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The House wet at 2:00 P.M.

Mr, Speaker in the Chair.

ME. SPEAXER (Simms): Order, please!

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Mines and
Enerqgy.
MR. L. BAPRY: Mr. Speaker, it gives me great

pleasurs today to announce the approval of funding for Memorial
University's Industrial Peat Demonstration Project. My federal
counterpart, he hon. Marc Lalonde, joins me in this announcement.

This approval comes under the
provisions of the Newfoundland/Canada jgreement on the 3evelopmernt
and.Demonstration of Renewable Energy and Energy Conservation
T echnologies which is a five-year agreement signed in 1979 between
my Department of Mines and Energy and the federal Department of
Energcy, Mines and Resources and which provides up to $11.25
millicn for demonstration projects in the energy conservation and
renewable or alternative energy fields.

Under the agreement, $600,0C0
will be made available for equipment ané labour costs on the peat
demonstration which Memorial and its partners, Lundrigan's
Newfoundland Limited and Algas Resources of Alberta, already have
underway on a peat bog just East of Bishop's Falls. The remaining
project costs of $612,474 will be shared by Memorial, Lundrigan's
and Algas.

This demonstration involves
harvesting peat from the bog and transporting it for burning in an
existing hog fuel boiler at the Price Company Pulp and Paper Mill
in Grand Falls. The peat to be harvested is not the agricultural
type familiar to many Newfoundlanders, but a humified variety

formed from the gradual accumulation of partially decomposed plants
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MR. L, BARRY: and inorganic minerals in wet
ground. Fixed carbon within the peat provides much of its
combustion energy.

The purpose of the pilot programe
is to demonstrate the technical and commercial feasibility of using
peat as an industrial fuel in this Province.

This project represents only
one area of the many alternative energy sources my Department will
be involved with over the course of the next four to five years,

As oil prices climb, other forms of emergy such as solar, wood and
other biomass, wind and even possibly wave power could become
economic. Because the Province has an excellent peat regime, this
project will give us information, particularly econemic information,

which can be applied to other alternatve energy sources.
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MR. L. BARRY: We intend to closely monitor the
results of this demonstration. Both Memcrial and the managemesnt of
the Price Paper Mill will be submitting technical and cost xeports to
us throughout the peat mining and burning operations.

Representatives from Mines and Energy
will be directly involved in the management of the project. To assess
the environmental impacts of harvesting and burning peat in the
Province we are planning a cc-ordinated environmental monitoring
program with various provincial and fecderal departments.

The prodmcticn of fuel peat for
industrial or commercial use can decrease Newfoundland's reliance
upon imported petroleum supplies, would cost less than conventional
fuels, would create jobs within Newfoundland and would help Newfoundland's
and Canada's balance of payment situation. For the period of the
demonstration project, Price Mill at Grand Falls has agreed to purchase
at least 10,000 tons of peat which could displace almost 30,000
barrels of oil at the Mill.

Hon. Members, I should also point out
that this project has the full suppert and interest of the federal
government. And there are certain comments that Mr. Lalonde will
be making in this rzspect.

This 'project couléd enable Newfoundland
to move to a leadership position in Morth America in terms of peat
harvesting, transportation and burning technology. Two methods of
harvesting will be demonstrated at the bog site. Both a vacuum harvest-
er which passes over the peat field, pulling off thin layers and passing
the dust through a cyclone to seperate the peat from other dried part-
icles; and a ridger harvester, which pushes the peat into ridges for
drying before compressing with a roller, will be demonstrated at the
site.

Memorial intends to harvest 400 of

the 1500 acres available on the bog site. Work is now in progress
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MR. L. BARRY: to drain the bog for mining in July
and August. The harvesting will continue the following summér, with
ShawMont Newfoundland Limited supervising the field work.

This project represents as well this
gévernment's commitment to energy conservation and inter-fuel
substitution by renewable or alternative energy sources. Already figures
for 1979 show that Newfoundlanders burned 15 per cent less home heating
fuel than im s the preceding year. This figure was attained botl , by
homeowners being more energy conservative and by & large switch
to woodstoves and furnaces. It is a conclusive demonstration that
greater energy self-sufficiency can be attained in this Province and
that the government's commitment to energy conservation and renewable

energy is justified. In the long ~
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MR. L. BARRV: term,when all our Hibernias
ané Ben Nevises have run dry - it is a little premature to be
saying it .and talking this way yet @onservation and the

Province's renewable energy resources will ensure that

Newfoundlanders enjoy a high degree of energy self-suf-

£iciency. Thank ycu.

SOME_ ECN. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. Leader of the Opoosi-
tion.

MR. D. JAMIESON: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker,
In joining to very briefly welcome this announcement I

probably cannot be forgiven for saying that there is a sense
of déja vu about this for me. I remember the very first job
that I had with the old Commission of Government down in the
Colonial Building,as it was then the headguarters of the
Department of National Resources and Rural Re-Construction,
I believe it was called, one of éhe first jobs I had was
co~ordinating a Peat Develcpment Committee, So there.is
nothing new under the sur, apparently,Ané I believe even
before that there were those in Newfcundlanéd whc wers con-
vinced that peat,in the huge quantities we are said to have,
could be used economically and the like. In those days, by
the way, our ambitions were decidedly more limited, perhaps
relatively speaking the problems of the public were not any
greater, but it was primarily designed ¢to see whether it could be,

from a rural point of view,used as fuel as indeed was the

'
-

case { particularly invIreland and in other parts of Europe.
Beyond that, I can also recall,and I welcome the co-operation
of the federal government in this, the long arguments or
struggles that I had over a number of years with regard to
seeing whether something.."along this line could not be done.
But I take it up until fairly recently neither the economics
nor the technology were of such a nature as to really justify
it, although there have been,I suspect,in almost esvery year

since the 1930's some people who have reasserted this belief :
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MR. L. JAMIESON: in the future of peat as a

substitute fuel. So that it is a good piece of work, I
think, as the hon. the minister has said,it is another
example of good federal/provincial co-operation on some-
thing worthwhile, And we will look forward to it and

see with, I hope, optimism the results'.of these exper-

iments. Thank you.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. SPEAXER {(Simms): Order, please!

I am sure hon. members would
like to jcin me in welcoming to the gallery today the Mayor
of Centreville, Mr. Tom Pickett,from the district of Bora-
vista North and the Mayor and Town Manager from the Town
of Baie Varte in the district of Baie Verte =-White Bay,
Mayor Bill Dixon, and Town Manager Norm Genge.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

ORAL QUESTIONS

MR. SPEAKER: _ The hon. Leader of the Opposi-
tion.
MR. D. JAMIESON: Mr. Speaker, I have a question

for the Premier. Setting aside all of our fond hopes for
the future, aither as he described on Friday, short-term,
long-term and medium term, but dealing expressly with the
short-term,ard in his capacity as Inter-Provincial Rela-
tions Minister, gjiyen the very worrisome situation with
regard. not only to the economy of Newfoundland but Canada,
and the very disturbed state of the world which I am sure
is causing all of us deep concern,could he give us any kind
of progress report at the moment on what has been happening
with regard to the study initiated by the Economic Council
of Canada? IS there any kind of interim material likely to
be available which might give us some indication of where

we are going to be,
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MR.JAMIZSON: and I do not mean ten or twenty
years down the road, or five or six for that matter, but
something that would give us a fix on what looks like the
quite precarious position that we may find ourselves in

over the next twelve to twenty-four months?

MR.SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD: Mr. Speaker, over the last number

of months I have had talks with some of the people who are
involved in the study to which the Leader of the Opposition
refers,and I do not haveoff the top of my head the date of
which that report is due to be in but I think it is sometime
this Spring and I will check that today just to make sure

of the date and make sure the Leader of the Opposition knows,
so we have been talking to them. Secondly on the whole planning
for the five year plan thing which has been ongcing and for
which a lot of the ministers have put a lot of time and a

lot of people internally into government,6and now in.the
short-term for the next twalve months as it relates to the
budgetary process. we will be able to show or demonstrate
where we think the direction of the economy and so on of

the Province, particularly within the Canadian context,is
headed over the next year to eighteen months to which the
hon. the Leader of the Opposition refers. Number one, the
economic council study is , I think, due in in a fewy months
time and I will term up the specifics of that later today.
And secondly,we have done two or three run-throughs, if you
will, of the five year plan for the Province on as many fronts
as we can identify. The one snag in it has been the oil thing
because it is hard to know and get a aandle on that and it

is one of the reasons why the plan has been delayed. We are
in the final throws of making major budgetary decisions
relating to the next twelve months.

MR, JAMIESON: A supplementary.
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MR.SPEAKER (Simms): A supplementary. The hon. Leader

of the Cpposition.

MR.JAMIESCON: I hope I can phrase this question in
a sufficiently non-complicated way to have it fit the rules of
Question Period. But I would be curious as to how any kind of
five year planning of a realistic nature is possible, not through
any fault of tke government in that sense, but given the mercurial
nature, for example ,of interest rates, of the remarkable worry
that has been generated by the shift in mortgages and the number
of people who are in that kind of position? In other words what
xind of bench marks is it possible for the government to employ
or does it have to be done on certain kinds of hypotheses which
may in fact be completely out of date before the ink is dry

cn the document? 1 do not say that argumentatively, I am just
curious as to how it might be possible to proceed with five

year planning in the prédsent circumstances.

PREMIER PECXFORD: Well,what we are trying to do,

Mr. Speaker, is to show some direction, first of all as it
relates tec capital construction for the next few years so
that we can get a handle at exactly what we are going to do
even though we do not know what the final cost figures might
be on any given project because of escalation of one sort
and another. So It is difficult,6and what we are looking for
“are directions over the next five years in majcr expense and
revenue fields so that that can then be modified and upgraded
each year within that five year plan. So it is not written in
stone,obviously,and each year would have to be amended due to
what has hapnened previous to that. We have talked a fair
amount in the last number of weeks with people in the financial
communities from the dollar side of it, with both our own
fiscal agents in Toronto and in New York, and I will be travelling
there in the next two or three weeks to get a first hand look

at it mysel€f.
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P2REMIER PECKI'ORD: myself. So we are trying to get a

handle on it. We have talkeéd to Alberta as well to get some ongoing
kind of dialogue there as it relates to financing. And as the Leader
of the Opposition says, everybody has his own little thecry on where
it is going to co and where it is going to end. So within the context
of the best anybody knows within a North American context, we are in
touch and talking to them, and it is on that basis that we are tryinc
to project our revenues, project our expenditures, look at the big
things we have to get involved in over the next five years and try to
build a direction for a number of major sectors, knowing full well that
as each twelve month period passes by,or even before that, amendments
to it will have to be made to reflect a new reality that we might have
in 1981 that we do not know atout now.

But it is very difficult. Arnd on
the housing side for example, it is extremely difficult. Things are
really moving fast and the whole question of the cost of money now is
causing a lot of problems for us just in our own budgetary thing for
this year. But we are using the best advice that is available both
from our fiscal agents and from other people in the marketplace who know
and are trying to - for example, our own borrowing programme for this
year and over the next number of years to try to get a harndle on having
the right kind of mix for that kind of korrowing. Right now, the market-
place is a very dicey situation. We thought, for example, a week or so
ago that it would have been possible to move into the marketplace as it
relates to money and that closed as quick as it opened, just closed right
off completely, and it is very difficult now for us to get in the market-
place ,as it is for almost any province, anything less than 13.5 per cent
or 14 per cent money.
MR. E. ROBERTS: It is 14.75 per cent or
something ,is it not?

PREMIER PECXFORD: Well, the borrowing we did from the

Heritage Fund is on a triple A rating and it is somewhere around 11.63
per cent, which is, you know, very, very favourakle rights, and we want

to exercise same additional negotiations there with Alberta and see if

1108



March 18, 1980 Tape 424 EC - 2

PREMIER PECKFCRD: we can get some mix both

Canadian and American markets as well as the Heritage Fund.
The overall thing is very much up in the air now, but we have tried
to get as many bench marks as we can from as many sources as we can.
But as the Leader of the Opposition knows so well, this whole business,
almost every week it changes. Now with the floating bank rate and what

t will do and as things change almost weekly it is a very, very
difficult game we are involved in and projections are really out the
window. I think last year - and the Budget will reflect this - some of
our predictions were fairly accurate and some were not. And we, of course,
rely heavily on the federal government in some sense as it relates to
income tax generation, given certain numbers of people, because they do
most of the collections and then reimburse us on it. So it is a difficult
kind of situation. But we are trying to use whatever means we can use to
come up with something which is realistic and will not put our whole Budget
system out of whack,given six or eight months down the road from the day

you deliver it.

MR. D. JAMIESON: A final supplementary, Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPEAKER (Simms): A final supplementary, the non. the

Leader of the Opposition.

MR. D. JAMIESON: Given the difficulties which the Premier
has cutlined, would it not be a wise idea - or perhaps it has already been
thought of by the government - to have what I might describe as a short-
term approach, particularly one of advice or judgement or the like to
convey to the federal government or federal authorities with regard to the
Budget making process? In other words, we have a twelve month period
staring us in the face now in which all the indicators for Newfoundland

except for one or two are -

1108



March 18, 1920 Tape No. 425 sh - 1

MR, D. JAMIESON: let us say, at the very best
one can describe them as being modest and quite a few of them are
gloomy, Parenthetically, I learned just yesterday, for instance,
that some of the potential fish markets are very soft,with regard
to squid as a case in peint. I have no douht that a lot of
people are predicating their incomes this year perhaps on very
uncertain kinds of grounds. On those matters , therefore,where
the federal position is important to Newfoundland with regard

to interest rates or to things of that nature which involve
statutory payments, is the government thinking in terms of some
kind ofadvice or proposals,not necessarily for a full-fledged
First Minist2rs' Conference because that may not happen in time,
but to give a lead, at least, to planners as tc how lNewfoundland

at least feels the budgetarvy process nationally ought to be

structured?
MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) The hon. the Premier.
PREMIER PECXFCRD: Mr, Speaker, over the weekend

I had an opportunity to talk to some people in the federal
government and we are doing it now on a fairly regular basis

only since the new government has got established and the
ministers got put in_place,and we want to see as sSoon as we can,
and we have already communicated this to a number of the ministries
in Ottawa through our senior civil servants on both sides who

know one another pretty well , of just what, for example, as it
relates to Newfoundland cn the DREE side, just what kind of funds
the new government is talking about on that. There are approximately,
in round figures, about $80 or $90 million which could do an awful
lot for the économy of Newfoundland over the next year or so if
these.;re signed and all the t's have been crossed and the i's

have beeﬁ dotted from everybody up to and including the Treasury
Boards. And we are ready for our part, for example, as a Province
to move ahead on these.Andif these do not come off in the next

two or three weeks,it is going to be difficult to charge up and

call tenders on some of them. So it is very important
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PREMIER PECKEORD: just from the provincial stand-

point and also to get some reading on just how the fiscal policy
is now going to be operated and the energy pricing and the whole
works.,

MR, D. JAMIESON: Do you have a view on fiscal
policy with regard to interest rates?

PREMIER PECKFORD: We have indicated on a number

of occasions, you know, our concerns in a number of areas
aspecially , for example, in the housing area, one area I can
think of off the top of my head where it is very, very important.
But our own provincial outlook, if we do not get those DREE
agreements signed early is that it is quite likely that this
year the cash flow throuch on DREE will be the lowest of any
year on record. And that is a very major concern because you
have got the window of time in which nothing has happened and

it just drags everything down. Add to that that we will be ready

and we have already submitted to DREE an ongoing = the Trans-Canada

Highway Agreement now is in the last, the third year of its life of

three years
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PREMIER PECKFQORD: in which now we are paying 75 per cent
of the cost and the Federal Government 25 per cent of the cost. I am
getting the rest of the projects committed that tenders were called on
last Fall. Ané here again we are into a time period where it is verv, verv
important, not only from the Trans-Canada Highway and ongoing improve-
ments to that which are necessary-if anybody has driven over it
recently, it is just terrible - but also other secondary roads in

the Province which we want to start,and start negotiations cn the
Trans-Labrador Eighway, for exarple. There is a whole bunch of

issues there. But on just this side of fiscal monetary policy,we

have great difficulty very often in our communications with the

Federal Government because very often it is late before we get any

idea of what our response should be to something.

and I io not know what, for example,
on the Bank of Canada thing now and how that will impact upon us,
and that was done without any consultation. 3?nd I do not know how
Mr. MacEachen intends to proceed whether he will call early a meeting of
Ministers of Finance, that is the usual way it has been done over
the past while to get a global or a global national picture on the
whole question of ronetary policies, financial policies, economic
policies, it has been done through the Finance Minister.

But we are willing and able right
away, and as I say over the weekend I had a fairly lengthy discussion
with Mr. Rompkey, the Minister in the Federal Cabinet, and sxpressed
our concerns for him on a whole range of things -

MR. THOMS: (Inaudible)

PREMIER PECKFORD: -relative to that. Ne, Issaid he

should have had a bigger jui..

MR. THOMS: Oh, I see.
MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) The hon. the member for Lewisporte.
MR. F. WHITE: My question is for the Minister of

Finance (Dr. J. Collins) and it has somewhat to do with the exchanae
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MR, F. WHITE: between the Premier and the Leader
of the Opposition.. I would like to ask the Minister of Finance to
tell the House the situation now with respect to the Province's
credit rating. It was by Moody's, I think, Baa-l,or something
aleng those lines,and I wonder if there has been any change upward
or downward in that particular situation?

MR, SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. the Minister of Finance.

DP. J. COLLINS: Mr. Speaker, the credit rating

really applies to the American market. I just make that point that

whereas borrowing in Canadian market there is some attention paid

to it, but is specifically meant for the american market. And

we have not actually been in the American market for a number of
years so we have not had to, shall we say, rely on a change in our
credit rating for that period of time.

The Province's credit rating is
changed by these credit rating agencies, usually at their under-
taking. I think one can make an application to them to review it
and that is done scmetimes, but, in the usual circumstances, the credit
rating agency, themselves, they take the initiative in this. Now,
we are expecting that if we do not get an initiative from the credit
rating agency in the not too distant future, that we will indeed
undertake an initiative on our own. We are already getting together
some information along that lirce which would help our case, should
we go to them.

MR. F. WHITE: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): A supplementary, the hon. the Member

for Lewisporte.

mr. P, WHITE: Mr. Sceaker, I would like to ask the
Minister whether or not, in view of the speculation and the optimism
with regard to the off-shore oil and gas, whether or not there has

been any indication
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MR. F. WHITE: from the American bonding houses
that there might be a movement in our rating and why the minister has

waited this long before preparing some documents to try to get our

rating up?
MR. SPERKER (Simms) : The hon. the Minister of Finance.
DR. J. CCLLINS: Mr. Speaker, on the first point,

we have had indications from our own fiscal agents in the United States
that clearly, in their view, this would be a positive feature.

As I menticned when I answered the previous question, we have not had
anything on a formal basis from the credit rating agencies.

In terms of why we have mot already
made initiative to them, we have, up until very recently - and I do not
know but it is continuing at this moment - up until very recently
anyway, one would not want to go to the U.S. market for borrowing; it was
much better to go to the Canadian market in view of the exchange rate
situation. In the last few days there is some indication that the
U.S. bond market may be cpening up and there may be opportunity
there, but whether that will persist, whether it is just a very brief
window or not, I cannot say. But we had no intention, up until very
recently anyway, of even looking at the U.S. market because of the
interest ratesthere and also because of the exchange situation, and
there was not that urgency to do anything about making applicaticn.

But I do want to reiterate that we have not been idle in this regard.
We have, in actual fact, been getting together the information that we
think will be necessary when we do go. We are already preparing ourselves

for such an approach from them or an approach that we will make ourselves

to them.
MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the member for LaPoile,
MR. S. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the

Minister responsible for Intergovernmental Affairs, who I believe is the
Premier at the moment, a question. It has to do with a half million dollar
grant that was given recently to Fleetline Bus Company. I would like to

ask the Premier if the Province was consulted on this $500,000 grant to
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MR. S. NEARY: Fleetline Bus lines to build a new

depot and buy new buses or if the provincial government had any input

into arriving at the decision of who should get this grant?

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD: Mr. Speaker, I am not right now

familiar with that grant at all. I will take the question under

advisement and get some information for the hon. member. I am aware

that there is a federal programme in existence dealing with some

transportation as it relates to an agreement some time ago, and I do

not know if it is under that programme or not, so I will have to get

the information for the hon. member.

MR, S, NEARY: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPEAKER: A supplementary, the hon. the member

for LaPoile.

MR. S. NEARY: Would the hon. the Premier also

undertake
Bus lines
undertake
Carbonear

what this

to find out if the people in Conception Bay - I think Fleetline
are being upgraded from here to Carbonear - if the Premier would
to find out if the people in the area involved from nere to

had any input or whether they made any reccmmendations as to

money should be used for? Fleetline
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MR. 5. NEARY: received the money, pid the
people have - were ' they consulted or did they have anv

input into what this grant could be used for?

MR. SPEAXER (Simms): The hon. the Premier.
PREMIEPR PECKFORD: Yes, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. member for Port au
Port.

MR, J. BODDER: Mr. Speaker, a question for

the Minister of Fisheries (Mr. Morgan). A&s this is:the
first year that guotas have been placed on the inshore
herring fishery, and I believe that these quotas were
drawn up somewhere around October or Movember of this
year and made available to the fishermen a couple of
weeks ago, dié the minister have any input into the .=
drawing uwp of those guotas or was he advised as to what

the guotas would be?

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Fisheries.
MR. J. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker, no,we did not

have any input as such in the establishment of the quotas,
it is a federal responsibility, However, we did express some
concerns to the federal authorities over the estimates being
done by the scientists and researchers doing the work on
the herring stocks. And that was primarily in conneetion
with the Northeast Coast, but I understand from telegrams
this morning in my office from the Western part of the
Provihce, from the different areas in the Western part of the
Province, in fact, that they are concerned and the fishermen
feel that the quotas are too low. I had a meeting just last
week, in fact, on the Northeast Coast iat a conference out
there, tﬂere_ were some changes made in midstream to the
quota system whereby they increased the quota for the fixed
'

gear which is . normally the nets used by the fisher-

men .in the inshore fishery. They increased the guotas from

200 metric tons to 500 by reducing the purse seine quotas.
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MR, J. MORGAN: So they are changing things in
midstream and the fishermen are very concerned. We have
meetings now planned with the federal authorities to discuss
the overall system they are using in establishing quotas.
But to answer the question , there is no input, no consulta-
tion with us. It is based on information that they receive
from the scientists and the researchers doing the work, but
we are not convinced that the scientific information giver
these people making the final decisior is accurate.

MR. J. HODDER: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): A supplementary, the hon. member

for Port au Port.

MR. J. HODDER: As a preamble to mv gquestion, I
might point out that the fishermen on the West Coast are in

a state of near panic in that the quotas from Cape Anguilgde
to Cape St. Gregory for the inshore fishermen have been~ T
think in 1979 they were 3,315 metric tomns and they have been
reduced to 2,030 metric tons, which is a reduction by
1,885 metric tons in that particular area from Cape Anguille
to Cape St. Gregory. And this is very bad for the fishermen
because they were encouraged last year tec get into the fishery
and many of them,after the success of their fellow fishermen,
have gone ocut and bought nets and gear preparing themselves
for this fishery which they wera not prepared for - in other
words, they were not prepared for the quotas-and they are

now faced with being able to catch less herring than they

did last year. Now I was wondering if the minister would
take this up with his federal counterparts in Ottawa since

the averaging of the
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MR.HODDER: herring quota for some areas might
be accurate but in this particular area they were new entries
into the fisherxry.

MR.SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. Minister of Fisheries.

MR. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker, yes, I will undertake
to discuss it further} in fact, we have already made plans for

a meeting to discuss it. However ,I will say again that we do
have some concerns over the method of allocation by means of
quota to the different types of gear for the first time this
vear - that was done without any consultation with the Province -
whereby they allocated the guotas for herring to different

types of fishermen using different types of licenses,and the
fact that the guotas are reduced this year and over and

above the fact that last year they were issuing more licenses

to fishermen for to fish the herring stocks and the herring
species. So less than a year ago they were encouraging the
fishermen to get more involved, as you mentioned, in buying more
gear oy the issuance of more licenses ,and now suddenly the
information from the scientists doing the work for them indicates that
the stocks are not there. we do not want to see an overfishing
of the stocks as occured on the South Coast ©f the Province a

few years age. We want to make sure the stocks are properly
conserved,but in the meantime, as I mentioned earlier, we are
not convinced that the information being used to make the final
decision in establishing the quota , that this informatioh_is
accurate and I will be pursuing it with the federal authorities.
In fact,I have already assigned an Assistant Deputy Minister

of the department to deal with it almost exclusively over the
next few days because right now the establishment of herring
quotas is a major problem all over the coastline of the Provincg

let alone the West Coast.

MR. HODDER: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary.
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MR.SPEAXER (Simms): A fipal sucplementary , followed by

£ha hon membar for Torngat Mountains followed by the hon.

MR, HODDER: A final supplementarv , Mr. Speaker,

andéd a shert one. Since the mobile flest can take in

in about nine days what the inshore fishermen take three weeks

to catch ,and the inshore fishery is wvery labour Intensive,

would the minister support liftinc the guotas for the inshore fishery?
MR.SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Fisheries,.

MR.MORGAN: Wwell, I will saV that when you say supporting

‘1ifting the guotas'or raising them, we already = in fact,it was
prior cTo last week's announcement when they raised the guotsas
for the inshore fishermen in Bonavista Bay, thidt we had put
forward a lengthy telegram to the federal authorities, poincing
out our concern that we felt the guotas should be highex

but the only thing is we did net have any scientific evidencs
to back udc what we were saving, Their argument against us

was saving,'If you can prove ©o us that the stocks are there we
will raise the guotas. This puts us in a very unfortunate
situation because we are basing our information mostly from the
fishermen themselves, the fishermen who are using thes sonar
gear, ete., indicate to us that thev are convincad that the
stocks can =ake a higher gucta but of course, they hawve a bit
of a conflict of interest situation; they want to s&e the guotas
inereased with higher catches, the licensead fishermen who have
licenses to fish for herring. But we did express concern in
our viewpoint sarlier, we held a meeting in Corner Brook on
Friday -when I say we, the Department of Fisheries,provincially,

and the federal authorities, with the
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MR. J. MORGAN: local operators in the area, the nrccessors in this case,
and the purse seiners, and they have what they call - in fact, I think they
call it the herring club. It is a club of all the local processors

in the Western part of the Province, particularly in the Bay of Islands area
and the purse seine operators, and it seems that unless the quota

problem is resolved in the next number of days that that local club

they have formed - which is working quite well, working with Nova Scotia

and sharing the herring stocks in that general fishing area - that that

club will break up and there is going to be total chaos. So we are

hoping that the scientists who have done the work will review the

whole situation as soon as possible and hopefully reassess the guotas

and maybe increase them. That is all I can say.

MR, T. LUSH: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary.
MR. SPE2KER (Simms) : Does the hon. the member for Torngat

Mountains wish to yield?

MR. G. WARREN: Agreed.
MR. SPEAXER: A supplementary, the hon. the member

for Tezra Nova.

MR. T. LUSH: Mr. Speaker, the problem in my district
is somewhat similar to that outlined by my hon. friend, and as he so ably
put it, it puts the fishermen in an awkward position where they have
invested so much money and then find out that the quotas have been reduced.
I do not know whether this is unique to my own area in Bonavista Bay,

but an additional problem, of course, along with reducing the quotas,

is that people from other areas ccme in to fish. And it is not that we

are concerned about that, to be so narrow-minded as that, the pecple in
Bonavigta Bay, but the thing is, when the quotas have been reduced, to find

other pecple coming in does cause some sort of aggravation.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh!
MR. SPERKER: Order, please!
MR. T. LUSH: My question to the minister is

he alluded to the fact that the quotas were increased in Bonavista Bay.

I wonder if the minister has that information, just what they were
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MR. T. LUSH: increased to? Secondly, in
this whole process of arriving at quotas, is there not some place where
local fishermen can have some input?

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. the Minister of Fisheries.

MR. J. MORGAN: The first part of the guestion in
connection with the details of the change, the change was announced by
the federal authorities at a conference in Wesleyville last Priday morning.
They have not increased the overall total quota for the stocks in
Bonavista Bay, but they have caused, I think, a chaotic situation where
they have taken away from the purse seiners, reduced their quota now

which was earlier established, and added it on to the fixed gear fishermen,
because this year it is divided up among different types of gear. 2nd
they have increased the qucta for herring ir Bonavista Bay from 200 metric
tons, the earlier allecation, by an additicnal 300 metric tons for a total
of 500. But they have taken the extra 300 metric tons away from the purse
seiners and now they are complaining loudly.

The second part of the guestion, the
input from fishermen, that was mentioned at the fisheries conference as
well and many fishermen, I think, put forward their views,the same as I did
earlier as the minister responsible in the Province here to the federal
authorities,that we felt there was a need to increase the guota, and they
put forward their views at this conference. Two gentlemen frem the opposite
side, the member for Bonavista North (Mr. L. Stirling) and the member for
Fogo (Mr. R. Tulk) were there as well and put forward their views that
there is a definite need to look at the stocks because the fishermen are

convinced that the overall total quota should be much higher than it is.

AN HON. MEMBER: Hear, hear!
MR, SPERKER: The hon. the member for Torngat Mounta’.nz.
MR. G. WARREN: Mr. Speaker, my question is addressed to

the Minister of Mines and Energy (Mr. L. Barry). Recently, I understand,
BRINEX have reverted back to the Crown some holdings of land in Labrader.
I understard further that it is open now for staking. Before any

potential companies are going to Labrador for future staking, is the

1121



March 18, 19890

MR. G. WARREN:

Tape 430 EC - 3

minister considering the land

claims issue that is on the minds of all Labradorians at the present

time?

MR. SPEAKER (Simms):

Energy.
MR. L. BARRY:
its policy -

SCME HON. MEMBERS:

MR. L. BARRY:

SOME HON. MEMBERS:

MR. L. BARRY:

SOME EON. MEMBERS:

MR. SPEAKER:

MR. L. BARRY:
in Ireland, or is it omadhaun?
AN HON. MEMBER:

MR, L. BARRY:

MR. SPEAKER:

SOME HON. MEMBERS:

MR. SPEAKER:

answer the gquestion?

MR. L. BARRY:

occasionally too, Mr. Speaker, but

The hon. the Minister of Mines and

Mr. Speaker, government is developing

Oh, oh!

I am Irish all year round, Mr. Speaker -
Hear, hear!

- and proud of it.

ch, oh.

Order, please!

The hon. minister.

I think the word is omwaghaun

Omadhaun.

What was that? I cannot hear it.

Order, please!

The time for Oral Questions has expired.

Hear, hear!

Does the hon. minister have leave to

The term ‘'slieveen’ might apply
I will net direct it to any particular -

Mr. Speaker, the government is developing

its policy with respect to native land claims, but the decision was made

some time ago that develcpment in the Province could not cease while this

problem was being dealt with.
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MR. L. BARRRY: Sc all I ¢an say is that no,

there has been no decision to suspend exploration activity in
Labrador because if there is a one year heist in exploration,
well then that will mean at least a one year delay in any mineral
development getting underway there, But it is recognized by
government that the native lands ¢claims matter must be dealt
with and dealt with guickly.

MR. SPEAXER (Simms}: Order, please! Time for

Oral Questions has expired.

PRESENTING REPORTS BY STANDING AND SPECIAL COMMITTEES

MR. SPEAKER: The hon, Minister of Justice.

MR, G, OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, I am pleased to

table what purports to be a poll and referred to in paragraph

27 of the Auditor General's Report.

NOTICES CF MCTION

MR. SPEAXEZR: The hon. Minister of Mines
and Enercv.

SOME HON. MEMEEERS: oh, ohi

MR, L. BARRY: Mr. Speaker, my colleagues are
trying to get me in troukle again.

Mr. Speaker, I give notice that
I will on tomorrow ask leave to introduce a bill entitled, "2&n

Act To Amend The Mineral Act, 1976".
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PRESENTIKG PETITICONS

MR, SPEARER (Simms): The hon. member for LaPoile.

MR. S. NEARY: Mr, Speaker, it is a great
pleasure and a honour for me today to ke able to table a petition
on behalf of 332 residents of Pouch Cove in the District of

St. John's East Extern.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. 5. NEARY: These 332 citizens, all voters
in the municipality of Pouch Cove,are protesting the way a
by-election was conducted on February 23rd of this year. The
good residents of Pouch Cove are claiming that a number of
irregularities occurred in that by-election and they are asking‘
the people's House, the minister responsible,to set aside the
by-election and have the election conducted in a proper,
democratic manner.

Now the minister,I know,
Mr. Speaker, will brush these people aside by telling them that
under the act they can petition tc the Supreme Court. Well,
my answer to that, Sir, on behalf of the residents who have
signed this petition, 332 of them, is why should the minister
abdicate his responsibility and force these petitioners to
have to solicit the services of an expensive lawyer in order to
take this matter to court? I say, Mr. Speaker, that the minister
should deal with this matter head on. The minister should not
abdicate his responsibility. I am happy to say, Mr. Speaker, that
quite a nunber of the people who signed this petition,and quite
a number of the people who did not sign the petition, who never
had an opportunity to sign it, are seated in the galleries of this
House today. And I would like to welcome thése residents of

Pouch Cove to the people's House.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear.
MR. S. NEARY: wWho else, Mr, Speaker, can they

turn too in their hour of need? It is not a matter of sour grapes,
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MR. S. NEARY: it is not a matter of one
candidate winning over the other; that is not the issue, Mr. Speaker,
not the issue in this case at all., Let me give the

House a few examples of what the issues are in this contraversy

that sprung up as a result of this by-election.

First of all, Mr. Speaker, there
was ;n insufficient number of ballot forms printed. There wexe only
300 ballots printed in Pouch Cove where you have 800 electors. The
town clerk, Mr. Speaker, who is not eligible.as Your Honour knows
and as the minister knows and anybody who has read the Local
Government Act, kmows the town clerk is not permitted to participate in
an election. The town clerk is not allowed to act as a returning
officer or a poll clerk. The only time the town clerk participates
in an election,whether it is a by-election or a general electiocn,
is in casting the deciding ballot under the Local Government Act.
In this case , the town clerk at twoc o'clock in the afternoon
decided to open up a second pelling station in the town hall and
appointed herself returning officer and one of the town council
employees as poll clerk = at two o'clock in the afternocn'!-and had
people come in and vote.

This was set up, Mr. Speaker,
while the eiection was in progress. It is unheard of! Now, Mr.
Speaker, there is a little more to this petition than I am saying

at the present time. This is a matter that has been

1125



March 16, 1980 Tape No. 432 EL - 1

MR. S. NEARY: seething benszath the surface in

Pouch Cove now for the last three or four or five years. There is

a great principle involved here, Mr. Speaker - this petition, I am
hoping,will bring it to a head - which a contractor, Metro Engineering,
bid on a contract in Pouch Cove for water and sewerage, was the low
bidder and was awarded the contract and then all of a sudden tulled
out of Pouch Cove. BAnd the government refusad to call the bend

and they let Metro Engireering off the hook through political

interference -
MR. W. MARSHALL: On a point of order, Mr. Speaxer.
¥X. SPERKER (Simms}: A point of order, the hon. the

President of the Council.

MR. W. MARSEALL: Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman is
obviously not speaking to the petition. The petition is with respect
to a complaint by residents of Pouch Cove concernimg the election of
their lccal government. Now the hon. gentleman is getting inteo areas,
peripheral areas, for his own purpeses,albeit, but still against the
rules of this House.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): With respect to the point of order,

I must point out first of all that the Chair does not have a copy

of the petition so it is difficult for me to Jetermine whether or

not what the hon. member is referring to is material allegations of
the petition. But I would ask him to restrict him comments to the
material allegations contained in the petition and ask him to con-
clude his remarks. The hon. the Member for LaPoile.

MR. S. NEARY: Well, Mr. Speaker, the people of
Pouch Cove are being asked - they are being punished -they are being
asked to pay for government mismanegement. They are asked to pay for
political interference in the awarding of a contracét for water and
sewerage in Pouch Cove.

AN HON. MEMBER: He is out of order.

MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) On a point of order, I believe the hon.
member is now beginning to drift more into the area of debate. I would

ask him to conclude his remarks. His time has just about expired
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MR. S. NEARY: Well, Mr. Speaker, let me conclude
by saying, Sir, that I support this petition and I support the res-
idents of Pouch Cove who are protesting $300 connection fae for

water ané sewerage that they have to pay because of government mis-

management.

AN. HON. MEMEER;:-- (Inaudible)

MR. SPEAKER (Sirms): Order, please! Order, please!
MR. S. NEARY: I hope, Mr. Speaker, that when I

lay this petition on the table of the House that the Minister will
not just shrug off his responsibilities by referring the petitioners
to the Supreme Court of this land, that the minister will deal with
this matter head on.

MR, SPEAKER (Simms): Order, please.

MR. S. NEARY: These are just ordinary people and
I table the petition, Mr. Speaker, and I ask that if be referred to
the department to which it relates.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER {(Simms) : The hon. the Minister of Municipal

Rffairs and Housing.

MR. N. WINDSOR: Mr. Speaker, I agree with the hon.
gentleman indeed, that this matter should indeed be feferred to the
department to which it relates. The department to which it relates
is clearly set cut in the Municipal Elections Act, Section €2, which
states,and I quote "A petition complaining of an undue return or
undue election of a councillor or of no return or double return or
of any unlawful act committed by any candidate not returned by which
such candidate is alleged to have become disqualified to sexve on

the council may be presented to the Supreme Court, herdinafter called

the Court ." In other words, Sir, it is very clear who -

MR. NEARY: That is what I said.
MR. SPEAKER {(Simms) : QOxder, please.
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MR. N. WINDSOR: — is responsible for this. It is very
clear as well, Mr. Speaker, that I, as Minister, have no authority

to act under the Elections Act and that the recourse is through

the Courts. To deal more specifically with the question at hand,

the hon. gentleman states the town clerk apparently did set up a
polling booth because there was a very large turnout, there was

a great interest shown by the people of Pouch Cove in this particular
election. A large number of people came out and in an effort te
expedite:matters, she did apparently set up an extra polling booth
and did indeed act as a poll clerk. And it is fairly clear that
under this Act she was outside of her authority in so doing.
However, in matters such as this the courts, we understand .would look
at, particularly, Section 94 which I shall refer to, and I shall quote,
in fact; “In case a corrupt practice or practices is or are committed
an agent without the knowledge and consent of the candidate, if the
corrupt practice or practices was or were of such trifling nature or
extent that the result cannot have been affected by such practice or
practices."” In other words, if something takes place during an
election which it is in the opinion of the courts, which did not
significantly affect the outcome of the election, then the courts
ander this section would not declare the election invalid.

And it is our understanding that
legal advice has been sought and that it is understood,as well, that
this particular section would be applied in this case and that the
courts may not overrule it. Nevertheless, the courts may. We
cannot prejudge the courts. And the people are entirely free and it
is entirely under their right under this Act to appeal to the Courts
so I would suggest that thut is the proper course of action for them

to take.
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MR.SPEAKER {Simms): . The hon. member for Bonavista

North.

MR. STIRLING: I rise to support the petition of the people from
Pouch Cove. I think my colleague , in the couple of minutes that

he had available and in accordance with the rules of the House,
could not bring out all the points that he wished to bring out.
But I think it is a very significant thing that the 332 residents
decided to come to this side of the Eouse to have that petition
oresented. Three hundred and thirty-two people is a very sigrnificant
number. We have places all over Newfoundland wheré pecple are
just appointed to fill town councils and in Pouch Cove obviously
there is a great deal of interest, as has been said. But there
can be no doubt, Mr. Speaker, *“hat where there is such interest
and people go cut of theéir way to contest 3 by-election,

then the rules must be fair, must be set ocut in advance, must

be well known to everybody,and ycu can not make these kind of

ad hoc attempts and you cannot let the minister just brush it

off by saying, "Oh,it may be minor and anyway there is the
Supreme Court and we do not want to get involved."
MR.NEARY: Who is paying the legal fees?

Will the minister pay the legal fees?

MR.STIPLING: I think that the point made by my
colleague is that thése pecple want to have that examined, and

it is a very important point. The other points that he was
§etting into were points that he did not get the opportunity

to bring forward. But this was not taken very lightly. Three
hundred and thirty two residents went around, took up a petition,
many of them present today -

MR.NEARY: one hundred per cent would have
signed but they did not have time to bring it around.

MR. STIRLING: On the question of the principle,

Mr. Speaker, there is no question that it is a very easy answer
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MR. STIRLING: to say."Oh,look up the act and
go to the Supreme Court." But this is a very serious regqguest
made on behalf of all these people in Pouch Cove, I would

certainly implore the minister to go that little bit extra, to
show a little bit of concern preserving democracy and not
forcing people into a court, and have his people investigate
whether or not some action should be taken by the government
and maybe some financial assistance, as my colleague is
suggesting, should be taken to follow through to the Suprema
Court. I would hope that people all over this Province are
encouraged to take the kind of enthusiastic action that the
people in Pouch Ccve have and that they should be given the
opportunity to make sure that the rules are fair to al
concerned.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear.

QRDERS OF THE DAY

MR. SPEAKER(Simms) : Order 11. Bill No. 13.

Second reading of a bill entitled,
"An Act To Protect The Environment Of The Province By Providing For
Environmental Assessment”.

The hon. the membter for the Strait

of Belle Isle.

MR. ROBERTS: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. ROBERTS: I thank my coileagues for the

carefully spontaneous applause, as careful and as spontaneous as the
applanse we have drawn accustomed to hearing from the other sige. I
think the Whips ought to paid a little sumething extra for being
cheerleaders this session of the House.

MR. STAGG: Irrelevancy.

MR. ROBERTS: The hon. gentleman from Stephenville
(Mr. Stagg) inserted himself into the debate, speaking of irrelevancies.
MR. STAGG: (Inaudible) .

MR. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, I would say to the hon.
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MR. ROBERTS: gentleman from Stephenville that
relevancy is not his strong point. Since I am in a very moderate
mood and I wish to make what I think is a constructive suggestion,
perhaps the hon. gentleman from S<tephenville could listen and
learn. Or at least listen, he is not capable of learning.

when we had adjourned, Sir, we
had had some speeches on the second reading of this bill and my
friend from Lapoile (Mr. Neary) had spoken and set forth the
position which we on this side have adopted with respect to this
bill and that is, in very short and simple words - I am thinking
of my friend from Stephenville — that we support the principle of
this bill and without any hesitation or any reservation we shall
vote at second reading to give this bill its second reading and ther
carry it on through the legislative stages.

It is a good bill and I think it
is falr +o congratulate the minister and those of her officials and
others who worked with her in preparing the bill. It is a bill
really that represents an idea whose time has come and, in fact,
whose time may be a little more than come because I suspect, and I
have not checked this out, but I think I am on sound ground or
safe ground when I say that every other province in Canada adopted
this type of legislation a vear past, two years past, three, four,
five years past. So what we are doing is welcome but it is haxdly
trail blazing, it is hardly pioneering, it is hardly a radical
reform. But that does not take away from the merits of it, ard T
do not intend to. I do not want to derrogate the good that is in
it. There is no question of a need for this kind of legislation,
Mr. Speaker. There is a growing awareness across Newfoundland and

Labrador as there has been across
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MR. ROBERTS: North Amercia these
last - I suppose it is only ten or fifteen years
ago questions on the environment just did not
come up in this type of context, or if they were
raised by anybody, the proponents of those guestions
were derided for being either impractical or being
malevolently motivated. But these last ten or
fifteen years guestions affecting the environment
have become very central. People are coming to
realize here in Newfoundland and Labrador, as they
have throughout Canada and throughout North America,
two things; that our enviromment is fragile, that
we who live in this world as human beings are but
part of the ecosystem, that we function as part
of the environment and that we change the environment
at our peril and that any impinging upon the
environment, upon the whole ecosystem in which we
do live, in which we do exist, that any impinging
upon that envircnment will have some effect some-
where else and that we must take these into account.
The second concept
that we have come to accept as being true is that
industrial development projects — and that is a wide
term in the sense in which I use it here. Perhaps
the word 'undertaking' as defined in the Act reflects
it: mining projects, oil field development, any
kind of development of this type-must have effects
upon the environment and in many cases not only wide-
ranging effects but effects that are not seen for many
years to come.
We have only to think
in this Province of the situation we saw at St.
Lawrence. When the mine started there nobody gave

thought, I

venture to say - but even if they gave

1132



March 18, 1980, Tape 434, Page 2 -- apb

MR. ROBERTS: thought, nobody would
have come to the realization that the men working in
that mine were being exposed to terrible hazards
that caused and exacted a grevious price in human
suffering.

At Baie Verte, wherel
say as I have been saying for ten years in this
House, we are facing potentially a worse situation
because asbestosis is just as insidious and just as
cruel in its effects as the radon radiation that we
saw at St. Lawrence. Again when the asbestos
mine at Bale Verte was developed - in the early
1960s, I guess that mine came on stream - these
types of guestions just were not raised and were not
considered; and it is not that anybody was being
heartless or cruel, it is just that this was the
kind of idea that was not in the common currency;
now it is. We have come to realize that jobs at any
price are not worth it, and I think that is a valid
concépt.

The government, if
they adopt that as their philosophy, will get out
enthusiastic support. If they do nct adopt it, we
say to them they should adopt it. A job at any
price, and I say that in economic terms, and I say
that in social and cultural terms, a job at any
price is not worth it. Jobs are important, but we
must look at the balance, we must look at what we
give or what we have to give up or the harmful
effects that may arise before we take any project.

Traditionally
benefit cost assessments only took into account the
dollars - what came into the treasury, what went out -
and sometimes they were beneficial and sometimes they

were not. Now we have come the stage further and
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MR. ROBERTS: this bill represents
a putting into context of that idea and so we
welcome it.

But having said
that, Mr. Speaker, I must go on to say, as did my
friend from LaPoile (Mr.Neary), that while this is a
good bill,I would say to the Minister and to her
colleagues, it is not good enough. The bill does
not go far enough. The bill leaves much, tco much
power in the hands of the minister and then, at one
stage removed, in the hands of her colleagues, the
Cabinet, the Lieutenant-Governor in Council.

I would think the
minister would be well advised to rethink that for
her own protection, for her own safety and ease of
mind. And when I say safety and ease of mind, I
mean politically and publicly. I am not so sure
that any minister would want to have these powers.

You see, Mr. Speaker,
the weakness in this bill is not in the concept, not
in the idea it attempts to advance and attempts to
embody, the weakness in this bill is that there is
no requirement laid down in this bill, and there
will be no requirement in the law of this Province
if this bill is enacted into law, as it will be but
hopefully with amendments, but if it is enacted
without amendment there will be no reguirement in
the law of this Province that there must be a
public assessment process before an undertaking
as defined in this bill can go ahead.

MR. FLIGHT: This is the clause

here that says there need not be.
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MR, E. ROBERIS: My £riend from Windsor - Buchans
(Mr. G. Flight) has read the bill with care and attention and he has
made the point thar I was about to make, that the minister has it
within her power - that is the trouble, Mr. Speaker, with telling
these guys things in caucus, you see.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Ch, oh!

MR, E. ROBERTS: However, it is a solid peint and

I know that my friend from Windsor - Buchans: who is perhaps even more
intimately concerned with the environment and has shown it by a most
magnificent and grandiloquent position on a number of issues which
have had, I think, great effects.

MR, J. HODDER: Would the Ministar of Mines
and Fnergy ({inaudible).

MR, E. ROBERTS: Well, I am feeling benevolent towards
the Minister of Mines and Energy (Mr. L. Barry) today. I had to cdeal
with Greenpeace yesterday in another place, and aftgr Greenpeace, Sir,
even the Minister of Mines and Energy with his green shamrock is a

welceme sight.

n X d c N
MR. L. STIRLING: The shamrock would be welcome

The point is, Mr. Speaker - and

I would say this *o tae minister in all sincerity - tnat this bill -

MR. L. BARRY: Go home, boy:
MR. E. ROBERTS: If my friend from Bonavista North

(Mr. L. Stirling) and the member for Mount Scio (Mr. L. Barry) are
finished their speech, I will carry on with mine.

This 'wearing of the green’, you know,
these fellows - John O'Hong, a well-known Irishman on the 17th of
March, and others.

Mr. Speaker, I was saying to the minister
really that the bill is deficient and I would urge her to amend it, to lay
down a positive requirement, to lay down a specific requirement in the law
of this Province that no 'urdertaking' as defined in this bill - and I think

the word ‘undertaking' is comprehensively defined - that nothing shall go
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MR. E. RCBERTS: ahead without a public process being
undergone. Now, I have no problem with the concept of different stages
in a process. If a bill sets up quite a complicated regime it will be
a bonanza for lawyers, and I suppose that is welccme in a sense, but,
you know, you have an impact statement - I think that is set forth in
section - well, first of all, you register it and then you are
screened and then you get, presumably, an impact statement and then
you get, conceivably, a preview report, and then you may or may not
have a board - you know, there is quite a complicated regime being set
up. But the important point is that the minister may abort the entire
process right at the start, because Section 6 requires that anybody
wanting to go ahead with anything of this nature send some informaticn
to the minister in the prescribed form, whatever that may be - that
may be a little or it may be a lot; it may simply be a line saying,
'Dear Minister: Please take this as advice I want to build a uranium
mine in Makkovik. With every best wish, Love and kisses, John Dece.’®
or it may be a very detailed requirement, we do not know; that is being
left in the hands of the Lieutenant-Govérnor in Council. 2nd then the
minister may, at that stage, end the entire process if she wishes.
Now I am sure she would not do it lightly or without coming, in her own
mind, to grips with the issues, but I would say to the minister that that
is too much power for her to have for her sake ard for the Province's
sake. And I think that it should at the very least be laid down as
mandatory that the process be made public right at that stage. Under this,
it is conceivable that the very first we and the world know about it is
when the uranium mine starts up.

Let us assume the minister - we will
talk about the uranium mine because that is not covered by this act;
it is specifically excluded, in fact. The propoment sends in a design
to the minister, the minister considars it and she comes to the conclusion
that an environmental impact statement is not required - that is the end
of it there and themn. And I think the minister would concur that she has
that power. And that could be done secretly, that does not have to be

public. And the next thing we know would be when the bulldozers arrive
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MR. E. ROBERTS: on site to begin the work.
Inconceivable, no - unlikely, perhaps yes; but certainly not inconceivable
and certainly not unlawful. I think the minister, Sir, is ill-advised to
ask for that kind of power and I would suggest to her in all seriousness
that she ocught to reconsider it. I think that those sections - and I do
not pretend to be drafting - but those sections ought %o be reworked teo
require that that stage in the process becomes public. As the bill is
now drafted, Mr. Speaker, the public are not involved until well down

in the process or well up in the process, however you want to put it -
well along in the process.

Furthermeore, there are a number of
other things in the bill. It leaves tco much in the hands of the industry
and not enough in the hands of the public. The industry draft the terms
of reference. Now I know the minister has to approve or disapprove, but
the minister, who is a wise and experienced lady and has been very active
in public affairs for many years,will agree that, you know, the old bureaucrat's

trick - I am sure my friend, the Leader of the Opposition has seemn it a
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MR. E. ROBERTS: hundred times - whoever gets to

write the memorandum, the position paper that starts off the
meeting, is three stages home before the thing even starts,
because the discussion centers around the framework in which

the author of the paper, the author of the terms of reference,
puts it. I say to the minister that her officials should

draft the terms of refernece. By all means let the proponent -
to use that phrase - the would-be developer, let the proponent
comment upon them and examine &them. I am not suggesting that

it be done in isolation, but I do not like this idea of the
outside - the person coming in, the person whose conduct is
being examined - it is a little like if we were going teo court,
not in a civil matter but in a criminal matter, letting the
accused write the terms under which he would like to stand trial.
I do not think that is the way to go. I think the minister
should, and I am sure, the minisger has competent officials and
if she needs more then I would have no problem in doing my part
as a member of the House to provide her with the funds to enable
her to get whatever advice she needs to enable her to draft the
terms of reference. If we are going to go through a public
hearing, let us, let the public body set the framework and let
it set it ab initio and not in response to the cleverly worked
out schemes. I do not think would-be developers are Machiavellian,
but I will say they will have access to the very best advice
they can get, cost being of no concern at all to them, millions
being no object to them, you know, they will build it into cost
of the project and Cape St. Mary's will pay for it because, of
course, it is a tax write-off and as alvways Cape St. Mary's pays
for all, we the taxpayers will pay for it. And I have no doubt
that that highly paid counsel that these people will get - and I
do not use counsel unless somebody is a lawyer -~ the highly paid
advisors these proponents will get will very skilfully draft

terms of reference and not in the public interest.
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MR. E. ROBERTS: That is not th2ir concern, that

should be ocur corcern and it should be the minister's concern.
I think furthermore that there

ought to be a strengthening of the powers under which a

public board may be set up. Section 36 deals with this and-
I am sorrvy. I will come back to section 36 - section Z4
deals with this and it says, 'Where the minister receives

indication the Cabinet may, on the advice cf the Minister

appoint’ an environmental assessment bocard.' Y would
like to see that strengthened. Again, I think that a mis-
guided government - governments can be misquided.,I would

suggest to the minister; she may feel that she and her
colleagues could not be, pernaps they gould not kbut I
would differ with that, but governments can certzinly be
misguided particularly on environmental issues where the
framework in which these have evolved over the years, K is
'inevitably citizen groups. If a government wants
to stop a proceeding, an undertaking,it wll stop it with-
out any need for any environmental impacts or anything
else. If the government of thigs Province felt that the
Pranium mine ought not to go in Makkovik, the Ritts Makkovir
project,’ thev could stop it without any hearings by
boards or any new staff or anything else, Rjght? No
question about that, They have 1,000 ways legitimately
to stop it and 20,000 illegitimate ways if they want
to use those. But where the issue arises is when public
groups voice their cancern, that is where it comes ocut,
and I think that there ought to be a stronger provasion,
I think that the people of this Province, the people who
would be concerned about it ought te have a2 far more signi-
ficant lever in their hands than the power conferred by
section 24,w§ich really is not anything new. Section 24

adds not a jot ,or a tittle to the powers the minister has

now because the minister has already set up a public board
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MR. E. RC3BFRTS: but she has no legislative
authority specifically to do it except the Inguiries
Act ,but she is asking for this section 24 which adds
nothing to her pcwer, in fact, in my view,deregates from
it because this is the one that will be gelied upon in
the future. So I would comnsel the minister and say to

her that she should go furthexr, that there ought to be

a .provision “eavens! ian—the Puk
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MR. E., ROBERTS:

Utilities Act there is a provision that when five customers —we

have three utilities in this Province now - four, I guess,; ICC is

a utility in a sense, we have Newfoundland Telephone, Newfoundland
Light and Power, Power Distribution District and I suppose CNT,
although they are federal. They have changed their name nhow like
leopards change their spots. Terra Nova Tel or Terra Tel

or something like tl_'lat they are called. It sounds like the one

on TV advertising records., But, vou know, there is a provision

in the Public Utilities Act that where I think i% is five customers
submit a complaint to the PUB, they shall cause an investigaticen

to be made. AaAnd that is just something as simple as, 'My telephones
are not working'or, you kxnow, 'How come I am only getting 100C

volts when I should be getting 110 and it is burning out the

motors in my machine?'

The minister is not asking for
what I believe she should ask for, a grant of power not to the
minister but to the people of this Province that where, for example,
1,000 people sign a petition or, you know, I do not care what
the number is, where one person raises a legitimate point,
iet us go ahead and have the inquiry. And that is not so here.
Section 24 reallv adds nothing, in fact, the situation that would
result from Section 24, as I see it, is less than we have now.
is not a step forward, it is a step back.

and then I also would urge the
minister to have another lock at Section 36. That is the sort of
Section that just causes shivers to go up and down my backbcne.
‘Where the minister is of the opinion that it is in the public
interest,she can exempt any undertaking from the Act.) Now I say,

Mr. Speaker- and there is no requirement she can even do it, that
she must even make that public, you know. UndersSection 36 as it

now stands, as I raad it, the minister could exempt another uranium
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MR. E. ROBERTS: mine, And hy the way, you know,
the minister might have a look at uranium mines too because the
federal government thinks they hawe uranium mines. vou know, and
there is a Section 92 (10) (c) under which they hawve exerted their
jurisdiction without challenge at this stage. Alright,let us take
a fluorspar mine because we have had a horrendons, if there is
such a word, a horrible experience with the mine at St. Lawrence,
the fluorspar mine there. Under Section 36 the minister could
decide to waive completely and totallv any reguirements that

a proposal to open a new fluorspar mine be assessed under this
Act. 2nd she is not even required to say so. You know, when vou
wire tap in this Province you at least got to go tc a judge to

get some authorization. All the minister has to do here is in

the dead of night go to Cabinet, a body properly bound by

secrecy, no idea what her reasons would be, she is not reguired

to say anything,as I read it.

We talked of freedom of
information and I happen to believe in the concept of freedom of
information, those Clauses 36, I say to the minister, are
offensive in principle. I do not see why they are necessary,

I do not think they add anything, I think they hurt the public

interest, they give the minister a power to act secretly

without even giving a reason, without even announcing her decision.
and I can not conceive of any conceivable situation, the minister

may be aware of some,but I say I can not conceive of any

conceivable situation in which those powers will be needed.

I will venture to suggest
something to the minister. She is new to the ministry, a welcome
addition. I would suggest to here,and I do mot ask any comment
from her on this,but I would say to her as somebody who is not
all knowing - far from it - but who has been around a bit, been
up and down a bit, in and out a bit, that that clause did not

come from
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MR. E. ROBERTS:

any instructions the Minister gave or any of her political collieagues
gave. That clause came as a result of the drafting process, ghat

is where these clauses always come from, the clauses that abound

in the legislation of this Province and the Minister of Justice,

I know will concur that we ought to have a serious look at some of
the powers that we have given officials.

You know, we think a man's home is
Wiz castle? €ry saying that to an inspector under the Labor Standards
Bct sometine. You think you have a right to yeur ocwn papers, unless
a court orders them to give them up? Try saying that to one of these
inspectors sometime. Just try saying it and see what happens, you
know. And there are hundreds of insvectors who have power to come
into your home day and night-and these are not police coming in ir
hot pursuit of a murderer. These are men coming in seeing if you
paid the minimum wages.

You kncw, no court gives a subpoena
or anything for that. They simply come in and seize your papers and
take them away.

- The Minister of Manpower oxr whatever
it is called ~ Labour is it? They keep changing it. anyway "the
gentleman from Pleasantville (J. Dinn) might have a lock at it tce,
pecause these powers do not come from any conscious decision by the
political masters. I am sure they can ke found in acts which were
brought in when we were in the Minigtry, You know, just the drafts-
men, the nice tidy draftsmen who believe ‘n the rack, you know, and
who exemplify;-l do not mean this of any individuals, but exemplify
the concept once expressed me by a lawyer now gone to has eterral
reward, whatever that may be, “Why do we bother with criminal txials?"
he said,'If they were not guilty the police would rot have charged

them!' you know, and this Section 36 is that kind of provision.
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MR. E. ROBERTS: I would say to the Minister have a
lock at it, ¥ou know, it does not cost anything of the.:Minister in
political terms, in fact she will_gain if she comes in and says,
“fook, I have had a look at it. There is a reason for it Mif so
let us state it and lét us have a look at it. But if there is no
reason , let her be - I am in trouble with the next phase -
let her be man enough, let her be person enough to simply sayf%eok,
you know, we have had a look at that and it is not such a necessary
thing after all!
But it is a very broad grant of power,
a very bread grant of power,and I do not see any reascn for it and
unless I can be shown a reason I think it is a highly offensive orne
that really goes against what I understard to be the policy of this
administration of freedom of information,access and averything else.
It is a Star ¢gamber, it is something that can be done in the back
rooms in the dead of night. I do not 1ike that and I would say to
the Minister, have a lock at it, please. Maybe there is a reason,
I do not know, but unless there is an awfully strong reason, I am
not going to be convinced on that one.
Mr. Speaker, I do not know how
much longer I have, fime goes by; I have the magic five minutes.
Well, now let me move to one other point that I want to make and I
shall try to make it within my five minutes. I want to say that this
act is significant in another sense because it is an example of a
shared jurisdiction,where this legislature has the power to make laws
respecting the environment, and we are doing it,aAd the goverrmant
of Canada has powers to make laws respecting the environment. And I
¢hink that that is just anoiher example. We had an even better one
on the weekend when the Labour Relations Board of this Province gave

a decision, a judgementf_I do not know what they user
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MR. ROBERTS:

a decision, in any event, with which I happen to agree. And
some of my professicnal colleagues in the legal world, I
believe, represented the Seafarers International Union before
the board, and in fact the minister night want to have a look

at the companies that opposed it because they are the companies
that talk about Newfoundland preferences and they were trying -
legally and properly, within their rights — but trying to put
+he blocks to Newfoundland , you know,this same crowd of companies
who wrap themselves in the regulations and say, "We would not
exist withcut the protections of the Newfoundland regulations,"”
ware the very first people to be heard before the Labour Board,
saying, "We are against it," you know,"Newfoundland's writ

does not run to the Grand Banks.' Well the Labour Board,as we
know,made a decision, the writ does run to tha Grand Banks/,
there will doubtless be appeals. I mean, this could conceivably
go right te the Supreme Court of Canad;. We will see what
happens. The fact remains that the first blow is a blowfor
theright side, for the side that I happen to think is the
correct one in this particular argument. And that just goes to
show what can be done evsen within our present jurisdiction.

You know, all this talk of ownership is interesting and it is
important but it misses a great part of the issue on the
offshore and that is that we have a great deal cf jurisdiction
now. I have heard the Premier,for example,on a number of
occasions complain about the cost of housing,and well he might-
his knowledge may be hearsay.,I have to sayebut the cost of
housing is rising astronomically. Land is going up, we all
know that, any real estate agent will tell vou. The Province
can control housing now. They do not need any agreemant from
anybody. They do not need any act from Ottawa, they do not need
any decision from any court. We control rents. In fact,we control

rents so effectively in this Province that I understand from my
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MR. ROBERTS: friends in the renting building
business that there Are no new apartments being built bacause
you cannot get your return out of it. But that is another story
and I do not know whether that is right or wrong but that is
what I am told. We can controcl the price of nousing. If the
government does not have the powers now this legislature can
give them to them and wilil. Sc we have these powers now, let

us use them. If this is an example of them, let us us= even

more of them. aAnd let me mzke one final point, sir, I want

to welcome the Premier's speech on Friday. I am glad it was

not the one that was distributed because that would have touched
off an unholy row because whoever wrote that speech-and I do

not think it was the Premier who wrote the text that was given

out.

AN HON. MEMBER: When was that?

MR. ROBERTS: on Friday. The text was offensive
as well as inaccurate and incorrect. The Premier quite properly,

and in my view guite wisely,choose to ignore the words that

the author of that speech, whoever it may have been, put in

or sought to put in his mouth. 1 thought the Premier's speech,
sir, was a significant step forward and I am sure I speak for

all of us on this side when I say we welcome it. He moved towards
what I believe to be, what we believe to be, the realistic
position on this offshore issue. There is no gquestion of
ownership. I dragged out the journals, you know, the thing

we do not read each day but which are the official records

of this House, Mr. speaker, and I have here the one for Wednesday,
March 5, 1975. Some of us were here then. The Premier was here
then. The gentlemarn for St. John's East (Mr. Marshall) was &
member then. I am not sure that he was in the ministry at that
point or not but he was certainly in the House. Be was a

member. The gentleman who now sits for Waterford-

Kenmount,I believe was in the House. A number of us were.
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Let me just reasd two sections from
a resclution that was moved by the Minister of Mines and Energy

(Mr. Barry) who was then as now, you know, the present ministe

L

was the miniscer then - there was an hiatus in between courtesy
of the electorate but he is back with us - and seconded by
the then Leader of the Oppesition,who is not the Leader of

the GCpposition anymore. He had & hiatus too. Bu

"
[+

12t me rea
just two:

"AND WHEREAS the Continental Shelf and margin adjacent to
Newfoundlanéd and Labrador extend bavond 2092 niles and %the
Province has a ore-Confederstion legal claim to the mineral
resources thereof; and
WHEEREAS such resources still belong to the Province of
Newfcundland and Labrador; and
WHEREAS that porticn of the Continential Shelf and margin
beyond 200 miles contains valuable mineral deposits” da,da -
¢éa,da - da, da and so Iforth. That resolution was adopted

unanimously. It was an agreed upon resolution that arose

out of a debate which I
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MR. E. ROBERTS: initiated on that Z00 mile limit.

My friend from St. Gecrge's is shaking his head.

MR. W. MARSHALL: (Inaudible) the Throne Speech now.
MR. E. ROBERTS: Ne, I am speaking on an environment bill -
MR. D. JAMIESON: If you had been in all the time you

would have heard.
MR. E. ROBERTS: ~ and I think I am speaking very much to
the point of the bill, but my friend frem St. John's East (Mr. W. #arshall)},
I know, cannot understand some things. But I cannot understand some things
he says either, sc that is fair trade, is it not?

The point is, Sir, that cownersnip is
not what has been at issue. What has been at issue is the methodology,
the approach, and I think the Premier's speech on Priday is a significant
step forward. I want want to say that we on this side, 3ir, welcome it
and we on this side now, as always, are quite prepared to respond in kind.
OQur dedication to the people of Newfoundland and Labrador is no greatar

than gentlemen opposite.

DR. J. COLLINS: (Inaudible).
MR. E. ROBERTS: I have this terrible problem - when the

Minister of Finance (Dr. J. Collins) says something, I know it is
interesting and I just want to hear it, and when he says it so loudly that
I cannot avoid hearing it - I do not know what he said, but I could not

aveid hearing him mumble.

DR. J. COLLINS: I am sorry.
MR. E. ROBERTS: The hon. gentleman dces not need to be

sorry, I am sorry I did not hear what the minister said, because it is
always a contribution of some sort to what is going on.

But I want to say, Mr. Speaker, ‘liai
we on this side have no greater dedication to the intarests of the pecple
of Newfoundland and Labrador than do gentlemen opposite and we have nc
lesser a dedication.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
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MR. E. ROBERZS: You know, I have been called a lot

of cffensive things, perhaps some of them justified, but to be called a
traitor for saying what I think, I find to be just as offensive as anything
can be. The gentleman withdrew it - not gracefully - he withdrew it,

and I will leave it. But I want to say, Sir, that we think the Premier's
speech was a significant step in the right direction. He was talking
about negotiating a settlement - not the place to go into it in detail
because it is not the Throne Speech. But I think, Mr. Speaker, that
that is the approach we take. And I think this bill shows the kind of
thing that can be done and I would hope the minister will get tcgether
quickly, if she has not already, with the people in Ottawa, the minister
and the officials in Ottawa who are responsible for this branch of the
Government of Canada, to work out some joint approaches. Because, you
know, we are not far away from the day when we may see development go
ahead out there. And as my friend from LaPoile (Mr. S. Neary) and as

the Leader of the Opposition and many others have said tihe and time
again and as the Premier has reflected, the oil, in itself, is not as
important as the figheries.

MR. SPEAKER (J. Butt): Order, piease! The hon. gentleman's

time has expired.

MR. E. RCBERTS: May I have a moment or two to conclude?
MR. SPERKER: By leave?

SOME HON. MEMBERS : By leave.

MR. E. ROBERTS: I thank hon. members. I will only be

a moment or two.
The fisheries - you know, we have seen
in the Bay of Mexico what can happen in relatively calm waters, relatively

shellsw water, nothing compared to the North Atlantic =

MR. D, HOLLETT: Warm waters.
MR. E. ROBERTS: - and warm waters, as my friend from

Burin - Placentia West points out - nothing compared to what we must contend
with off our coasts. So it is crucial that there be in place environmental

regulations. And I do not care who owns what, I say to the minister -
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MR, E. ROCBERTS: and she cannct deny this -~ that
that is a shared jurisdiction out there, that the federal pecple under
the constitution have a degree of authority just as the Newfoundland
Government, in my view, have a degree of authority. So we ougnt to
move quickly to get some regimes in place. This bill will not do it,
it is not intended to do it. In fact, the bill has a defective
definition of water in it, as I think the gentleman from Mount Scio
(Mr. L. Barry) picked up. It is quite defective in that sense,
it may be defective in other senses.

Mx, Speaker, let me conclude by
saying again that the Premier's speech on Friday, I think, was a

statesman-like speech. I have not said that about all of
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MR. RQOBERTS: his speeches, but that orne was. T think

it was a step forward and that we on this side are more than prepared
to respond in kind and to work towards what we believe is the best
interests of the people of this Prcvince. We want to make sure that
our people get what is thelrs. God, we represent. most cof us,rurzl
constituencies, how could we not want it? When we talk of the lack of
services, as the Premier did on Friday, it is our constituents.

Your Heonour's constituents have manv needs in Conception Bav South

but nothing compared to the needs of the pecple who live on the Worthern
Peninsula. The people in Pleasantville have many needs,but nothing
compared to the people who live in Peort au Port district

More than anybody else, we are aware of the needs constantly, centinucusly,
effectively, forcefullw. So I thank the Premier on this new approach,
and T take it his speech on Friday was a significant change and I

welcome it, and I want to say, Sir, since it is the first opportunity

any of us on this side have had to respond in the House - we have
responded outside -~ that we welcome it and we will work gladly towards
that end. Ownership is not the issue and those who think it is,

in my view, are a little off base, and let me leave it at that.

That issuve is long ago decided in this House, long ago resolved

insofar as the fifty-two of us co, but the real issue, the real question,
is how do we go about making ocur ownership effective? How do we co

about accomplishing what we want? How do we get the menev that we

must have? How do we get the social and economic controls we must have?
This bill, to conclude on the second reading, as far as I am concerned,
this bill, Sir, is a good bill but it is not nearly good enough, I

point ocut to the minister in what I hope is a positive sense, I

assure her I could have been, T think she will concede, far more
devastating. I have an ability, perhaps, to that extent sometimes. Ycu know,
I think the bill is a good bill. I think her heart is in the right place,
but I think that there are some changes which ought to be made and I
suggested to her the areas where I think those changes should come and
the types of changes which I think should be made. We will vote for the

bill because it is better than what is there now, which is nothing, but
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MR. ROBERTS: we would wvote for it a lot more sathusiastically
if the minister can vsspond to some of the points that ‘T have raised,
hopefully make some changes, but it may be that she will have considered
them and decided not to make changes, but I hope that she will pescause I
+hink the changes which we have sucgested are good ones. As I said sarlier -
that terrible mixed metaphor; the languace really is sexist, vou know,
and I dc not know what we can doc about it. We will just have to use the
metaphors that have been developed over the centuries = for the
minister to amend the bill in response to suggestions of members of the
House is not a backing off in any way. It is not a matter of confidence
in the government or anything else. It is 2 matter of the ministsr beinc
man snough or cerson enouch to rise to the occasion. I telieve she is and
I hooe she will on this matter.

Tharnk vou very much, Sir.
MR, SPEBXER: (Butt) The hon. memher for Placentia.
MR. THOMS: Ye only got to the 1960s last time.
MR. PATTERSON: The sixtiss’ Mo, we will not blame that on the
past administration. We will let them off the hook teday. Godé knows
they will pav. They have sins snough on their platter.

Mr. Speaksr, I would like to concratulate

the minister
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MR. PATTERSON: for this very fine

bill. I think, as the member for the Strait of
Belle Isle (Mr. Rokerts) said, it is long over-
due. I think we should possibly listen to a
little of what the hon. member had to say with
regard to putting our heads together on this
particular bill. It is a very serious bill, it is
a serious matter and we should not just let this
bill go through the House possibly this evening.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. PATTERSON: I think we can all

add a little to it. There are certain things in

it pessibly that could be deleted and certain
things that could be added. I was very much
pleased the other day when the member for the
Strait of Belle Isle spoke with regard to the
possible threat of icebergs in the North Atlantic
and the great threat it poses to the offshore
drilling. I think with regard to that we could
learn a little from this little book here, Egghg
Awash. It is the last edition there and that deals with
the movement of icebergs in the North Atlantic and
if you will bear with me I will just read a little
from it. I% says, 'Prior to exploration for oil
and gas there had been no pressure on the scientific
community to collect.extensive environmental data'-
explains Denner. He is a Professor at the
university. 'Furthermore, studies made of the

Gulf of Mexico, the North Sea and other offshore
regions are really not very transferrable to
offshore in Newfoundland and Labrador. The
environment here is not only unique, but also
unstable and very harsh, especially considering

the unpredictability of ice drifting’', according

to this gentleman. He says, 'There is a need for a
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MR. PATTERSON: co-ordinated research

programme to assemble a body of local environmental
knowledge regardless of the cost involved and
regardless of how much it might inconvenience
the oil companies'.

What about icebergs?
There is a question that the member for LaPoile
(Mr. Neary) asked in his speech last week. He
said, 'Could they cause a disaster?' Doctor
John Jones of the Centre for Cold Ocean Resources
Engineering says, 'The Hibernia well site is
certainly in the area that is likely to be
affected by icebergs'-
MR. NEARY: Iceberg Alley, is
what they call it.

MR. PATTERSON: Yes. -'particularly

from February to July. To date exploration has
been carried on during the Summer and Fall when
hazards presented by icebergs, pack ice, waves
and weather are likely to be minimal. This year,
however, exploration is to be active during th
hazardous Winter period but ice difficulties are
periodical. Some years ice is more prevalent than
in other years and there does not yet appear to be
any accurate way of determining in which year or
month hard ice conditions might be experienced’.
One of Jones'
solutions is to use platforms that could easily be

disengaged and moved in the event of hazardous ice

conditions.
MR. NEARY: Right on 'Bill’.
MR. PATTERSON: So I would warn the

government that we should tread very softly. Find
out if the oil is there and if we have all the

environmental controls in place to bring it in,
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MR. PATTERSON: full speed ahead.

If we have not, leave it there, use it as

H

collaterazl. We will get just as much out of it
under the ground as we will get on top of the
ground.

I think the
fisheries should be given first priority. The oil
is an non-renewable rascurce whereas the £ish is a
renewable resocurce.

I was very much
impressed the other day with the member for Burin -
Placentia West (Mr. Hollett). FHe was ccncerned
over the definition of the Northan cod stock. WWhen
does it cesase to be the Northen cod stock? When it
leaves the Hamilton Banks some cof the fish will go
down the Strait of Belle Isle, others will come on
down onto the Grand Banks. Is it the Northern cod
stock then? And are we prepared to give it the
same protection? Thesa are things we must loock at
and not shove under the table.

And he goes on to
say here, 'As far as oil pollution on the Labrador,
investigations show that ocean currents would tend
to keep oil away from tha coast' - explains Leslie

Rowe, a marine biologist with the
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MR. W. PATTERSON:

Department of Mines and Energy in Ottawa. 'Off Newfcundlanéd, however,
there is another problem. The Hibernia well is located in a prime
fishing breeding ground and if anything happened to those fish

the future of many fish stocks would be in danger. Mobil therefore
has to submit its drilling programme to the Newfoundland

government for approval including detailed plans for oil spill
clean-up.' And then he goes on to say that there is very, very
little Rnown about the clean-up of huge oil spills.

MR, 5., NEARY: Right on.

MR. W, PATTERSCN: And then the member for LaPcile (Mr. Neary)-

I think he must have read this book.
MR. £. NEARY: No, I did not.

MR. W. PATTERSON: He said about the money-bags

coming in with all of their money ané buying off people and there

are none of us — what is your price ? There are none of us immune
to that.

MR. S. NEARY: Ho, wait until the money starts

to get moved around.

MR, W. PATTERSON: So he gives us a bit of zavice

on that, he says -
MR. S. NEARY: Just wait.
MR. ¥W. PATTERSON: ~ "There is a tendency for oil

companies to be paternalistic. Mr. Clark recommends that a

comnunity should not put itself upder the obligation by accepting

favours or gifts from companies. No hockey rinks, town halls or

hospitals" -
MR. S. NEARY: That is the Liberal party talking.
MR. W, PATTERSON: - that is right. ! Instead,

communities must demand that they be treated on an equal basis.®
Many people are overwhelmed by the oil inpdustry. They maintain that
the attitude of the oil industry will control it. Shetland took

the opposite position, they decided to control the industry and if

17,000 people could do it , Newfoundland is in even a better position
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MR. W. PATTERSON: to do so.'
AN HON. MEMBER: Hear, hear.
MR, W. PATTERSON: So I think it is very import

that we have our clutches intc the 0il companies and irtc the
control of the leases and into the management.of the orerations
otherwise we are going to wake up sadder but the wiser peogle.
Then he says here, “The wor
is energy hungry, particularly the Middle East. Supplies have

become so unstable there. If a commercial oil find offshore.

ant

14

it will be developed and Newfoundland will have to cope with the

impact of such development like it or not."

Now the member for the Strai

-
C

of Belle Isle (Mr. E. Roberts) menticned about real estate there

and he deals with it here.
EN HON. MEMBER: The member for LaPoile.

MR. W. PATTERSON: . The member for LaPoile (Mr.

He says, "Notably the most visible area of impact will be the
cost of living." According to this gentleman in Edmonton the
Real Estate Board there he said, "In Alberta the living costs
have risen dramatically. For example, an average building lot
Edmonton today costs about $35,000 but one nearer the inrer
core of the city could run as high as $60,000. Duplexes cost
$180,000 and land four years age was selling for $100 per acre.
In some parts of Alberta it is now selling for $30,000 an acre.
Taxes howevar are not high although real estate prices are; for
example, on a house valued at $105,000 taxes are approximately
$320 per year." So I would advise all members of this House to
read this little book. There is a lot we could learn from it.

whether we represent coastal

S. Neary.)

in

areas or inshore areas, you know, there are none of the districts

safe from pollution and I saw this in tne Christian Science

Monitor. It says, "Suiphur dioxide pollution is caused mainly by

power stations burning coal and oil. Britian's policy of

dispersing air-borne pollution by means of high stack chimneys
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MR, W. PATTERSONM: has, in fact, relieved pressures

on the local envircnment but it has also lead to the expoert of
pollution to other countries including Scandinavia. A report
published v a group of Scandinavian scientists claims that acid
rain has caused the destruction of fish in 2,300 lakes in
Norway and Sweden and that forests and crops are also in danger."

So no matter where we live
on this planet, this globe, we are in for trouble and it would
be useless for us to think that peollution canm be controlled
where it would not have any effect at all.

According to this company,
it estimates that the removal of sulphur pollution at the source
would cost something like $6 billion a year cempared to the
economic loss of $1.2 million in the fish., So, you krow, I
have talked so much about pollution here sometimes it is a bit
boring but I am genuinely concerned with the effects of it and
I have seen the destruction and the misery it can cause and I
think now that we can take the proper precautions.

The Canadian federal government
officials watch activities with much concern abaut Canada's
uncertain territorial rights in the region as about the possibility
of oil pollution. The latter problem, however, was dramatized

toward the end of August when a supply ship and
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MR. W. PATTERSON: barges on the way to one of

the drilling stations were trapped in ice with a possible
loss of 400,000 gallons of fuel oil:'That is a fair amount
of o0il to be dumped into the ocean. 'Shortly afterward the

950 foot converted tanker S.5. Manhattan came along with an

icebreaker escort,crunching through the passageway at a

record pace to test the feasibility of a route into Alaska.
Pollution danger that parallels the all-out drive for oil

is summarized in the following items:- one, shipping and port
activities release at least one million tons of crude oil

into the sea each year,-so assuming we never had a spill from

a well there is that much o0il pumped ezch year into the cceanss=
"plus oil spilled from shore installations, offshore drillinag
operations and other sources may be comparable to the entire
production of the hydrocarbons by plants and animals in the
ocean. Number two, additional volumes of petroleum products
find their way into the sea from pilges i and fuel tanks of

0il burning ships, from engine compartments of pleasure crafts
and from sunken ships and from shore activities. Number three,
although the short-term biological effects of crude oil appear
to be limited except for the destruction of waterfowl, chronic
pollution voses a threat to marine life, the fishing industry,
recreation and the habitats of animals and plants in the tidal
zone and along the shore. And some of the most beautiful and
popular beaches in the world have teen invaded by sheets of
crude oil in the past few years 'thac have marred natural beauty
and sent their acid stench miles inland. The methods to counter-
act oil spills are iradequate,and in the case of certain oils,
cause more damage to marine life than the oil itself." So, while
we are all h;pped up on this o0il bit I think that we should be
very cautious and be very careful and what we have we should
protect and what we are seeking be very cautious in persuing

it. Thank you.
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MR. SPEAKER: (Butt) The hon. member for Windsor -
Buchans.
MR. G. FLIGHT: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

The first thing I want to do in
speaking to this bill is to compliment the minister, Mr. Speaker.
It is,I agree, a very important bill. As the hon. House Leader,
(Mr. Marshall), said it certainly is a first step. Now, Mr.
Speaker, I am sure the minister is one of the first peopnle to
realize that with all the talk we had today of oil, how one day
we are going to be rich with oil coming out of our ears, and
dollars flowing out of everywhere, electricity coming down from
Labrador Cadillacs all over the place, well the good life will
not be very good, Mr. Speaker, if we have to look at a Province
that is barren and devoid of wildlife, and has dead rivers, dead
trees, polluted air. The dollars that come from the flow of oil
will not have bought very much because,given their choice, the
Newfoundlanders who have enjoyed the kind of heritage we have
had up to now would rather be in Toronto-at least the weather
will be better there. So the minister has started on what is
obviously a very, very important first step. Now, I have to
agree with the speakers before me, that it is the weakest bill._
It is a good step but it is a weak bill, There are so many
flaws in this bill, Mr. Speaker, that it is not going to serve
the purpose that the minister had hoped it would. Mr. Speaker,
this act,as the hon. House Leader mentioned,need not apply, There
can be all kinds of projects ;;_o;iinj this Province with ;11

kinds of environmental implications and it need not apply , and

e - - =

I will not say any more. Oux House Leader (Mr.

Roberts) indicated that. The éower is in the minister's hands
and if she so desires she need not have any kind of an environ-
mental impact assessment or hearing. Mr. Speaker, it is a little

/
worse than that; there are two clauses in this bill by way of

setting up apparatus that bother me, one is in the first

1160



March 18, 1980 Tape 444 MB - 3

MR, G. FLIGHT: instance the minister (Mrs.
Mewhook) has only got, under a clause in this bill, to set

up an assessment committee,and that committee is to be made

up of civil servants. The minister appoints civil servants,
and a civil servant must be the chairman. Now, Mr. Speaker,
our history is full of cases where the civil servants did

what they believed the minister wanted them to deo, they made
the recommendations “hat they thought the minister might have
wanted. And, Mr. Speaker, if while that assessment committee
is having their hearings or whatever they do, if the general
public does not get involwed, if somebody from the general
public does not write the minister and indicate a concern fer
what might happen from a given subject, there is no reascn for
the general public to ever have any input. The old saying,

Mr. Speaker,' Out of sight,out of mind,' applies very much in
this. If you try to put something that is going to pollute

the air in the center of St. John's or on the outskirts of
Corner Brook, or in the middle of Gander, I will gquarantee

you will get a good crowd jumping up and the minister will

have her impact board set up and the committee of civil
servants that she talked about will not last very long. She
will have to go into an impact board, an assessment board and
have the public hearing that goes with it. But what about if
that project is taking place somewhere isolated, somewhere in the
interior of Newfoundland where nobody gets to see it in the
first place, nobody is aware of what is happening until it is
half done? If somebody is not aware, some cencerndd citizen,or
some environmentalist, if you want to call him that, is not
aware that a given project is geing on, that there is a diversion
of a river or a damming of a lake or some sﬁrface stripping
going on and ,therefore, the minister has not received
in Writing a concern by a citizen, will the minister then on
her own set up the assessment board or will she maybe act on

the advice of the assessment committee, the civil servants who
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MR. G. FLIGHT: saidfﬁook/there does not seem

to be any concern with this, wye do not find any danger

any problems., Go aheac'” Mr. Speaker, let us look at what

1162



March 13, 1980 Tape No. 445 Ry -1

MR. G. FLIGHT:

has happened this last twenty years in this Province. You know it is
this bill - where I compliment the minister is the very real
possibility if this bill had been in place ten or twenty years ago
we would not have been locking at some of the environmental disasters
that this Province has been subjected to.

SOME HON. MBEMBER: Hear, hear!

MR. G. PLIGHT: Let us look at it, let us look at the
Bay d'Espoir, the original Bay d'Espoir development, the hydro,the old .
Newfoundland Power Commission, a disaster, hundreds of thousands of
acres of land desecrated, timberless, standing free, land flooded,

wild life destroyed. No environmental concerns in that particular
project. What about the mining  companies Mr. Speaker? This bill

might have averted,when we had for forty years a major mining
company in this Province was polluting Red Indian Lake, putting the
tailings right out of the lake. And then ten years ago,and not at the
insistence of this Province, at the insistence of the Federal Government
out of a concern for the fish life of the lake, they had to stop and
they put in tailing ponds. And as the minister may well know now,

she has probably had representation on it, but given the right weather
conditions now the dust of those tailing ponds is choking the people

of Buchans on any given day. So, maybe if this bill had been in place
maybe somebody would have seen the possibility of what would happen.
and I would like to hear the minister teéll me,when she gets up to reply,
what she purposes to do about that environmental sitvation in Buchans,
Where, by way of trying to clean up their act in Red Indian Lake; the company
concerned creaated tailing ponds that given the right weather condition -
MR. BARRY: Nothing to brag about anyway.

MR. G. FLIGHT: No, I realize that, I am just peinting
out what this bill might have avoided had this bill been in place $ix or
seven or thirty years ago or six or seven years ago. What about the

logging companies? What about ,again,Bay Verte- streets built frem rock,
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MR. G. FLIGHT: crushed rock from the mining gites contains
asbestos; children played in it up to a year or two ago, Maybe this bill
might have avoided something like that. What about the Erco situation,
Me. o Speaker? I have not heard tell of that report that was supposed

to have been presented to this House, What is the storey on the deformed
rabbits?Are theye any still left around the Long Harbour area? What is
the environmental situaticn in Long Harbour right now as a result of the
Erco operation? That died, It was a big deal for a while, everybody

was concerned - and I do not say that in a faceticus way,I say it
seriously . There was some discussion as to whether you could grow

vegetables in the area, whether it was safe to gxow and eat the vegatables,

and that died. Maybe in this particular debate the minister will give
us an update on exactly what is happening environmentally in
the Long Harbour arsa. How about the power lines that are built in this
Province, Mr. Spezke:? The minister should be aware that a mainland company
came in, Chico, and pujlt a power line across the Province to hook
most of the Province into -Bay d'Espoir. Their employees rode
shot gun on the muskegs with a rifle strapped around each shoulder
in the most populous-in the area of Newfoundland that has got the
biggest moose population irn Newfoundland,or had it. The foreshoulder
that got the bullet,that got you a bottle of cheap rum, the foreshoulder
that was not hurt very much got gsu a little more expensive rum:and
a hindquarter came for a bottle of scotch, a good bottle of scotch
would get you a hindquarter anywhere in the Buchans: area when thet
pewer line was being built , And now, Mr. Speaker, now there are no
moose left between Buchans and Grand Lake. And €he biologists down in
Wildlife tells us that the problem is they ;te their way out
of the habitate, they ate everything that was in the habitate. Phey
ate it alright , Mr. Speaker, There is lots of feed left in that area
for the moose; the problem is there is no moose.They were all shot
because we were lacking something like this and we were lacking
a government with enough ~ which so lacked concern that
they did not bother -=ste- look at it. About the Exploits River, Mr.
Speaker, can the minister when she stands up in her debate tell

us how much pollwting is going into the Exploits River today, how
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MR. G. FLIGHT: many gallong per day, gallons

per day of raw pollutant is being pumped into the Exploits River,
the largest Eiver in this Province, the river that carries the
biggest salmon runs in this Province,as well as the sewerage from
the two major towns, Grand Falls, Windsor starting at Badger, a town
in my district that p.5 got a treatment plant? What about that®
will this bill have some effect on the kind of pollutant that is
geing into that particular river? Now, Mr. Speaker, assuming we hag
had this bill for twenty years it may ‘have avoided some of the things
that I have eluded to- but would it have Mr. Speakerl The House will recall
that everv major environmental threat or damage - every project
damaging to the environment of this Province that I have mentioned
are the major companies. I have not mentioned people ocut in their
trailers that the minister seems to be concerned about, gomebody
parked overnight in a -trailer and leaving a little bit of garkmge -
and I do not condone that. But what I am saying,Mr. Speaker, is

the damage , the environmental damage that has been done to this
Province to date has by and large bLeen condoned by the govermment
of the day and done by the major companies that they were doing
business with,and the government up to this point and time has turned
a blind eye. Now what would this bill have done about that,Hr.speaker?
I submit to House it'would have done nothing. Let me read and let

me hear the minister explaim
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MR. PLIGHT: Clause 36, Section 2,"An undertaking that is in
progress before this act comes into force is exempt from this act."
Now, Mr. Speaker, where does that leave the logging companies, the
logging companies, the two major logging companies? If one of these
companies today is to go into a new area altogether to start cutting
wood and building access roads, is it subject to this act, or will this
clause exempt it? If one of the major companies decides, and is in
the process now of building dams for purroses of conserving water,
raising dams and raising the various lakes to the highest point possible
for the purpose of conserving water - they are doing that now as a
result of the water shortage this last year or sc - will that te
considered under this bill? Will there have to be an environmental
impact study set up and public hearings or will anvthing done by the
paper companies that are in this province right now be exempt as a result
of that clause? What about, Mr. Speaker, if the mining companies
already in business in Newfoundland decide they want to strip-mine an
area a mile or two from where they are, or want to sink another shaft
to get at the same ore body, will this clause exempt them? An
undertaking that is in progress? The fact that American Smelting and
Refining Company or Daniel's Harbour, that those mines are already in
progress - is any action by that company considered an extension to
what they are already doing under this act and, therefore, exempt?
I would like to hear the minister expound on that if she would. And,
Mr. Sceaker, let me tell the hon. minister that I have a great deal of
respect for the minister and I admire her courage for bringing this
bill in, and as we chatted a little earlier on in the week she realized
that it is the first step and, no doubt, she will be prepared over the
next year or two to beef it up and maybe she will accept scme
amendments, because, without amendments, this bill will serve no purpose.
I would submit to the minister that she has
been used by other ministers.

AN HON. MEMBER: What?
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MR. FLICHT: She has been used, keen used. She has
been hoodwinked. Either, Mr. Speaker, one of two things happened.
Either the Upper Salmon development was brought on stream earlier to
avoid having to come under this bill, or else the legislation was delaved
until the Upper Salmon got started. The Upper Salmon prcject is going
into one of the most environmentally sensitive areas of this Province,
Mr. Speaker, without the benefit of an environmental impact study. Now
this bill would have subjected that project to an envirommental impact
study. Mr. Speaker, there is a clause in this bill as well that says
that the company concerned,or the commission or whoever is going to 4o
anything that may affect the environment of this Province in this
Province, has to give the minister in writing any possiltle alternatives
to what they are proposing. Well, let me tell the minister that the
Minister of Mines and Energy (Mr. Barry), through Newfoundland Eydro.
was advised by every environmental study done on the Upper Salmon to
reroute the propeosed road that is now under construction, that if he
had any concern for the disturbance that he would cause the caribou herds
in that area,to reroute the road. And Hydro stood firm - it would
have cost them another million dollars., mavbe. I do not know what it
would cost, but it would have cost more dollars. Obvicuslv there had
to be some reason — refused-to accept the alternative and we have a
road going in now, Mr. Speaker, that everybody who knows anvthing- about
the caribou migrations and knows anything about the environment of the
area will stand and say that that road will have to have a detrimental
effect on the migration of the carikou.
Now, one has te ask what kind of concern,
Mr. Speaker, what kind of people are we dealing with who allow a project
like that to go and keep this bill - push the project ahead and keep this
bill in abeyance. This bill was talked about last year, yet the
Minister of the Enviromment (Mrs. Newhook) permitted, sat still, sat
quiet, and allowed the Upper Salmon to start without the benefit of an
environmental impact studv .
Now, Mr. Speaker, does this clause,
wan undertaking that is in progress before this act comes into force

is exempt from this act! does this clause exempt the whole Upper Salmon?
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MR. FLIGHT: Because, vou Xnow, the road going into

the Upper Salmon is very insignificant to the whole project. The
important thincs that will hawve a detrimental effect on the environment
are the tailraces, the canals, the powerhouses. MNow, Mr. Speaker, I
doubt if the engineering is done on most of the projects. So, will there
be now, having accepted the road and realizing the dangars that reoad
creates for the environment, but having to live with the road,will the
minister indicate when she stands up,whether or not this bill will aprly
to any of the other major undertakincs on the Upper Salmon, the building
of the powerhouse, the pushing through of the canals, the tailraces,

the power lines coming out of the Upper Salmon? Becauss if it do=s net,
Mr. Speaker, then shke might just as well not waste the time of the

House. If this government, and the minister, are preparsd to se= 2
project like the Uoper Salmon go ahead and be exemp: from that lecislation,
then it is an iasult to the people of this Province, Mx. Speaker. It

is an insult to anybedy who believes that we should protect the

environment of this Province
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and that we should protect the caribou herds or whatever,
the total environment in that area. I cannot believe that
the minister , having the courage to bring in this bill and
being so proud of the bill,would permit in the next four years
the work that has to go ahead, the disturbances that have to
take place in the Upper Salmon, power houses being built within
two miles of the major calving grounds of one of the biggest
caribou herds in this country, in this Province where every
biologist who ever saw the site, where the present Minister
of Fcocrestry (Mr. Powar), where his officials nave advised against,
worried to death about what that project is going to do to the
wildlife in that area. The minister will have to answer, Mr.
Speaker, to the veople of this Province, if now,having brought
this bill in,ifshe is prepared to let that kind of a project
go without having the various clauses in this act apply.
Because if she goes then what it means is that she is conceding
that the Minister of Mines and Energy (Mr. Barry),who is
responsible for Hydro,is ignoring totally and completely
the legislation. And that is when I said she was being used
or beinghoodwinked, because if the minister has to stand by and
watch that Upper Salmon being developed and not have this.
legislation apply, then there is no question, Mr. Speaker,
what the Minister of Mines and Energy and Hydro have done
to the minister and her legislation.

Mr. Speaker, what about - I
want to raise this point again - what about the harvesting
techniques of the paper companies? To any new areas of
harvesting, will this bill now apply? When Bowaters oxr
Price (Nfld.) or some logging company wants to use a given
river or brook in Newfoundland now to drive timber,and in the

process they have to bull off the banks of the river, destroy
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MR. FLIGHT:

the local environment, will they be subject to this act? Will
they have to indicate to the minister in writing they intend
to do that now, that they are going to use a new river to get
wood to a given point? And will the minister be setting up

an assessment board or committee? Or will the general public
have a right to have hearings and tell the minister why they
do not believe that that river should be used,or if it is going
to be used that all precautions should be taken to guarantes
that the environment and the natural banks and the river are
protected to the point that it can be?

Now, Mr. Speaker, the Minister
of Mines and Energy (Mr. Barry) the other day in his speech
when he spoke in this debate — the Leader of the Opposition
(Mrz. Jamieson) earlier in this debate 3aid at some point,
he referred to somebody as the guickest conversion since
Saul on the Road to Damascus. Well, Mr. Speaker, I do not
know what he is referring to but anyone who can remember
the minister's attitude - the Minister of Mines and Energy,

I am talking about - his attitude,one, with regards to the
Upper Salmon and six or seven years ago with regard to the
Lloyd's River diversion, anyone who remembers that attitude
and then recalls the speech the minister made will surely admit
that there is no comparison. The conversion of Saul on the
Road to Damascus was simple compared to that conversion.

That minister, Mr. Speaker - and he will realize this - that
minister allcwed the people of Newfoundland Hydro in the
Lloyd's River diversion to bluff the people of this Province,
to give out facts that were indeed not facts. They were

in the process of moving equipment in to divert Lloyd's River
and had not even looked - and they were buying pages in

the papers, the mimister was coming cut and supporting them.

and do not anybody here in this House of Assembly ever believe
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MR. FLIGHT:
that the govarnment, vou know,the government wicth all its

might backed c£f the Lloyd's River diversion because four

or five people wrote letters tc the adixor. They backed of=f
because suddenly a lot of pecple r=alized that they wers

t Newfoundlarnd

being bluffed by Newfecundland Hydro, that wh
Hvdro was telling the reople of Newrfoundland was inde=d not
facts and Newfoundiand Hvdro had no idea of the kind of

environmental damage they were going to do if they diverted

Liovd's River. Siol =ale
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MR, G. FPLIGHT: rminister backed off, but now the
minister -

MR. F. STAGG: The Town Manager of Buchans scared him off.
MR. G. FLIGHT: No, Deputy Mayor at the time. I am

afraid that my hon. friend never achieved that honour in Stephenville,

or did ne?

MR. F. STAGG: I did not run.

MR. G. FLIGHT: Did not run.

MR, F. STAGG: I was the Mayor.

MR. G. FLIGHT: Yes.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: oh, on!

MR. G. FLIGHT: 2nd now we have the minister's

performance, Mr. Speaker, on the Upper Saimon. We have watched the
minister push a project through that has more potential for damage to

the environment than any project undertaken in this Province since the
first Bay d'Espoir project, and here he stands up and defends and says,

'We have to protect our environment,' and 'This is a great bill and we
have to do all the things that will guarantee a legacy to our children

and protect our heritage,' after the fact. He had ignored the

Minister of the Environment (Mrs. H. Newhook), ignored everybody who

went to him and suggested they should have an environmental impact study,
that we should try to define, should try to identify the dangers to the
environment in that Upper Salmon area and then proceed with the project
having identified the dangers to minimize the effect, minimize the damages.
That minister was too thick-headed, Mr. Speaker, too bull-headed, pushed
by Hydro, so we are going to have that project now without the henefit of
any environmental impact study. Unless the minister is just as strong -
if the Minister of Environment is as strong as the Minister of Mines and
Energy (Mr. L. Barry), then there may yet be a chance that the Upper Salmon
will be done in a way which will minimize the dangers to the environment -
only if the minister is strong enough to stand up and say, 'That is it.
The Upper Salmon will not proceed without the benefit of an environmental

impact study.’
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MR, G. FLIGHT: tlow, Mr., Speaker, one more instance
of the minister getting hoodwinked - I see the Miarster of Lands and
Forests (Mr. C. Power) is out of nis seat - and it is with regard,

Mr. Speaker, to the spruce budworm spray programme or non-spray
prograrme for 19E0,

The Minister of Lands and Forests,

Mr, Speaker, has announced to the Province that out of concern for the
health of the people of this Province, out of concern for the total
environment, they are not going to spray in 1980. And the reason they
are not going to spray is they are not aware at this point in time of

the dangers to the health of our pecple and the risk to the total
environment, and therefore we are going to have a Royal Commission

that is going to advise the minister on the impact of spraying with
matacil. Now, Mr. Speaker, what kind of fools or how green does tha
minister think Newfoundlanders are? In 1977 we had an experimental spray
programme with matacil, and in 1978, Mr. Speaker, we had a full-scale,
major spray programme in this Province with matacil. And, Mr. Speaker,
almost every minister sitting on those benches today - not the Minister
of the Environment (Mrs. H. Newhook);, I concede ,she was not party %o
that particular decision. The present Minister of Fisheries (Mr. J. Morgan),
who is walking into the House now, the then Minister of Forestry, was
party to it, Mr. Speaker.

In 1977, an experimental spray programme =
in 1978, a major spray programme wita matacil. Well, where was the concern
for the health of the people in 1978. The same ministers are in their seats.
We have the Premier who was then Minister of Mines and Energy, and every
one of the ministers sitting there now except the new additicns to the

Cabinet after June, 1979.

AN HON. MEMBER: The Minister of Health.
MR. G. FLIGHT: The Minister of Health (Mr. W. House).

Now where were the concerns fixr the health of the people? What kind of a
bluff? What xing of scoundrels, scalawags, would attempt to con the

pecple of Newfoundland, Mr. Speaker? When is the Minister of Lands and
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MR. G. FLIGHT: Forests (Mr. C. Power) going to stand
up and tell this House, tell the Minister of Consumer Affairs and
Environment (Mrs. H. Newhook) the real reason why we did not spray in
19807 And let me ask the minister if, as a result of clause 36 (2)
that the spray programme would be exempt from this legislation, any proposed
Spray programme in the next year, will the people of Newfoundland be
subject to a spraying programme without the benefit of public hearings?
Will the minister make the decision simply based on the recommendation of
a Royal Commission, or will this legislation be effective? and will any
propesed spray programme be the subject of public hearings?

To follow on with the spray Programme,
Mr. Speaker, in 1979, we had another experimental spray programme after
the Minister of Forestry of the day, with the concurrence of his Cabinet
ministers, all of whom are now sitting in Cabinet, took a chance on
poisoning all of Newfoundland - because, as they say now, they were not
aware of the effects matacil would have on the general population -

showing no concern at all for the health of the people of the Province.

AN HON., MEMBER: Hypocrisy (inaudible).
MR. G. FLIGHT: Hypocrisy is the word, brother. You are

right on, hypocrisy is the word. Hypocrisy to the nth degree, having no
concern for the health of the people of the Province and launching into a
major matacil spray programme. After that, in 1979, they decided to have
another experimental spray programme with Bt. And, Mr. Speaker, is anyone
aware of what was happening in this Province on June 18, 1979? We were

into an election. That was polling day. But the first three weeks of

June was a campaign, and, Mr. Speaker, it would not have been a very popular

thing to have been doing in this Province during a campaign, having a
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MR. FLIGHT: spray programme. It would not
have been perceived to be very popular at all. So

what happened? What did the same minister and the

same Cabinet, who did not mind poisoning the people of
Newfoundland, by their own acknowledgement - this

year they'decided not to spray because of their

concern for the health of our people. In 1278 they
sprayed, they could not have cared less about the

health of our people. They did not know any more in
1978 than they know now, nct as much, obviously.

But, Mr. Speaker, they
decided to have a Bt spray programme, the most
political decision that was ever made in this Province.
To be effective against the spruce budworm you have to
spray during the first two or three weeks of the
incubation period of the budworm and that is from the
ist of Jupne to the 18th. They did not have the
stomach, Mr. Speaker, they did nect have the - the
parliamentary phrase is 'the intestinal fortitude' to
go to the people with a spray programme on,so what did
they do? They go out with an experimental Bt.

We have wasted $150,000 - and
there are going to be debates in this House on the
spray programme. There has to be an amendment Lo some
Forestry Act coming into this House between now and
the time this House closes. The Budget Speech has to
come, and there will be amendments. Mr. Speaker, we
have wasted $150,000. The senior officials of the
Department of Lands and Forests advised the Minister,
'T+ is a waste of money. It is too late. Do not go
with the Bt. We will not have time to have the second
application which we must have'. EHe was tcld that but
he went anyway. I do not know. He may explain it or
maybe the present minister will explain why we went

with the Bt programme. And we are not even lucky
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MR, FLIGHT: enough, having done that, to
be able to say that the Bt did not work because we do
not know. We might as well have taken it out and
sprayed it over the Atlantic Ocean. It was too late.
We only had one application. And we are in a position
now where we must go with matacil or fenitrothion
simply because we did not give Bt a chance. We do

not know. We had $150,000 spray programme - and the
minister shakes his head - and he knows, and it is
documented, that the Bt spray programme did not have

a chance. It is okay for the minister tc stand up and
say, 'Well, we were only testing on the application to
see how it came out of the airplane, or to see what
the drop rate was' and that kind of thing. You can
say that now but that was not the case when the
governmernt decided to gc with the Bt programme. The
purpose, and the main purpose was to determine what
effect Bt had on the budworm.

Now we are in the unhappy
position of having spent $15C,000 to not know whether
Bt, in this Province, had any adverse effect on the
budworm or not so we have to go with matacil. We
wasted $150,000 and the minister will answer for that
the first time that a debate on the issue is germane.

I say now to the Minister
of Consumer Affairs and Environment (Mrs.-ﬁewhook) what
about this legislation? Is she prepared - I am going to
vote for the legislation, as I am sure everyone on this
side is going to vote, but I can tell the minister now
that I am going to be lcoking for amendwents. Without
amendments this piece of legislation - and I have
referred to two or three clauses here that are not
worth the paper they are written on - there was no point
in bringing ié-zgﬁo the House at all. The major

companies, anybody from a major company down to a man on
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MR. FLIGHT: the street can ignore that
legislation without amendments.

And if the minister 1is
prepared to allow that clause to stand, 'An undertaking
that is in progress', that could apply to everything
going on in this Province today, Mr. Speaker. There
is not a thing going on in this Province right now,

Mr. Speaker, that could not conceivably take ten
years to complete. 8So if any undertaking that is in
progress before this acit comes into force is exempt
from this act, you might as well not have the act.

Mr. Speaker, I will certainly
be asking the minister to delete that particular
clause and many others that I have seen there.

Having said that, Mr. Speaker, I still commend the
minister for having the courage to bring that bill into
the House. Thank you.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER(Baird): The hon. the member for

Stephenville.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. STAGG: Mr. Speaker, first of all I
should like to complement the previous speaker on his
speech. I thought he made scme excellent points. Not
all of them were partisan, many of them were of
considerable substance and some of them I should like to
associate myself with.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. STAGG: It was gquite a different speech
from the last one he made, Mr. Speaker, I must say, in
which he got up and made a speech and tried to paint the
people on this side of the House as being less than good
Canadians. I thought in this case he was doing a good
job. So I commend him for that.

Now, Mr. Speaker, these points
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MR. STAGG: I just made were irrelevantc
to bill ne. 13 and I thank vou for not interrupting me
and brinrging me to order.

Bill ne. 13 is, 'An Act To
Protect The Environment Of The Province By Providing
For Environmental Assessment'. In the definitions
under ssction (2) of the act, there are several
pertinent definitions and for the sake of clarity I
am geing to read them into the record:

"Envircnmental assessment”
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MR. STAGG:
means a process by which the environmental impact of an
undertaking is predicted and evaluated before the undertaking
has begun or occurred.’ ‘An envircnmental impact means any
change in the present or future environment that would result
from such an undertaking.'an environmental impact statement
means a repert that presents the results of the complete
environmental assessment' and it goes cn. But the main point
of this bill is to provide for environmental assessment. of
course,in speaking to the principle of the bill that opens up
the whole idea ¢ environmental matters, arguments on the
environment and certainly in this Province of Newfoundland
in which we have some 575,000 people occupying a vast area
comparative to other parts of the world,our population would
be approximatelv five people per csquare mile,which is very
low density of population. Certainly we have wide areas
of our environment that appear to be unpeopled, there is
nobody there and one might think that vou could go out
and deal with them in a cavalier fashion and it would not
have any significant impact on the rest of us. 3But I
was pleased to see that this bill is in effect giving substance
to the electicn promises that we made, made particularly by
the Premier last June as he travelled throughout this Province.
This was one of the matters that was high on his list of
priorities and it has now been translated into a priority
matter for this government in this session of the House.

We have had two matters so far:
We have had the Speec£ from the Throne and various speeches
from speakers on both sides of the House who have addressed
themselves to the contents of the Speech from the Throne,and
we have had this bill. So obvicusly it is a matter that is

of considerable importance. So I am delighted with that. It
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MR. STAGG:
is an example whare this government is going to show that
it has faith in Newfoundland and is in fact, in effect, showing
its good faith in keeping the philosophical commitment to
the preservation of the environment of this Province. Now
people who live in this area of Newfoundland, in the Avalon
Peninsula and in the megalopolis surrounding St. Johr's as
St. John's continues to devour surrounding communities and
one community seems tc meld into the expanding metropolis,
one may not ke too concernsd about the environment because
what environment there is is taken up by municipal regulations
and water and sewer projects and so on. So that other than
the yverbiage comingfrom this windy part of the city,really
things are pretty well under contrcl. But out in other
parts of the Province, particularly on the West Cost or
any other part of the Province,I suppcse, but the West
Coast where I come from and a lot of our members come from,
we are guite proud of what we consider to be a practically
pollution free environment. Really you can go into practically
any part of the West Coast,and obviouslv there are other places
where the same thing applies, but vou can drink out of any
stream,put your head down and take a drink.

Now I am not familiar with
Ontario but f£rom what I Aave heard it is very, very unusual
to be able to do that sort of thing in Ontario. So while
we have been lagging behind Ontario as far as
industrial development is concerned, it is an ill
wind that blows no gocd. So we now have the opportunity in
this Province to take advantage of all of the studies and
all of the expertise that has developed in North America and
in the world really for the protection of the environment. They
have made all the mistakes that could possibly be made in the
rest of North America and in Europe and so on and in Japan,
you name it, those highly industrialized centers that have

on the face of it prospered, that have built the twenty,
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thirty, forty story skvscrapers and the factories that go
with it and so on, they have on the face of it prospered
put I do believe that we in this Province,although we have

had considerable difficulty in staving alive just because

ih

s} the sheer lack of financial
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MR. F. STAGG: opportunities to buy the things
that keep body and soul together. WNevertheless, in spite of that
575,000 of us do live on this Island ,which is approximately about
60 per cent more, I guess, than it was in 1949, so I believe a
nealthier people than in any other part of the world perhaps,
but certainly than any other part of Canada and I gueote our
suicide rate,for instance. Our suicide rate in Newfoundland is
the lowest in Canada. I am not sure exactly what the rate is
but you just do not see our Newfoundlanders deciding that the
world is too much with them and so on and they do away with
themselves. And I believe that it is in no small way attributable
to the fact that we are able to get out in the woods and set
a few slips and,as the Premier has done , go off for a few days
and cormune with nature. That is the sort of thing that people
will be paying thousands and thousands of dollars to do over
the course of the next decade or the decades to comre.

We are a uanigque part of
Canada. We have relatively few people and we do have areas of
this Province which are highly urbanized and a lot of our people
live in relatively small areas. So we do have the cpportunity,
we as legislators here in chese sessions of the Thirtv-gighth
House of Assehbly of this Province from now until whenever the election
is called - let us say 1984 during this session -we will have the
opportunity to set the standards by which our successors will be
measured. And I am hoping that the stamdards that are set are
going to be high standards. I am sure they will be high standards
and this bill and amendments to it and others like it perhaps
are really going to be the instrument of envizonmentai agsessment ..

So, I am quite committed to
that and I think that all member of this hon. House are as committed
to it as I am. I grew up in a small town; édo-people or so, a town
that is now represented by the hon. gentleman from Port au Port

(Mr. J. Hodder), the small town of Boswarlos, B-o-s-w-a-r-l-o-s
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MR. F, STAGG: on the Port au Port Peninsula.
We had the best water that was available in Newfoundland. It is
a limestone water. I recall in university one time when I was
deing first year ‘Education that they asked, "Is there anybody in
the class who had no cavities?? I had no cavities, I never had
any cavities because I had such wonderful teeth, Well, nct hecause
I had such wonderful teeth but I had wonderful teeth because I
had no cavities.
AN HON. MEMBER: Which came first?
MR. F. STAGG: The chicken or the egg, ves,
right. Whatever it is.

So I just assumed that this
was a charactistic that most people had. And T had a beautiful
smile to go along with it.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. F, STAGG: But there were only a couple
of other people in the class of some hundred or so who were in

the same category as I was. Very soon, however, after I started
living in St. John's I began to have cavities. And it is

through the everlasting detriment of myself that this came about:.
But this is a charactistic of some areas of our Province. The
natural limestone content of water in Boswarlos, the Peort au Port
area is such that I was able to have good teeth., And I was able
to get my teeth into a lot of things over the years.

AN HON. MEMBER: Has it got anything to do with
the pollution of the water in Port au Port?”

MR. F. STAGG: Has it got anything to do with
the pollution of the water in Port au Tezt? No, it had everything
to do with the clean water amd th; well that py father and I dug.
If the hon., member is talking about areas that have pollution then. Well,

he will have to address himself to that and maybe instruct some

of his constituents how to dig wells or whatever or get some of the
wells hooked up that were drilled back in 197S.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh!
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MR, P, STAGG: Anyway, Mr., Speaker, I digressed

somewha*, but I would like to give an example now. I havé.already
indicated =o you the pristine surroundings from which I emanate,

the small community of Boswarlos , very pasturaljin those days it

had a dirt road. I took care of that while I was the member for
Port au Sort, it does not have a dirt road anymcrz so that

form of pollution has been taken care of. That is a job

that the present member for Port au Port does not have to look

after, I got the roads paved before he cot elected.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MP. F. STAGG: But in 1267 or thereabouts

one of the great industries for the West coast of Newioundland
was announced. It was announced among the forty-six industries,
I believe, that were promulgated at 3 great meeting in

Stephenville zbout the 15th of August, 1966 —
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MR. STAGG: early in August, 1266 - Followed

shortly thereafter by the elaction of September 8th, 1366, at which

time the Liberal party was again successful in the district of Port au
Port. Well, one of the industries that came cut of that -

AN HON. MEMBFER: The light bulb factory.

MR. STAGG: - it was not the light bulb factorv, nc,

it was not the light bulb factory or the orance juice factory, but one

of them was Sea Mining Limited, Sea Mining Limited. Now, this is not
something that hon. members are unaware of. We have heard about this

over the years. 1In 1966 I was away at the university in New Brunswick,
and T came back home during the Summer of 1967 or 1968 - I am not sure
exactly which vear it was - I came home both years. T was driving down
through Aquathuna in my Volkswagen, driving over the dirt roads as thev
then were, and I suddenly felt that I was being overcome, nct by the
nostalgia of coming home,but I was being overcome by the noxious cdours
that were coming into the car window. I thought my car was on fire.

This was the pollution that was being put into the atmosphere of Pogt au
Port by Sea Mining Limited. Tt was a process that had been devised
whereby magnesia, magnesia - Oor is it magnesium or magnesia?

AN HON. MEMBER: Magnesium.

MR. STAGG: - magnesium was being extracted from seawater,
and it was being extracted by having a chemical reaction with the limestone
which is in great profusion on the Port au Port Peninsula. Well, this
process was making life practically unbearable for all the people in the
community of Aguathuna, and they had previously been working at the Bquathuna
Limestone Quarry or the Dominicn - which was under then, had just been
closed down a year or so before,the limestone quarry had. Here I was
driving home, as I say, to this pristine community, green, environmentally
sound, that where, as I said before, I developed these beautiful teeth

of mine, and driving home and into the window of my Volkswagen comes these
odours that made my eyes water. I put up the window and I toock one deep
breath and I put my foot to the floor and got the Volkswagen up as fast

as it could go, about 40 miles an hour,and managed to get through that
particular area because the wind happened to be blowing from the North,

and I got through it.
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MP, STAGG: Well, I said,what is going on here?

Thev said that is Sea Mining, that is the industry that has keen brought
in here to take up the slack because of the closedown of the Aquathuna
Limestone Quarrv, and it is a magnificent new concept. Well, I said

what about the smell that is in the air? well, thev said,that is too bad.
Somebodv might sav that it is the smell of money. t is killing all the
trees. It is killinag all the trees and all the veaetation. all the

peooie in Aguathuna are scared, and what are you going to do about it?

AN HON. MEMBER: Nothing.
MR. STAGG: Nothing, nothing could be done about it.

That was back in the days, Mr. Speaker, when very little was done about
these things.

8o, I was driving along again. After awhile
you sort of anticipate these things, so vou take a deep breath and stick
your car in the prcper gear at low ruxle or high ruxle and double
clutch or whatever and get through it as fast as vou can. So this is
what T was doing, but then I found ocut from some of the fishermen that
not only was it being expended into the air but, also, pure acid was
being allowed to flow into the harbour, and you could ses it. VYou could
go by and vou could see where, because it was associated with the
limestone, you could see where the currents were taking it out and
the lobsters were dving and the scallops were dying and there were fish
killed. This is at the same time, or approximatelv the same time, when
all the publicity was taking place on the red herring or the Phosphorus
herring of Placentia Bav. There was a similar exercise, & similar
debacle, take place in Port au Port. Now that industry was not closed
down because of the environmental impact, it was closed down because
of the lack of ability to manufacture the product for which the plant
was designed. But that was the sort of thing that was allowed to
move into an area because it was deemed to be wise and so on, that
the people should be emploved. The pecple were paid $1.25 an hour,
by the way. They were all paid the minimum wage and there was no union
or any of that sort of thing. So that is the sort of thing that was

allowed to happen out in Port au Port
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ER. STAGG:
back in 19€7. Well,this is only thirteen vears later and
I am pleased to say that utilizing the principle cf this
bill that no such thing could aver happen again and I am
really delighted that it cannot happen and I am sure that
my colleague in the adjoining district will go along with
me on that,.

Now fortunately things out in
our area did not always stay that way because when Labrador
Linerboard was brought on stream in 1972 - anrd I cannot attribute
the pollution control devices that were put on that mill totally
to the new government that took over in 1972; I suspect thact
some of these environmental controls were in place by Ffederal
regulations that were being more strictly enforcad in the
1970's - but Labrador Linerboard,which was & mill that in the
process used for the manufacture of linerboard exuded a highly
toxic substance that if allowed to go out in the Bay St. George
would have killed everything in the bay, they had a very
elaborate set of pollution control lagoons set up there
and apparently by the process of aeration and the kind of
bacteria that were placed in it the product that came out
through the pipeline, not only did it not kill the lobsters
but apparently it fattened them up and super lobsters -

AN _HON. MEMBER: One of the best polluticn controls

in the world.

MR. STAGG: Yes, one of the best pollution
control systems in the world and it is due in no small part

to the efforts of this government in its early stages that

this sort of thing came about. So that just goes tc show that
almost ten years ago we were comitted to that sort of thing.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: oh, oh!

AN HON. MEMBER: The federal government d4id that.
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MR. STAGG: Oh, no. They were federal

government regulations but our fellows, I remember talking
apbout it saying to John, I caid, "When you take over that
mill make sure that the Bay St. George lobster retains its
place as one of the great delicacies of the Western World."
And he said, "Do not mind,Fred, boy, that is a sure thing.
That is in the bag." There was no attempt toc get around the
federal regulations that were in place.

Now, what about -

MR. FLIGHT: Which John? Johr Crosbie or
John Doyle are you talking about?

MR. STAGG: Oh, I am talking about John
Crosbie, of course. I do not want to speak for Bowaters and

Price,but I may speak about them. I do net think that the
Bowaters mill had the same kind of environmental controls
and I believe that my friends from Humber East (Ms. Verge)
and Humber West (Mr. Baird),if they chose to speak in the
debate,will lament the fact that the Bay of Islands has not
prospered as a fishing area because of the profusion of bark
and so on on the bottom of those harbours. 2aAnd my friends
from Exploits (Mr. Twomey), Gander (Mrs. WNewhook), Windsor-
Buchans (Mr. Flight) were already talking about the poilution
of the Exploits. So both of these grand industries were not
too kind to the environment in which they were situated. So
I do not think that any other mills in this Province will be
similiar to that.

Now there are other things that
we have arcund this Province that I believe have cleaned up
their act over the years. Periodically, around every fourth
year or so you see these asphalt plants belching their black
smoke into the air but it seems that the smoke is not black
anymore, it is whiter. So I believe they must have scrubbers
on them,which is the sort of thing that this government has
been responsible for,for putting scrubbers in the asphalt plants

and certainly all hon. members will be glad about that. We
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hope to have a few scrubbers out on the West Coast this
year. North Star Cement in Corner 2rook, I can remember
there being action taken by citizens groups in the Corner
Brook arsa to have an injunction against the kind of smoke
and the fumes exuded from Werth Star Cement. I believe they
have gotten that more under control.

Something that hss come up in
Port aux Basgues recently, tRe peopla there are guite worried
about the asbestos contant in their drinking watexr, whether
or not it is detrimental to them. There is a school of thought
that says that if it is injested it does not hurt you bnt
if it is =

AN HCN. MEMBER: {Inzudible).

MR. STAGG: The member for Burin-Placentia
West (Mr., Holletctt) is going to address himself to that when

he gets upr to spsak. =So these are zll things that
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MR. STAGG:
probably deserve a lot more studyv. There was a time
when asbestos was recognized or thought to be one of
the new, wonderful materials,but it certainly appears
now as if any place that had asbestos, you were lucky
to survive to live a normal life because of the
effect it had on your lungs. So any hon. members
who are suspicious of asbestcs, they certainly have my
support on that subject because it is hard enough to
stay alive in this world as it is.

Acid rain, a matter brought
up by the member for Placentia West (Mr. Hollett).
This acid rain - you talk about very clear streams,
especially in Sweden, I believe, the Nordic countries,
where the streams are so clear because there is nothing
in them, nothing alive in them and the pollution that
has been exported from the Rhur Valley of Europe and
industrial England and so on. The winds are no
respecter of boundaries and they just bring the rain
in, and down comes the rain and kills everything in
sight. So this sort of acid rain, hopefully will not
be falling on Newfoundland as it has in the past.
Perhaps we are still far enough North so that as the
States and the provinces to the South of us clean up
their act, our.environment will not be killed by it.

Now, another question that we
as legislators are going to have to concern ourselves
with over the next few - only five minutes left? Welll

SOME HON. MEMBERS: By leave! By leave!

MR. STAGG: - we are going to have to
concern ourselves with over the next four years is how
are we going to deal with the oil and gas that
presumably is off our shores?

Mr. Speaker, how much time are

you permitted on these bills anyway?
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MR. SPEAKER(Butt): Thirty minutes.

MR. STAGG: Thirty minutes? You mean to
say I have been going for twenty-five minutes?

AN HON. MEMBER: No.

MR. STAGG: I do not think so, Mr. Speaker,
I think I have only been on for about fifteen minutes.
MR. SPEAKER: The hon. gentleman had twenty-

five minutes.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: By leave!l
MR. STAGG: Well,anyway, I will attempt to

clue up. I am quite concerned about how the oil that is
on the Grand Bank, or wherever it is in Newfoundland, how
it gets ashore, how they are going to get it ashore,
because we are told every day about the floating bombs
these great super tankers are.

My friend from Placentia West
(Mr. Hollett) was kind enough to give me some material
that  is part of his research and he has an article here
saying, "Ban Big Ships". There is a picture here of the
supertanker Amoco Cadiz and her 63 million gallon cargo
spewing onto the beaches of France in the worst oil
tanker spill on record, and I believe they have another
one over there now. So it was the advice of oceanographer
Jacques Cousteau to ban the big ships so I presume that
part of this bill, in keeping with the principle
enunciated in this bill, that we will be able to have
some input and hopefully we will be able to order, to
prohibit or to direct the companies as to what kind of
ship they allow on the wells to take off that oil.
Presumaktly that would go by the tanker route which I
think is a very distinct possibility. So I am all for
this 'ban the big ships' idea. The big ship concept
came about as a result of the necessity of carrying
great amounts of oil around the Cape of Good Hope, around

the - the Cape of Good Hope, that is the African one? -
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MR. STAGG: coming from the Arabizn
countries and into North America. That was also
brought about by the 1967 war, the six dav war in

which the Suez Canal was blocked up.
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MR. STAGG: So I do not think we need
those supertankers off our shores because, obviocusly,
if we have just one of those tankers that runs afoul -
because apparently they are capable of sinking them for
the insurance money. There have been several of them
lost off the coast of Africa recently where presumably
the oil has been piped out of them first. But if they
have bombs on board they cannot always be regulated
to explode when you want them to explode. So if you
have the Grand Banks off there polluted by one of these
great ships, we have a problem. So I presume that this
bill is going to direct itself to that.

Now my friend from Windsor -
Buchans (Mr. Flight) also took a few flicks at the
government and, he indicated inconsistency on the
spray programme. Well, maybe there is some inconsistency
there but certainly I would rather be right than dead
right. There is some such expression. I do not have
it guite right.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh!

MR. STAGG: Just reading a portion of the
press release sent out by the then Minister of Lands

and Forests where he says, "A committee of the Newfoundland
Medical Association studied the human health aspects and
concluded that risk from the use of chemicals was
acceptable in view of the importance of income and
employment to the health of a large section of the
population. It declared the health hazard insignificant
from short-term spraying programmes. A minority opinicon
differed however.”

Well, recently, maybe one of
the architects of that opinion has turned up in the press
indicating that the unemployment problems that would
result from the destruction of our forest would be far

worse than the impact on the individual from the chemicals.
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MR. STAGG: Well, whoever that doctor is,
I think he should examine his licence. I do not know
who he is but maybe he is one of the people who are
putting out this report. Because basically it is

for us politicians and for the govermment and for
private industry and so on to get involved with job
creation and so on. But for a medical doctor to
indicate that we should spray because if we do not
spray there is going to be unemployment and people are
going to get sick as a result, that to me is a rather
peculiar medical opinion. So whoever he was I ask

the minister of Health (Mr. House) maybe he should
check him out because I certainly do not agree with him.
And maybe I am misquoting him.

MR. FLIGHT That is a good point. I

forgot that point.

MR. STAGG: You forgot that point? Well,
I had to have a few points that you forgot 'boy’', you
did not cover the whole field.

MR. SPEAKER(Simms) : Order, please!

The hon. member's time has

expired. Does the hon. member have leave to proceed?

SOME HON. MEMBERS: By leave.
MR. SPEAKER: By leave.
MR. STAGG: Proceed? ©Oh, well, okay. I

only have a few more things to say here, Mr. Speaker.
I was sort of struck by that opinion proffered by that
doctor.

Now, Mr. Speaker, the whole
question of the spruce budworm and how to bring it under
control is something that is of considerable importance
to all members of this House. Now the government has
decided, this year, that it is not going to spray. I
did not know what the minister was going to say when he

made his announcement in Corner Brook. As a matter of
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MR. STAGG: fact, I had pretty well conceded
that being over there to the Winter Carnival, one of the
boys about to play in the hockey game with some of the
fellows who work in the woods business and so on, that

he was about to say that we were going to sprayv and

give in to the rather extensive public lobby that the
paper companies had put up, the full-page ads and so

on. These full-page ads cost $500 or so each. So I

had pretty well conceded that the announcement was going
to be, 'Yes, we are going to spray because of the reasons
given by the paper companies and because it is the only
way to control the spruce budworm and so on.' So I was
more or less getting my arguments ready for the member for
Windsor - Buchans (Mr. Flight) who seems to occupy the
role of chief ecologist for the Liberal Party. I

thought I would have to back up the government on this
sort of thing because that is part of the political
process too. Sometimes decisions that you may or may

not totally agree with, you have to defend them because
that is part of the game.

Well, I was delighted.
absolutely delighted that the minister out there in what
might have been considered hostile territory, in a paper-
milling town, and a new paper mill just about to go on
stream, that he would make that kind of an announcement.
I think it took an awful lot of courage. I guess it is
the same kind of courage that sent him out in the snow
storm last month to rescue some of his constituents. So
I think the minister has shown great courage, shown such
courage that he only remained in the portfolio - I do
not know, that is the portfolio that he just came into,
right, so he is still there.

I was delighted with that, Mr.
Speaker, and I am looking forward tc the resolution that

I placed on the Order Paper at the
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MR. F. STAGG:

cpening of the Legislature. I am lcoking forward to debate on that
resolution. I am going to lead off the debate, but I by no means
have the last word on it and I am still in the process of educating
myself on the subject. I certainly am looking forward to the
intervention in that debate by the various Ministers of Forestry who
have held the office over the years and the ecological giants on the
other side of the House who undoubtedly want to get their licks in
as well. I am really locking forward to that. And I presume that
this is the sort of thing that would come under this bill, although
I am not absolutely sure. But I presume that it would, and if it is
not the sort of thing that comes under it, I certainly think it
should.

Mr. Speaker, I think that is about
all I have to say on this subject. As usual, I have occupiecé the
graveyard shift and you can be guaranteed to hear nothing about this
in the press tomorrow.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: oh, oh!l

MR. F. STAGG: 1 remember the last time I spoke
I made a brilliant speech attacking the Opposition and caliing them
guerillas and whatever. I expected to get at least a mention, and
the mention was, 'The Minister of Labour, Jerry Dinn, spoke and so
did Fred Stagg, member for Stephenville.' So that was it.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : oh, oh!

MR. F. STAGG: No, she must be waiting to see
somebody else.
Mr., Speaker, that is all I have to

say. Thank you very much for your attention.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. the member for Torngat
Mountains.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
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MI. G. WARIEN: Mr. Sreaker, sesing we are
approaching that wonderful hour, I am just wondering if I could have

your permission to adjourn the debate until tomorrow?

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): Is it agreed to call it £:00 2.M.7
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Agreed.
MR. W, MARSHALL: We did it over the protest of

the Minister of Justice (Mr. G. Ottenheimer), Mr. Speaker, but we did it
anyway.

1 move that the House at its rising,
Mr, Speaker, do adjourn until tomorrow, Wednesday, at 3:00 P.M. and that
this House do now adjourn.

On motion, the House at its rising

adjourned until tomorrow, Wednesday, March 19, 1980, at 3:00 P.M,
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