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September 28, 2012
For Immediate Release

Kennedy Questioned Debate Rules a Decade Earlier

Liberal Opposition Leader Dwight Ball is asking Natural Resources Minister Jerome Kennedy to come clean on his concerns about the rules
which governed the former Voisey’s Bay debate in 2002.

“A decade ago Minister Kennedy publically dismissed the Voisey’s Bay debate as ‘a battle that can’t be done’.” stated Ball. “Now he and the
Premier are insisting those same rules apply for the Special Debate on Muskrat Falls. This is blatantly hypocritical of Kennedy.”

In 2002, then independent lawyer Jerome Kennedy told The Telegram, “You can’t have a critical debate in the House when you don’t have
the information that’s required”. Kennedy then went on to state “It’s the final agreement that should go before the House of Assembly.
What’s going to happen in the next few days is simply a sham.” (The Telegram, Tentative deal not worth debating: defence lawyer, June 18,
2002) These comments were made the day of the Voisey’s Bay debate.

“Contrary to statements from his past the Minister of Natural Resources has repeatedly denied the public important information on Muskrat Falls.
This includes the terms of reference for studies completed by MHI and Ziff Energy, as well as any studies completed on alternatives.” noted Ball.
“Government has yet to release the Decision Gate 3 (DG3) numbers and we learned from the Premier that the details of the loan guarantee won’t
be finalized either until there is a final report from Manitoba Hydro International (MHI).”

Ball noted that the 2002 Telegram article also quoted Kennedy as labelling the debate process by saying; “What’s causing concern here is the
process being utilized by the Newfoundland government, where they are essentially saying to the average person, ‘trust us, we’re going
to do what’s right’.”

“This is exactly what Kennedy and the Premier are now doing with Muskrat Falls. How can the Premier declare there is an acceptable set of
debate rules for Muskrat Falls when her own Natural Resources Minister questioned them a decade earlier?” said Ball. “They want the public to
just trust them, without backing up their claims, and now they want to limit the scope of the Special Debate on Muskrat Falls. Their arrogance is
unbelievable.”
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