b 1 e ssy.ou~ 

MR. PARSONS: 
He is getting up there you know. 

I say to the 
learn~~d, I lived 
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that I was wrong and I say to the 
Premier, look you tJJill go down in 
history. 

MR. SPEAK_ER: 
Order, please! 

The hon. Member's time has elapsed . 

MR. PARSONS: 
By leave just to finish up . 

I would like to say to the 
Premier, you · do the sam!':~ as I 
did. I arn not saying that I am a 
perfectionist but I do not think 
that you are either. I think that 
you should now start to consider 
what the implications are if this 
nation were to break up. You 
would not be a nation builder, but 
a nation destroyer. 

Thank you very much . 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The hon. the Member for LaPoile. 

MR . RAMSAY: 
Thank you, Mr. Speaker . 

Mr. Speaker, to speak in this 
debate, although there is an 
amendment added to our motion, I 
feel privileged to speak to this 
as the youngest Member of this 
chamber possibly, notwithstanding 
the reference of the other hon. 
Member, there is a possibility, 
weight aside, that I should by 
virtue of my age possibly live 
longer than any of the Members 
here. Therefore, possibly get to 
see some of the effects of what we 
are now doing, and the effects it 
lAJill have on the nation. This is 
pretty heady stuff, at the age of 
2'7, l:o be participating in a 
debate that is going to somehow 
have an effect on the future of 
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the your country. 
take it lightly. 

So I do not 

I have researched the different 
options with regards to the debate 
and I have considered them all and 
weighed them out as the hon. 
Member for St. John's East (Ms. 
Duff) has stated . I have carne to 
a conclusion different from hers. 
I have come to a conclusion that 
the version of Canada that we as a 
Liberal caucus support and 
possibly we do not say that we 
will be perfect in our 
representations. we do say that we 
have ideas that tAiill h•?.lp to 
address the various aspE•cts of OLir' 

country that are wrong. The 
institutions within our country 
that are wrong . 

So, Mr. Speaker, I think that:. 
tonight I will try to build a case 
for the Meech Lake Accord. Let us 
build a case for Meech Lake as 
Meech Lake is now written. 

Now there are some aspects of that 
with regards to the current Senate 
that have to be brought to light. 
I am sure that as the han . ME~rnber 
opposite tJJho speaks in favour of 
the Meech Lake Accord and has said 
so eloquently in her delivery 
yesterday I think it was, that shE! 
has read some dissertations on 
Meech Lake by Hogg and also by 
Robertson. 

I have an excerpt from a book that 
was written by Gordon Robertson 
namely A House Divided, Meech 
Lake, Senate Reform and the 
Canadian Union. In this Book, 
Robertson stated and I w~i.J.J. quote 
him from Chapter '7, the situat:ion 
in which our Senate has had powers 
that are virtually equal in law to 
thE! House have been WOI"kable only 
because of the way our Canadian 
Federation is structured now is' 
workable only because Senators 
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have recognized that, in fact, 
whenever there is a contest of 
wi1ls, as we have seen u.dth Bi.1l C 
21, and have seen in the past, the 
Senate must in the end yield to 
the elected House of Commons. 
They must yield. There is no 
convention of government, 
responsible to the Senate, only to 
the House. 

MR. TOBIN : 
(Inaudible) . 

MR. RAMSAY: 
Well Mr. Mulroney sends 
to negotiate Meech Lake 
the country. 

AN HON. MEMBER : 
(Inaudible). 

MR. RAMSAY: 

a senator 
all over 

Oh, yes he is a Member of the 
Cabinet because of the way that it 
works, but still is that correct 
for the people of Canada to depend 
on an unelected official to go 
around to try to build this 
compromise that ·they speak of. I 
think not. 

As far as Robertson goes there are 
some points he makes with regards 
to Meech Lake. Robertson with 
regards to Meech Lake bring back a 
little bit of the past and he 
speaks of Senate, the Senate being 
the key to Confederation in 1867. 
It was a way to bring the 
compromise that was necessary to 
build Canada. 

Now that may be the key to this 
current impasse. The spirit of 
compromise in the Senate may be 
the key. If we::! are tAiilling as a 
caucus to bend a bit, then maybe 
the panacea is Senate reform. 
Maybe this is the thing that will 
assist us in bending a bit to just 
what is required t:o help I<E!E!p ou1n 
nation the strong Canada that it 
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currently is . 

Now Robertson also said in his 
dissertation upon Meech that 
Senate reform is very important in 
the west, in Western Canada. And 
we realize this, we realize that 
Senate reform in Western Canada is 
currently very, very strong with 
Alberta 1 s moves to have a SE!natotn 
elected, the first elected Senate 
appointee, I suppose, thEd.r 
appointee for the Senate tJJho has 
yet to be chosen by the Prime 
Minister as being a credible 
choice, but that is thed.r wc-.ly of 
more or less Forcing Mulroney 1 s 
hand. 

It also is of increasing 
importance in Atlantic Canada 
because of various issues that the 
National Government has decided to 
Force, the issues that: they have 
decided to force on the pE!Op1e of 
Canada :in the various regi.ons of 
the country regardJ.ess of thE! 
effect that they have. Whet is 
good for Central Canada must be 
good for the rest of the nation, 
is the mindset of Central Canada 
po1iticians. 

Now Robertson a1so gets into the 
aspect that Senate refornrn has 
little interest in Ontario and 
Quebec, very little interc::1st. rhe 
Opposition of our House of 
Assembly are like all politicians, 
in general, in Ontario and 
Quebec. They are saying, aboltsh 
the Senate. Let us aboJ.ish thE! 
Senate. Ge·t rid of it. It doc::!s 
not serve a purpoSE!. But it cloc::1s 
serve a purpose if it works :in the 
proper way, as it does in the 
United States. And then they u.Ji .ll 
say well, J.ool< at the Llnit.E!Cl 
States, you have States of the 
U.S. that have economic 
difficulty. I would sus1gest l:hat 
the economic difficulty of the 
vari.ous States has little or 
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nothing to do with their voice in 
the FedE!raJ. GoVE!rnrnent, but a lo ·t 
to do with their wealth of 
resources, a lot to do with the 
States history, corruption of 
politicians, in some cases, very 
inward mindset of some political 
people in the smaJ.ler States. 
There are many different 
possibilities that can cause 
economic disparity. 

But I would say their voice within 
the Federal Government in the U.S. 
is a very strong one because of 
the U.S. Senate. And their Senate 
is something that evolved from 
their origins with their 
Constitution, the US Constitution, 
and we see now, nearJ.y eight years 
later from the time we patriated 
our own Constitution to a point 
where we could work on our own 
Constitution, we see now others 
saying the break-up of the country 
is near and all these 
fearmongering tactics that do not 
allow us the time to allow 
evolution. We have a Quebec which 
is standing now and saying, Meech 
or nothing. Now is that the way 
to bargain? Is that the spirit of 
compromise of which the Member for 
St. John's East (Ms. Duff) 
speaks? I do not think so. We 
see today, with their unanimous 
support of a resolution striking 
down the companion resolution of 
Pr10~rnier McKenna, it makes one 
wonder if possibly a separatist 
element was involved in the 
drafting of the Meech Accord in 
the way it is now drafted. So 
that drafting it that way, 
assuming that Legislatures would 
not approve it given the time 
period that we are now faced with 
and thereby causing Quebec, one 
way or the other, through the 
backdoor or through the front 
door, to get what they want. I 
feel that is something we should 
keep in the back of our minds. 
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Also, to get back to Robertson, to 
paraphrase somewhat, he says, 
they, when their interests 
coincide, he is spE!aking of QuebE!C 
and Ontario now, hold the 
preponderence of power in 
Confederation by reason of their 
population, now Robertson said 
this and it is pretty basic to the 
way that our House of Commons 
operates with one vote, one 
person, and the preponderence of 
votes in the House of Commons 
being those of Ontario and Quebec, 
the two economic solitudes of 
Canada, they being the ~ne 
economic solitude, Ontario and 
Quebec, as the joint machine of 
economic force in the country and 
the other regions being 
subservient, a word r · mentioned 
earlier which caused thE! hon . 
Leader of the Opposition to lose 
his head somewhat. In a House 
divided, Robertson said in Lhr?. 
opening, and if a House be divided 
against itself that House cannot 
stand. He quoted that from the 
gospel of St. Mark. Meech Lake 
the Accord will SIO'rve to cr'eate a 
House, Canada, divided against 
itself with Quebec as Lh e singlE! 
solitude with a legislative 
ability to preserve and promote 
their view of Canada, and Canada 
having to bow to QuebE!C with 
regards to its Anglophone 
population, having to bow to thE! 
policies of Quebecois in their 
sign languagE! poJ.:i.cy and whatever 
they would choose. Maybe they 
would choose to mirrow the French 
in France and their system of 
Government. Let us change our 
system of Government. Maybe thesr?. 
are the things they would do . 
That is one of the people who a1ne 
against changing Meech Lake in any 
way. A solid supporter' of MeE•ch 
Lake has wd. t LE! n qui t.E! a f E!l;.J 
articles in the Globe and Mail. 

I want also to look at Peter Hogg, 
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someone who has been battered back 
and forth somewhat. He talks of 
Senate refor·m with the Meech Lake 
Accord. Hogg states that, and it 
is pretty much as it stands within 
the Meech Lake Agreement as it is 
now written, senators appointed 
from the province under Section 
25, he comments on them being 
temporary until reform senate is 
agreed upon. He also ment.ions 
that if no amendment is made in 
the future then Section 25 remains 
intact so the way that they see 
senate reform is through the Meech 
Lake Accord. 

Peter Hogg, also states that the 
new section 25, although it is 
intended to be temporary, is not 
drafted as a temporary measure, so 
those who drafted this section of 
the Meech Lake Accord did not have 
this drafted as a temporary 
measure and therefore it could 
turn out to be a permanent measure. 

He also states, if section 25 
becomes permanent, it will 
possibly evolve into a House of 
the Provinces, this is Peter 
Hogg•s view of Canada. A House of 
the Provinces, Senators will be 
holding to the provinces and not 
necessarily to central Government 
and he also states that this would 
probably change the character of 
the institution, making it more 
assertive in representing 
Provincial or Regional interests. 
How? They are not elected. Under 
Meech Lake, as it now stands, 
there is no elected Senate, i·t is 
an appointed Senate, appointed by 
the provinces, so how are they 
going to be representative of 
provincial, when we have Robertson 
saying, that the Senate must, in 
the end, yield to the elected 
House of Commons. So if Meech is 
allowed to go through with the 
unanimity clause, which allows for 
no changes unless all agree, will 
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Quebec ever agree l:o a11.otAJ a 
Senate that is going to be able to 
veto Legislation, change 
Legislation in any way? I th:i.nk 
not. 

Mr. Speaker, there is a quote I 
have here which I wanted to read 
to hon. Members, and t:he quote 
states that, it is from John 
Marshall, and it states that • The 
people make the Constitution, the 
people, and the people can unrnake 
it. It is the creature of their 
own tJ..Ii.ll and lives only by Hwir 
will 1 and that is the US, all 
right, but a Consti'l:ut:ion is a 
guide for the country. Our 
constitution should be rnade by the 
people, input by the people. This 
is the first, the last numbE!l" of 
months, the first bit of input 
that the PC?Ople have had into our 
Constifution of any kind of 
consequence· whatsoever. In the 
past, let us push it through thE! 
House and they speak of public 
hearings. It is a fine timE! to 
speak of public hearings as being 
so necessary. They say two wrongs 
do not rnake a right, I agree, but, 
the way things arE! going notJ..J, the 
general public of Canada are going 
to be debating this tssUE!, it is 
in every newspaper, every time you 
turn on the netAJS, it is on +~hE! 
news. We are talking about it a 
lot and then they say, well, you 
did not mention the fishery. fhe 
problems we currently have with 
the fishery can be at tl"i bu ted to 
the lack of a strong cent.ra1 
Government and also, to the lack 
of a Provincial effect on national 
policy. In developing national 
policy, in changing the 
Legislation that is enacted and 
the regulations that are enacted 
by the Federal Government in 
Central Canada. 

I a1~o wanted to get into a couple 
of other things. We no'l:e that a 
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former Leader of the Opposition, 
federalJ.y. Robert Stanfield. has 
come into the Meech Lake debate, 
of late. This Gentleman speaks of 
two solitudes as well. He always 
thought that Canada will be better 
with two solitudes. Quebec and 
Canada. This is the man who is 
quite in favour of the Meech Lake 
Accord. Realizing that the Meech 
Lake Accord does create a Canada 
with two solitudes, Quebec and the 
rest of Canada. Mr. Speaker, 
there are a couple of other things 
that I would like to get into. 

Ms Duff in her dissertation 
yesterday - I think it was 
yesterday, the 28th - spoke of 
what we should do as a 
Government. She stated it is time 
we took it out of this realm and 
put it into the real politics of 
the Canadian nation. You have to 
put the substance in the context 
of the reality of what we are 
dealing with. You have to allow 
room for interpretation and room 
for compromise. We see today the 
spirit of compromise that exists 
within the Province of Quebe~. It 
is a very, very small iota of 
compromise on their part. 

I spoke earlier today of 
subservience on our part. They 
say the only way that the country 
can stay together, the only way 
that they wi.ll be happy is if we 
bend to their view somE!how, aJ.low 
Meech to go through as it now is 
and we wiJ.l fix it later. Now I 
feel that our amendment package 
that the Premier has presented to 
the public is one which is very 
compromising. It addresses the 
five concerns that Quebec brought 
to the table as far back as Rene 
Laveque • s day. Twenty-two at that 
time was mE:'ntioned, but Five that 
pretty well encompass his 
twenty-two. 
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We would change the aspect of the 
distinct society to put it into 
the preamble to the Constitution 
and take it out of the body of Lhe 
constitution implying Legislative 
power for Quebec. What elsE:~ would 
we do? We would change the Senate 
to allow for an elected, equaJ. 
number of Senators per province 
and effective having the p·ower to 
originate legislation as they now 
do and also having the power to 
vote on legislation in several 
ways. To vote on legislation on 
the basis of Provincial and 
regionaJ. methods. To vote on 
legislation for the Quebec 
Senators on cultural and J.anguage 
matters. And also to giv"~ a 
general regional representation 
that is no longer being lAJe1l 
served by the Government of Canada 
~n their economic policies. 

Anoth~r aspect of Meech Lake which 
we would change, Mr. Speaker. is 
95 C-1. It varies it to require 
that the constitutional 
intrenchment of any immigration 
agreement negotiated between the 
Federal and Provincial Governments 
could only be entrenched through 
the level of approval required 
under the general amending 
procedure. Amending the procedure 
under the general amending 
procedure, the general way, seven 
provinces fifty per cent of the 
population. The way current.ly in 
the Accord if passed ten Pl"ovinCE!S. 
that we cannot get to agree right 
now. And they feel we arE! going 
to get Senate refor·m. I somehow 
doubt that unanimity will ever 
happen if Meech Lake goes through. 

Now some would argue Lhat. and say 
why do we want it anyway. If we 
are not going to get all the 
parties to agree, why should we 
change the constitution if. you do 
not have Quebec as a signator for· 
Senate reform. Well currently 
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Quebec is part of our Constitution 
although not a signatory to it. 
They enforce Federal laws 
according to the constitution. 
They guide the workings of their 
Government according to the 
Federal Constitution and we are 
now trying to bring them into the 
Constitution, which is admirable 
because they, as was spoken the 
night of the long knives, a well 
concocted version of political 
negotiation by Rene Levesque to 
save face at home, although as one 
could read from John Chretien•s 
book, all he wanted was the 
constitutional veto and he would 
have signed it. He would have 
signed the 1982 constitutional 
amE~ndment if he had been given a 
constitutional amendment veto. 
One only has to read that book to 
see this. So was Quebec left out 
of the Constitution? They agreed 
to it all. The last minute 
Levesque said I want my veto. No 
VE!·to. 

To save face this concoction of 
the night of the long knives was 
brought about and Mr. Levesque 
could save face and hopefully win 
the next election, such was not 
thE! case and I speak of Mr'. 
Levesque as, I suppose somewhat of 
a nation builder, the man did 
bring it. to a referendum. He was 
not content to take his country on 
out u..Ji thout the referendum, a 
referendum fairly fought and 
Quebec choose to stay as part of 
Canada. 

And I would support the view, Mr. 
Speaker, that if Meech Lake does 
fall by the wayside the future of 
Canada will include Quebec, the 
people of Quebec will see a Canada 
that they can be a part of with 
good public debate and information 
that is out and around now. l 
think the only thing that. IJJe here 
in Newfoundland possibly fail to 
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do is to s hoiJJ the people of 
Quebec, if not through thE! Fl~E!nch 
language, what is happening 'in 
Newfoundland, how we struggJ.e with 
these difficulties of Meech Lake. 
To prove to them that we are 
concerned about thr:~ people of 
Quebec. 

There are a lot of reasons, I 
suppose people talk about getting 
our back up against the wall. 
Ta1k about hotJJ the people of 
Newfoundland have ber:~ n i 11--trea tE!d 
by the people of Quebec through 
Churchill Falls negotiations that 
somehow or other we end up now 
with a mere $30 million versus 
their $800 million ·- estimated at 
$800 million a profit from the 
Churchill Falls development. 

I would think, Mr. Speaker, ·that 
if we were able to inform those 
people of the way that 
Newfoundlanders feel, a 
camaraderie for the Quebecois, 
their culture, our culture which 
are probably the only two 
solitudes of culture in the 
coun·try, the only two places whE!l~e 

culture exists that can actually 
be identified of any size I 
suppose throughout the whole 
Province of any consequence. I 
think that the people of Quebec 
would see and understand lha ·t IJJe 
arE! not trying to do anything to 
huJ~t the effect of bringing thr:'lll 
into the constitution. They u..JouJ.d 
realize that this is but a part of 
the nation building process and 
the nation will not come to a 
halt, the wheels IJJiJ.l not stop 
turning on the 23 of June. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. RAMSAY: 
I will finish up by quoting 
Monsieur Remillard, the 
Intergovernmental Affairs Minister 
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in Quebec, quoted in a recent 
article in the Globe and Mail as 
saying, 1 The more it•, the 
agreement he is ref erring to, 1 is 
explained the more it is 
understood. 1 I would say the more 
it is explained the more it is 
understood to be the wrong thing 
for the country, Mr. Speaker. The 
more it is understood to be 
wrong. Others would say the wrong 
thing, but we should see what we 
can do For the bettermen·t of our 
country. We should get down on a 
wounded knee and say, well we are 
going to do it For our country· 
because we know it is not a good 
deal for us, but we should do it 
for the country. 

Mr. Speaker, our amendments that 
we have brought in here allows for 
that, if ·the rest of Canada stands 
and says we will support the Meech 
Lake Accord our Government has 
stated that they will and I wiJ.l 
support this, we will allow Meech 
Lake to pass through our House of 
Assembly and our support will be 
given for it to allow the Governor 
General of Canada to sign it. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to end with 
one little quote, a quote I used 
on the first day of this Debate, 
as a little booster for Members on 
this side of the House, to 
emphasize the gravity of the 
subject we have to deal with. It 
speaks of something that is 
possibly timelE!SS. It was spoken 
by Aristotle, and the quote is: 
1 A state is not a mere society 
having a common place established 
for the prevention of mutal crime 
and for the sake of exchange. 
Political society exists for the 
sake of noble actions and not of 
mere companionship. • 

MR. SPEAKER: 
The han . Member•s time has elapsed . 
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SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
By leav~. by }eave! 

MR. RAMSAY: 
Mr. Speaker, to clue up, as the 
youngest Member, I hope I have 
been able to give some view of the 
difficulties with Meech Lake, some 
of the reasons why I feel we rnus t 
amend it, as most of my colleagues 
here say. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
(Inaudible) . 

MR . RAMSAY: 
All of my colleagues, well on both 
sides. But I would feel also, Mr. 
Speake1n, that Membe1ns on the oHH:~r 
side of thE! HoUSE! certainly would 
have to think that Canada will not 
break apart if Meech Lake doe s not 
pass. It is but anothE!r day. U1e 
23rd of June, in the 
constitutional development of our 
nation. 

Thank you, Mr. Speaker . 

SOME HON. MEMBERS : - ··· ·---·---
Hear, hear! 

MR. R. AYLWARD: Mr·-:-· speak e·r--·:-

MR. SPEAKER : 
The han. the Member for Kilbride . 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

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

Mr. Speaker. first of all, I v.Jould 
like to make just a fetJJ cotTim•~nts 
on some of the speakers who haVE! 
gone before me. 

The last spE!aker·, the MernbE:'In fo1n 
La P o i l e ( M r . R a rn s a y ) 1'1'1 ad 1:! a v E• 1n y 
good spee~ch. I must say . HE! did a 
fair amount of r1?.search. He did 
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mention some of the points or 
clauses in ME!ech Lake which other 
speakers were criticized for not 
doing by the Member for Exploits 
(Mr. Grimes). He forgot to 
mention any of them, by the way. 
when he did speak. I am sure it 
was just an oversight. But the 
Member for LaPoile, who just 
finished, made some of the best 
arguments. Mr. Speaker. for the 
wish that we have on this side. 
that the people of Newfoundland be 
allowed the opportunity of coming 
to public hearings and being heard. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. R. AYLWARD: 
Mr. Speaker, the Member for 
LaPoile quoted from the American 
Constitution, ~nd I just got a bit 
of it. He said. in other words. 
that the people who rna k e the 
constitution - and he went on with 
a bit more - but it was the people 
who make the constitution that was 
the important part. And. in this 
Province. Mr. Speaker, the pE!Ople 
are not going to have an 
opportunity to make the 
constitution unless we have public 
hearings to give them that 
opportunity, Mr. Speaker. 

I think also, I heard a couple of 
times in this Debate, references 
to the United States. We had a 
quote from the Constitution of the 
United States from the hon. the 
Member for LaPoile. We haVE! had 
reference, or reported reference, 
at least, that the Premier was 
reported as saying ·- I cannot say 
he said it. because I did not hear 
him say it But he was reported 
as saying that if Canada brake up 
maybe we would be better off 
joining the United States. 

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

The han. the Member for Kilbride . 

MR. R. AYLWARD: 
Mr. Speaker, I do not think these 
comments are just by coincidence. 
There seems to be a feeling by a 
few at l.east and maybe more on the . 
other side that the United States 
is s orne example to be hE! ld up for 
us in Canada to try to meet or try 
to achieve what they have achieved. 

Mr. Speaker. I personally feE!1. as 
a Canadian as a Newfoundlander, 
that we have achieved more than 
the United States has ever 
achieved in our country. I am 
much more proud to say that I a1n a 
Canadian than I would be to say 
that I was an American. 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. R. AYLWARD : 
I think Canada is the best country 
in the world to live in. I 
believe that sincerely. Even 
though my forefathers J.ike the 
forefathers of the Member for St. 
John 1 s East Extern (Mr. Pa1nsons) 
probably did not agree wi£h me. I 
know that my grandparents probabJ.y 
would not have agreed with me. 
But if they were aJ.ive now, I 
believe al1 those people who doid 
not ~upport Newfound1and joining 
Canada would· have a different view 
of what was trying to bE! adlieVE!d 
when we did join Canada. Mr. 
Speaker, I think eVE!n my 
forefathers would have a different 
view today. 

Mr. Speaker. we keep hearing from 
the other side about this equal 
representation in the Senate and 
how good it would be. We hear 
back to the American exall'lpJ.e of 
their Senate. Mr. Spc::~aker, just a 
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few more statistics. I know there 
were statistics made before in 
this House about the example of 
how does the American Senate make 
that country more equal to the 
different States. 

From an economic point of view, 
from some statistics that I have, 
I know that the health ·care 
spending per capita in 
Newfoundland Mr. Speaker. from 
Public Accounts 1987 - 1988 were 
$1. 107 per capita. The per capita 
spending on health care in Maine, 
which is a part of the country 
which has an equal Senate, $83 
US. There is a difference in the 
Canadian and US dollar. Mr. 
Speaker. but not by any stretch of 
the iminagination can the health 
care be made up from $1100 
Can~dian to $83 US. 

Mr. Speaker. health care and 
hospitals in West Virginia on a 
per capita basis is about $78. In 
Puerto Rico, Mr. Speaker, which I 
would expect is a very poor place 
and would get as much assistance 
from the central government or 
from the states as is possible. 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
T h at---r5not"a-StatE! . 

MR . R. AYLWARD : 
No, I know that is not a State. 

B u t it wo u 1 d get assistance as a 
poor region or territory or an 
area which would have to be helped 
more. Mr. Speaker the per capita 
spending on health in Puerto Rico 
is $122 US. 

Mr. Speaker, not one of them come 
close to what the per capita 
spending in this Canada that we 
have, ·~ven u..Jith the existing 
Senate that. !JJe haVE! now, which is 
unfair to Newfoundland. I do not 
disagree with that. 
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Mr. Speaker. 
spE:~nding per 
Newfoundland is 
it is $552 US. 
it is $661 US. 
fairly close. 

the education 
capita in 

$806. In Maine, 
In West Virginia, 

It is getting 

Unemployment spending which is a 
s tati s tic that I am not proud to 
promote in this House, I guess, 
but it is a part of our social net 
and an important one for this 
Province, Mr. Speaker. 

The unemployment per capita 
spending in this Province, Mr. 
Speaker, is $1,320. I would like 
it to be zero but the real.i ty is 
that we certainly need it right 
now. The per capita spending on 
unemploymE!nt insurance in Main is 
$44 . 00 US. Their unemployment 
rate is not as bad as ours but Mr. 
Speaker I d o not t hi n k i t i s ·that 
much greater than ou!~s. WE!St 
Virginia $66 . 00 US; Purto Rico 
again, not a state but an area 
which is helped out by the U nit:ed 
States, its spending is $30.00 US, 
Mr. Speaker. Now, this equal 
senate that we all hear about, 
this Triple E Senate, which is 
going to bE! the sa1valton of 
Canada in the Future, I do not 
believe, using th~ comparisons 
that the han. Members are making 
with the US senatE!. is not going 
to help, is not going to have l:he 
great affE!Ct on improving thE! 
economic condition in this 
Province as is expected by some 
people. 

Some people across the IAJay. s orne 
people probably in Western Canada, 
seem to be extremely supportive of 
this. but I do not think that this 
equal senate u..Jill rnake that gr~"'!at 
a differE!nce on improving the 
economic conditions in this 
Pl~ovince. 

Mr . SpE!akE!r. I say it is very 
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obuious, and there is no doubt 
that it is obuious. but I would be 
much more comfortable speaking 
here today on the fisheries, on 
rural deueloprnent, on farming. or 
pretty well on any issue except 
Meech Lake. I arn one of those 
Newfoundlanders, and one of the 
elected people in this House. and 
I guess we all try to do this, who 
tries ·to get a feeling for what 
their constituents want. I know 
they are inte,rested in jobs. I 
know they are interested in 
deuelopment. rural and urban 
deuelopment. I know they are 
interested in the fisheries. but I 
am not sure they are ouerly 
interested in Meech Lake. The 
reason ·they ar·e not :interesb:'d in 
Meech Lake, and polls show this, I 
do not think being a politician is 
any great reuelation, bedng a 
politician who tries to listen, 
but the reason they are not ouerly 
interested in Meech Lake is 
because they do not know anything 
about it. They haue not been 
told, they haue not been giuen 
enough information about Meech 
Lake. 

Mr. Speaker, · one way to allow thern 
to get information on Meech Lake 
would be for their elected 
representatiues ·to go along as a 
Committee of this House, go out 
the same as we do tJJi th the 
LegislatiUE! Reuiew Cornrn:ittees that 
we haue set up, and go to the 
areas of the Prouince where people 
would, I am sure, come at least to 
find out what the Meech Lake' is 
all about. They would come to the 
meetings if not to make 
presentations but to listen to 
those who are making 
presentations. And I am sure 
there would be presentations. 
There would be a lot of 
presentations against Meech Lake, 
and there would be presentations 
for Meech Lake. And probably. as 
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the hon. Member for Carbonea1" (MI". 
Rl:;!id) said, there would be a lot 
of presentations against Meech 
Lake. I do not disagree with 
that. I would say because the 
people in my District do not 
understand Meech Lake ther·e is a 
tendency for people who do not 
understand an issue, who would 
like to keep things as they are 
until at least they understand it, 
would probably uote against Meech 
Lake because they do not 
understand what it is all about. 
And it is hard. 

I do not say that I understand 
what it is all about, Mr. Speaker, 
because I went through the last 
debate in this House and I 
listened because I wanted to 
understand what it. was a11 about. 
I l.istened in Cabinet whE!n it was 
explained to me what l:he purpose 
of Meech Lake was. by a pE!I"son in 
that room, Mr. Speaker. by a 
person who negotiated this Meech 
Lake deal, and I understand some 
of it. I sat through the d(!bate' 
in this House, Mr. Speaker. when 
after the new Leader was E!l~:!cted. 
the Premier of OUI" Prouince notJJ, I 
sat through the debate in this 
House and listene'd to his points 
of uiew, Mr. Speake'r. And I was 
in this House before he was 
elected and I listened to the uiew 
of that Leader of the Opposition 
at t~he tirne. And, Ml". SpE,akE,r, 
Justice Barry now, who was forrner 
Leader of the Oppositi.on, and h:i.s 
caucus at the time, had concer·ns 
the same as a lot of Canadians. 
but they were supportiue of the 
Meech Lake Agreement as brought 
back to this Proutnce by the 
Premier of the Prouince at the 
time. And Mr. Speaker, it. is 
strange to rne that most of those 
people who tJJere undecided at. l:he 
time and suppol"tiue' of lhl':' 
statements of the interim leader 
of the U.be:~ral Par l:y at LhE! U.rrlE!, 
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the Federal Member for Fortune 
Hermitage, no, it is where ever it 
is - Burin, St. Georges or 
whatever it is. He was supportive 
and the Members now, most of them 
are in Cabinet are also very 
supportive of that deal. They 
have an excuse, the same as I do, 
I suppose now, is that they did 
not understand it. That is 
probably their reason . Now, Mr. 
Speaker, the Premier is saying 
that it is totally inaccurate, I 
do not know. I guess the party 
line was laid down at the time and 
it had to be, and when the new 
leader, the present Premier of the 
Province tAJas elected, he was 
opposed and I give him credit that 
he has not been wishy washy on 
this matter. He has been opposed 
from day one and he remains 
opposed to Meech Lake. He is 
pretty well on the same track now, 
as when he was leader of the 
Opposition here, which I must say, 
I do not think is right. I am not 
sure, I am not a great philosopher 
but he was dead set against Meech 
Lake from day one, he has brought 
in a Resolution in this House when 
other Premiers of this country are 
trying to resolve the impasse, his 
Resolution is going to completely 
hamper any possibility of 
Resolution of the impasse that now 
exists in Meech Lake. I do not 
impute any motives to the 
Premier. He stuck to his guns 
from day one, and I certainly 
would not want to be accused, as 
some of our Members have, over 
here, of making a personal attack 
on the Premier, so Mr. Speaker, I 
will choose my words carefully, 
because I would not want to that. 
But I think the Premier and his 
Government could be somewhat more 
accommodating in this process. 
fhey could be working for 
solutions to the Accord, Mr. 
Speaker, solutions to and - Mr. 
Speaker all the people who support 
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the Premier, I would say, and a11 
the people who support: the Prime 
Minister of Canada are looking for 
a solution to t:his impasse, they 
are not looking to destroy this 
Province, they want to keep Canada 
as it is, and improve it, that is 
what we all want as far as I know, 
but thE! tAJay to do that. is through 
negotiations, Mr. Speaker, not by 
presenting a resolution to this 
House, to rescind what has already 
been put in place. 

Mr. Speaker, he could hoJ.d that up 
I suppose, he could have used t: hE! 
weapon of rescinding the motion 
while he was at his meetings as he 
did at one time. But sincE:! thE! 
new initiative taken by the 
Premier from New Brunswick ha s 
been put in place there never did 
seem to be an E!ffort by our 
Premier to try to add to that 
initiative and come up w:i.th somE! 
type of a solution for the 
problems which our country now 
finds itself with, Mr. Speaker. 

We have been accused on this sidE! 
in our debate of fearmongering . 
And I suppose that could be a 
justifiE•d criticism. I do not 
believe it is. But '!:he sta1n'l: of 
the fearmongering in this issue 
and in this debate carne some t. irne 
ago, or I heard it some time ago, 
and it was when the Premier was 
considering what Meech Lake is 
going to do to this country or 
this Province in particular. And 
I believe it was the Premier t~ho 
said that if Meech Lake is 
approved this Province is 
condemned to poverty forever. 

SOME HON . MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

MR. R. AYLWARD : 
Mln. Speaker, 
fearmongering 
it is . There 

if that is not: 
I do not know what 
ha s been no comment s 
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made on this side that would be 
any worse. Mr. Speaker, ther·~;:~ are 
comments being made on this sidE! 
that we fear for the breakup of 
our country. I do not think that 
is fearmongering, Mr. Speaker. 
That is a legitimate concern. 
Members on the other side of ·the 
House I would say also fear for 
the breakup of this country. 

I think the way, Mr. Speaker, we 
could help keep this country 
together is to try to be 
accommodating and try to find 
solutions and not try to put 
obstructions before those who are 
trying to work on a solution. Mr. 
Speaker, I believe that the 
resolution that the Premier has 
brought ·to this House is creating 
an obs·tructionist attitude. It is 
not doing anything to solve the 
problem, Mr. Speaker. It is 
offering more confrontation 
between the leaders of the 
country, which we do not need. 

Mr. Speaker, I remember some of 
the things that the present 
Premier said when he wished to be 
Premier, when he was on this side 
seeking to be Premier of this 
Province. If he was Premier of 
the Provinces there would be an 
air of co--operation, Mr. Speaker, 
between governments in 
particular. I think I have heard, 
I am not sure, that even the 
unelected Minister in our 
Province, Dr. House, is a bit 
perturbed by what is happening 
with this Meech Lake Accord and 
the consequences of the Meech Lake 
Accord, with the friction b.etween 
our Provincial Government and the 
Federal Government, Mr. Speaker. 
I think Dr. House, when he 
accepted the job hE! now has, had 
expected there would b~~ much more 
cooperation between Governments 
than there is now . I ·think he is 
going to have even a more 
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difficult job in achieving what he 
would like to do . 

AN HON. MEMBER: 
(Inaudible) . 

MR. R. AYLWARD: 
I th ough we were going all night. 
I was expecting to go all night . 

Mr. Speaker, I have a pile of 
paper here on t.his desk, and I 
would like to continue on. Maybe 
it would be just as tAJe11 to throw 
it all away because we are 
probably not making much headway 
in convincing Members opposite 
that public hearings are thE! key 
to what should happen in this 
Province. If we had public 
hearings and the public carne out 
in droves to say yes, we support 
the Premier, as it would appear 
they do, I adrnit it. If they carne 
out after explanations on Meech 
Lake and said they do not wish ·to 
be a part of Meech Lake or thE!Y 
felt this resolution to rescind 
was necessary, maybe, Mr. Speaker, 
they would convince the po 1 i tical 
people on this side and it would 
be very easy for us to say, yE•s, 
let us agree with the PrerniE!In and 
get on with business. 

But, Mr. Speaker, the key to it 
all lAJould be thE! pubJ.i.c hearings 
and allowing the people of this 
Province to tell us, Min. SpeakE!r, 
what they want for their Province, 
so we can be sure. 

Mr. Speaker, I adjourn the debate . 

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 
Hear, hear! 

On motion the House at its 
ajourned until tomorrow, 
at 9:00a.m. 
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