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_Their Qutloock

Toriés believe Peterson
1S simply an opportunist

Aithough it is bard to believe when
you look at the polls, not everyone in
Ontario  thinks Premier Davld
Pelerson is the greatest thing since
sliced bread.

And probably the most inlense
critic Is Tom Leng. the Ontado Pro-
5:25511.'4: Conservative Party presi-

L.

He's a partisan, of course, with g
visceral dislike of Liberals and New
Democrats (or Grits and Socialists
a3 he would likely say). In thot
sense, he reminds me somewhat of
Liberal Sean Conway, ancther who
I8 young, (although not ns young as
Long) and in whase wveins partisan
btood runs thickly.

Bul it is more than tha, Like his
party leader, Larry Grossman, Long
appears to genuinely view Petersen
85 a man who's good with television
Mdf {“'the atmospherics of govern
ment" 1s how Grossman describes
it) but lacks substance.

“Down deep, Pelerson's shallow,™
I3 how the cliche runs,

There's o touch here of Tory
disbellef that the man they never
logk seriously as an tpﬂoaiﬁnn
leader Is how the premier with o bet-
tcll'hl,hun 5 per cent raling in the
polls.

They can't credit Peterson with
that much skill fand that is gne of
1:1-& reasons they are now In opposi-
tion).

Their view of Pelersan is best ex.
emplifled by o 1asteless joke about
“retords” Peterson made at
testimonial dioner this winter.
That's the *“real David Peterson,”
they'!) =ay. Can you ever imagine
Bill Davis er Larry Grossman being
that insensitlve?

Arnd they can't understand why he
Eels away with sueh  faux pas
witheut any eriticism sticking (the
Teflon Premier is the media's hali-
rdmldnﬂ. holf-sarcastic label for
L.

Berry’s World

“Tvd gad W Lod'n fai about morsd vakees
dmd EENLSP gl i nd

Some blame the media for being
ro-Gnt. Others think Pelerson s

ust lucky.

Beyond that, though, they don't
believe  Peterson  stands  for
anything. They see him simply as an
oppertunist.

“David Pelersom, vold of convie.
tion and vision, views all of politics
as onge endless stream of uncon-
nected and  unrelated  skill-testing
questions,"” Long said in ane speech,

“There are no goals, no founda-
tions, just o bewildering swamp of
detalls and conflicting pressures.

“He and his I:ﬂrtf ave purchased
their !:kmp_rum ike some product off
a shelf from a competing politieal
parly purely and simply (o achieve

er. .

“The Pelerson Liberals may tem-

rartly hold power, but they will
cave no indelible mark upen the
pages of ihe histery of this pro-
vinee.™

Hix trip to Washinglon was simply
“cheap headline grabbing and his
performance  al  federal/provincial
conference *‘disruplive oand
negotive,” Long sald.

For most people, it is o view of
Pelerson and his government that is
quite jarring when flest heard, sinee
it conflicts se strongly with the
gencral public perception.

People seem 1o rather like Peter.
son and his style. They feel com-
fortable with him, He's a younger,
more alive Bill Davis. They trusi
him to run a competent government,

And whether it s true or not. it is o
perception that those who are repell-

by Peterson  polilics have to
acknowledge. ;

Long insists tat least publicly)
that the Conservalives can win the
next - electjorr, that once the elec-
lorate starts paying attention, the
“renl David Peterson™ will come st
and be rejected by Ontarians

Heing ahead ar behind in the polls
really means nothing nowadays task
John Tumer and Frank Miller about
haw they stood going Into their cleg-
tion campaignst and o volatile elec.
torate can shill parties quickly,

Most  observers think Long s
deeaming. Some think he’s actunlly
running for leader in the following
election.

Maybe. Butl his negative view of
Pelerson (s real. And in the Grit
euphoria caused by 50 per cent polls
it should be remembered there are
dissenters out there.
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Story raises fascinating '
human-interest questions

There is absolutely no difficulty in
finding peaple, ﬁn[cularlr among
Conservatives, who feel the media
have been overplaying, If not
overkilling, those eleborale renova.
tons on the residences of Prime
Minister Brian Mulroney.

We're talking specifically about
the 3308000 paid oul by the PC
Canada Fund - the money-raising
arm of the Conservative Party - o
bring 24 Sussex Dr. and the prime
mintster's Hammington Lake coltage

uploscratch.
Ottawa

Report
e T —

By Stewart Macl.eod

. Those who criticize the media for
their generosity of words on the sub-
ject moke a point of saying the
money come {rom the party. A
since both the prime ministers of-
ficial residence on Sussex Drive, and
his cotlage., are for the use of all
subsequent prime ministers, it's bo-
ing argued that the Tories are doing
usa favor,

“The winners out of this are the
luxpayers,” said Tory MP  Allan
Lowrence. And Transport Minlster
Jahn Crosbie has sald the toxpayers
should be grateful

Perhaps. Bul, even if we
acknowledge this, along with the
faci Lhe story might have received
more aitention than |t technically
deserved, the whole business does
ralse some intrigui gquestions, It
oalso ralses some fascinating human-
Inlerest questions.

BVIOUS INTEREST

Just as the Ameriean public seem-
ed unduly fascinated when Nancy
Reagon, al horrendoua ze, had
the china changed In the White
House, the Cannodian public has
nlways had more than o passing in-
terest In the lifestyle of the

Mulroneys -- the closest we have to o .

Canadian [irst family.

When Mila Mulroney cstablished
her own office, In the same public
bullding as the prime ministers’, it
became a first for Canada. There
were stories lf',mh:-m about the costs
Involved. And Lhere has certainly
been an unabated Interest In her
caborale wardrobe - the prime
minlsier’s too, for Lhat matter - and
all the presidential-style trappings

L=

surrounding them,

20 when it was ted, [irst in
the Toronto Globe Mait, that the
PC Canadn Fund was pitching in on
additional 308000 for home im-
provements, it was, as they say,
news.  Apart from everyone clse,
Canadian taxpayers spent more
than ¥ million in the last couple of
years H::igf u? Lhese two -- and three
other - official residences, in and
arounil Ottawa, The fact that the PC
Canada Fund had to augmenl this
for the Muironeys would seem to me
o qualify for greater press coverage
than, say, your average bake sale.

. let's {oce i, we all Jove to
read about a prime minister who ro-
quires closet space for 20 suits and 84
pairs of shoes - 50 of them expensive
imports, ually (ascinating was
the report that Mila Mulroney re-
quired 30 feel of hanging space for
blouses and suils and 12 foel for
everung dresses, along with room for
100 pairs of shoes,

OTHER THINGS

For most of us who do it the other
way daround, it was probably dil-
fieult to come to terms with a living
Toom  carpet  being  changed four
times 1o maltch new paint and fabric.

There is no point describing other
renovalions, even if some do secm
rather difficull te comprehend,

And n:rtuinlf-. no one would want
the prime minister and his family to
live in second-rale digs. Considering
whal they g through in an average
work weck, no one would begrudge
them decent quarters where they
could put up their feet once in
awhlle.

Bul that doesn't mean I1's none of
the public's business, or that the
mexd1a should turn a blind eye.

Among the argumenta on behall of
the resulting media altention: The
Mulroneys themselves have,
perhaps more ‘han any
iredecessors, chosen to be a very
public famlly. And everyone has an
abiding interest in (he Roings-on of
publle families. The costs of these
renovalions, nol to mention the war-

Involved, would strike most
Canadians as extravagont, If not
staggering. Thal makes news.

en, of course, there is the facl
that donations 1o political partics,

as money contributed to the PC
Canada Fund, earn tax credits for
the donors, This means that we al
have some indirect financlal stake in
party funds,

Letters

Is not Canada
a democracy?

Edlt nole: This letter was sent to 1he
Herald for publication.
Elnaght Honourable Brian Mulroney
me Minister of Canada
Parliament HiHI, Ottawa

Dear Mr. Mulroney, '

As a student ond 8 concerned
citizen, I feel it s m siblllty
to let you, the elected leader of this
ocoumisy, know haw the common per-
son [eels about the Issues debated in
Parliament. 1 am aware there gre
many issues, so [ wish {o express my
views on only one, the Keinstale-
ment of Capltal Punishment.

Ever since 1978, when Parliament
voled o away with Capilal
Punishment by only slx voles, peo-

e began to reocl. The custs of con-

ning a criminal has grown tromen-
dously: speclalized doclors, per-
sonal guards, social workers,
speclal  facilities, regular prison
staff, and many more costs are pald
from the toxpayers money. Your
government spends over forly (hou-
sand (40,000). dollars to confine ONE
prisoner for a year. If you took o per-
son convicted of first degree murder
that wes sentenced lo life (twenty-
five (25) years), the costs would
mnge into the millions of dollars.
Even aftler the twenty-five (25)
years |all sentence, what s stopping
a person who has just wasted hig life
ket prison, from killing again?

‘our government has asked us,
how do we [eel about Capltal Punish-
ment, and we have told you in the
last election. Seventy-three (73) per-
cenl of the people you represent
have told you, Capltal” Punishment 1
feel it should be reinstated, but with
resirictlons. Obviously Capltal
Punishment isnot for oll criminals,
ot even for all murderers, but for
thate who endanger our country
through treason, the persistent
murderers, the premeditated
murders, especially  “'Cop
kilters',

When the people clected  your
government in 1984, they clected 2
povernmenl  thalt would listen to
them. Since 1984, the polls on the
Reinstatement of Capitnl  Punish-
ment have been in favour, and also
in the House of Commons, where the
people are represented, we find the
same  feeling, yet Capital Punish-
rnenit hos nol reinstated.

[ understand any decision 1o
reinstate Capltal Punishment Is be-
ing ;:rpp-med by the Sﬂhfl.ﬂ.lﬁ. The:.de
people were appointed by you a
other prime ministers and we the
people had no say in their appolnt-
ment, How can Lhese people have
control  over the pecples’ decizion.
104 Hﬂﬂj;’pald senators blocking the
decision of millions, where has the
rcpresentative  government gone?
'l"'::dag its Capital ishment we
are denled, what will it be In the
future? | feel you, as an elecled of-
fidal, have a responsibllity to the
people. Do you not realize what g
democracy Is? Is not Canada g
democracy? We clected you and the
Conservatives not to make your own
arllbrary decisions but 1o carry out
the wishes of Eudnl}yn As what hap-
pened to Mr. Dr. Philbrook may hap-
pen to Lhe Conservatives,

the

Yours truly,
Greham Edwards




