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The House met at 3:00 P.M.

Mr. Speaker in the Chair.

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please!

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD: Mr. Speaker, in last year's budget,

this government announced its intention to abolish the Special
Action Group.

I would now like to inform this
hon. House that the Action Group has been disbanded and all its
affairs wound up.

Mr. Pobert Cole, who had headed up
the group, will have his employment with government terminated on
March 15th. of 1980. Government has reached an agreement with
Mr. Cole on the remaining period of time set out in his contract.
The settlement is equivalent to fifteen months'salary, an amount
of $85,000. This contrasts with approximately $300,000 the
Province would have had to pay if the contract nad rur its course.
This amount is in line with settlements normally made with senior
amployees in the private sector.

Mr. Cole's separation from govern-
ment is as a direct result of the abolition of the Action Group.
He performed his duties with the Action Group well and conscientiously,
and his separation from government is not be construed as a reflection
on his abilities or his performance.

I hereby takle this.

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. member for the Straits of
Belle Isle.

AR. E. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, let me first of all say

that we on this side welcome the Premier's statement that nine

months after the announcement of the Action Group was to be
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4R, E. ROBERTS: abolished, the government have

taken the action to abolish it. We have always felt,and I
think it has been made abundantly clear by people on this
s5ide of the House, that the Action Group really served no
ourpese at all and it is a significant step forward in the
administration of ths 2£fairs of the government of this
Province that it no longer is with us.

Having said that,I would like
to say that that is no reflection on Mr. Cole. I find no
trouble at all in associating us on this side of the Houss
wizh the 2remier's words about Mr. Cole. I suspect that
these weras the result of an agreement between government
lawyers on one hand and whoever was acting for Hr. Cgle on
the other hand, but we have no complaint. I think Mr. Cols
did the very best he could with an impossible job.

I would like to go on to say
that I think the government have made a very bad seattlament.
They may or may not have ﬁade it upon legal advice,but if

they dié they had bad legal advice, because =zhat contracse,

L

ir, was never valid for more than one vear. -aexe is a
statute of this House which says, Mr. Speaker= and befocre

my learned friend for St. John's EBast (Mr. Mariaall) gets

up,I am aot debating it I am simply making a few comments
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MR, ROBERTS: there 1is a statute of this House, Sir, an
act of this Province,which says that no contract for more than
twelve months is valid unless it is ratified by the Legislature.
That contract was never ratified by the Legislature and therefore
the government, in my view, or in our view, have acted injudiciously,
to use that word, injudiciously in agreeing to give Mr. Cole
fifteen months' salary. I think his legal rights, Sir, were that he
was entitled to nothing,and I think his moral case was that he was
entitled to nothing because, Sir, that contract could lawfully never
have been signed and ought neverto have been signed. It never came
before this House of Assembly and now we have got the case where
the government have wasted $635,000.

Having said that, Sir, there will be an
opportunity to debate the matter, we shall debate it, but I do want

to say that I think the govermment have acted very unwisely if not

anlawfully.
MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. Minister of Justice.
MR. OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, with leave of the House I

would like to propose motions of congratulations and best wishes with
respect to certain gentlemen, one who has retired
from, and another two who have received appointments to the judiciary.
As hon. members know, since we last met
Chief Justice R.S. Furlong, after having served many years as
Chief Justice of Newfoundland has retired,and I am sure hon. members
would all wish the House to express to him through you, Mr. Speaker,
our appreciation for his many vears of service and best wishes for
a happv and lengthy retirement.
Also, since the House last met, of course,
Chief Justice Mifflin has been appointed Chief Justice of Newfoundland
from his previous positiom as Chief Justice of the Trial Division,and
also Chief Justice Hickman has been appointed in charge of the Trial

Division of the Supreme Court of Newfoundland and I feel reasonably
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MR. OTTENHEIMER: confident that the House would wish,also through

you, Mr. Speaker, to communicate to these hon. gentlemen the

congratulations and best wishes of the House of Assembly.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. member for the Strait of

Belle Isle.

MR. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, it is a pleasure to associate

us on this side of the House with the remarks made by the learned
Minister of Justice. The service of the hon. Robert Furlong as

Chief Justice of this Province, and latterly as Chief Justice of

the Court of Appeal in addition to being Chief Justice of the Province,
speaks for itself, Sir, and it needs no embellishment from me. I know
that all of us in the House, and I am sure I reflect the Bar of this
Province, Sir, wish the learned former Chief Justice a long and a2 happy
retirement.

Chief Justice Hickman's elevation, Sir, was

a welcomed one from many aspects, but as I think my friend
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M. ROBERTS: from LaPoile (Mx. Neary) said,
the Chisf Justice of the mrial pDivisiogn sShowed a superb sense
of timing. His distinguished career in one phase of public
1ifes came to an,end at just the right time. The window was
open and he was translated into another place where I Xnow

he will serve withi»great distinction and will adé considerable
iustre both to the Bar of this Proviance and to the Bench of
£his Province and will continue a careexr that has ceen

marked with distinction in 2 aumber of ways. I am sure we

all wish him well in his new career. I think, Sir, he

holds out a shining examples to all of us who still -

=

1R. NEARY: I hope none of us ever appear

before him.
MR. ROBERTS well ,I appeared before him this

morniag, ia fact, but I =

MR. NEARY: Acting as solicitor.
MR. RO23ERTS I was acting as a solicitor.

T ay friend from LaPoile (Mr. Neary) appears it may be in
a different capacity,unless he nas recently been admitted
to the Bar. But I do want to say, Sir, and I kanow I speak
for all the members of the Houss who are at least according
zo the rules learned, that the former Minister cf Justice,
now =he Chisf Justice of the Trial Division,is a shining

example, Sir, for all of us who labour at the Bar and I
hope he goes to prepare a place Ior at least some of us,

sizr, We wish him well in that,

MR. JAMIESON: They will look after you,'Bill', when the time comes.

MR. SPEAXER: (Simms) Does the hon. minister wish
to speak on ths motion?

Is it the pleasure of the House to

adopt the said motion? Thos ia Eavour "Ays", contrary "Nay",
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MA. SPERKER: The hon. Minister of Fisheries.

MR.MORGAN: Mr. Speaker, today I am pleased

to inform the

House of Assembly that a partial re-organization of the
Department of Fisheries has now taken place of the senior
management of the department, as well as the announcement
today of two senior appointments to the provincial Fisheries
Loan Board.

The re-organization in the
departments resulted in the creation of a positicn for an
Assistant Deputy Minister who will take owver the respeonsibility
of administering the Divisions of Program “lanning and Review
and Field Services and Rdminisctration. These divisions
formerly reported directly to the Deputy Mianister.

The creatiocn of this nsw
position will enable the Deputy Minister te concsntrate
nis efforts more and co-ordinate that of other seniocr staff
in developing overall peolicies amd strategies to meet
provincial Zisheries objectives.

Mr. Speaker, the last
re-organization o the Department of Fisheries occcured
baci: seven years ago and the programs and activities of
the Department of Fisheries since that time have greatly
expanded. The staff of the Department has incrsased Irom
47,as it was saven years ago, to now 130 a2nd the budget
has increased Irom $3 million, back in 13972, to now
approximately 340 millien annually.

I am pleased to announcs the
appointment of Mr. R.A. (Ray) Andrews, 238 years of age,
formerly of Port de Grave, to the new position of Assistant
Deputy Minister of 2lanning and ARdministration.

Mr. Andrews 2olds a Bachelor
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MR. MORGAN: of Science degree Irom
Memorial University, and has approximately eighteen

years
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MR. J. MORGAN:

experience in the federal Department of Fisheries and Oceans in

a number of technical and managerial capacities, His most recent
post was the central area manager responsible for the central part
of the Island and most of Labrador.

I indeed welcome Mr. Andrews to
the Department of Fisheries and I am sure that his experience and
his expe:tise will go a long way in better preparing the department
to meet the challenges of the 1980s.

The creation of this new position
of third A.D.M. brings the number of assistant deputy ministers now
to three, the others being Mr. Herb Goudie, the Assistant Deputy
Minister of Fishery Services responsible for the divisions of
Engineering and Facilities and Incentives and Assistance, and also
Mr. Leslie Dean, who is the Assistant Deputy Minister of Fishery
Development responsible for the divisions of Fishing Operatiens,

Fisheries Technology as well as Market and Product Development.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : oh, on!
MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) Order, please!
MR. J. MORGAN: .. Myr. Speaker, cver the last while

the Fisheries Loan Board has been acting on an interim basis, or carrying
out work on an interim basis to the major review being carried out by
government with regard to the activities and the operations of the

Loan Board. That review will be completed within ten days and I am
pleased to announce today the appointment of a new permanent Chairman

and a new Comptroller for the Fisheries Loan Board. The new Chairman,

I am pleased to announce, is Mr. Frederick G. Pike, a Registered Industrial
Accountant, and he has been now appointed Chairman of the Loan Board.

Mr. Pike, a native Newfcundlander, aas
considerable experience in the fishing industry. In fact, he served in
a number of capacities with Fishery Products for as long as seventeen
vears. He has worked for the provincial Department of Finance and ais

previous position before taking the appointment of Chairman of the
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MR. J. MORGAN: Loan Board was that of District
Manager of Revenue Canada.

Mr. Pike is married to the former
Eileen Mercer and they have one son.

With the importance of the Fisheries
Loan Board to the orderly development of the fishing industry, it was
essential in my view as a minister, and as a view of the government ,
that we attract a senior executive who has a broad range of management
and financial systems experience. I am quite confident, Mr. Speaker,
that the new Chairman brings with him the experience and the background
to guide the Fisheries Loan Board in the challenging days ahead.

The other appointment, Mr. Speaker,
to the Loan Board as well, is the appointment today I announce of the
position of Comptroller of the Loan Board. I am pleased to announce
the appointment of Mr. Sidney C. Blundon. Mr. Blundon, who is a Chartered
Accountant, brings a wide range of financial, budgetary, management and
government experience to the Loan Board, having been employed for the '
past three years as a Senior Budget Officer with the Provincial Treasury
Board. Prior to this,he worked for a number of years with the Auditor
General's Department,

Mr. Blundon is also married. He is thirvy
years of age and he is married to the former Shelley Willar, They have
three children.

During the past few weeks, Mr. Speaker,

the Loan Board, in an interim way has been carrying
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on the programme announced ky the

Premier last Fall whereby the loans would ke arranced for the
puilding of twenty new boats,rancing in a forty-five - sixty-five
foot range,and to date eleven of these loans have besn approved
and contracts awarded and the remaining zeats will have
applicacions aporoved and conbtracis awarded owver the next number
¢f days. 3Alsc, over the past six weeks the Loan Boaré is
still being active,despite the complains from certain sectors
that the Loan Board is no loncer actiwva, it is active whereby
over the past six weeks a total of sixty-seven new loans were
approved, sixtv-seven new loans with twenty-two of these for
new and usaed vessels and forty-five, Mr. Speaksr, new loans

for =he acguisition cf new 2ngines and other fishing sguirment
reguired Ly the fishermen. The total valus of these loans,

Yy, Speaker, was almost $2 million, in fact 51.9 million

for the past six weeks. Aand as I mencioned, the Loan 3Soard

will 5e carrying on its activiiies in an interim way until
the overall review is complete,which will pe aporoximately
cen days Zrom now,and then, of course, there will te new
goliicy guidelines and criteria set down by che department with
regards to the future operations of that Zoard. 2ut I am

convinced with a new Chairman now being put in mlace and a

')

new Comptrcller that the Loan Boarg will Be able to handle

the challsnces of the future in the fisheries in our

Province.

Thank you, (lr. Speaksr.
SOME EQMN. MEMBERS: Hear, near.
¥R, EDPEAXER: (Simms) The hon. memser Sor the

E. POBERTS: Mr. Spesker, this seems to be the

of the singh hitter, kut in the absence of my friend fronm

Trinity - 3ay de Verde (Mr, W, Rowe),who nommally speaks for

some fisheries matters, perfaps I cculd say a word or two.

/9
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MR, E. ROBERTS: Let me begin by savinc we welcome
the news, we welcome it Zor two reasons. Ffirst of all, we hava
been waiting a long, long time ané so have the fishermen of
this Province for some resolution of the apparently hard to
credit mess that existed,and hopefully no longer exists,at the
Tisheries Loan Board. And the appointment of the new Chairman,
M=, Pike, and the new Comptroller, Mr., Blundon, is certainly
z step in the right direction. We wish them well with their
work and we hope that in the davs to come they will ewvidencs,
as I am sure they can and I believe they will , the conficdence
that has been placed in them by the minister and by his
colleagues.

The appointment of Mr., Andrews
as an DM in the Fisheriess DJepartment is also welcered. 3&s
far 2s T am concerned the record of the Fisheries Department
these last Zaw vears shows that if we need anvthing we need
scme planning in there. The Tisheries Department of this
Province has not fulfilled it mandatz. I would hope with 2
new ministsr, datermined to make his mark in the political
world, that we will see a favourable mark made.

I wish we could go on to
denata *he Fishsrias Loan Soard becausa I suspect, Sir, that
when the through is known about that it will ke lika the

Mugean Stables and it will take Hercules to clean it out,

I do not know whether Pike and Mr. Bluncdon
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!R. BE. RCEERTE are Herculean or not, but I can
assure them that their task is Herculean.

I would hope in this session of
the House we will have from the minister something which we have
not had so far, and that is a candid and a complete explanation
of just what went on at the Loan Poard and what the government has
done abcut it. I am gquite prepared to believe that nobody in the
present adrinistration knew what was haprening. They mav or may
not have been nagligent. I do not think it was. They had a right

to believe that things were okay. But nobody knew what was

o)

wappening and I am prepared to accept, if we are shown this tc

be the case, that when things came to their attention they took

the steps to straighten it out., But I do say, Sir, that

averything we on this side know, and my friends from 2onavista
Worth (Mr. L. Stirling}, LaPoile (Mr. S. Neary) and sore others
have a great deal of information on this, that the situaticn at

the Loan Board could only he compared to the &ugean Stables and the
great mess whicﬁ resulted - the 3ugean Stables, I recall, wer=s

.

several thousand horses that had not been cleaned up afier for

many, many years, and that is just the kind of situation that I

understand !'~r. Pike, the new Chairman, and his assistant, Mr.
2lundon, will have to clean up.
We in the House, Sir, -
MR. S. NEARY: 2nd now they are =akin~ ix
out on the fishermer, and revossessing their toats.
¥P., E. ROEEFTS: ¥es, the fishermen are bearing the

brunt of it. There are seven hundred fishermen expectinc loans and

Leen led to bsliewve thev had a goed chance to get them and cnly 22

are keing aprroved. The fishermen have not teen well treated 2nd I

position to know hether the covernment has taken the appropriate staps

or not. It is a subj=sct, lr. Speaker, of which a area: jeal meore will
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MR, E. RCBERTS: be- . heard in this session of the

House and it is well it is so.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

ORAL QUESTIONS

MR. SPEAKER: (SIMMS) The hon. the Leader of the
Opposition.

MR, D. JAMIESON: Mr. Chairman, may I direct my

question to the hon. the Premier since it encompasses a
number of different departments. He will not be surprised
when I say to -him that it is about Come by Chance. Is the
Premier in a position to give us an ungualified assurance
that regardless of what develops that the Come by Chance
refinery will not be either dismantled or moved away

altogether eor sold as scrap?

MR. SPEAKER: (SIMMS) ) The hon. the Premier.
PREMIER PECKFORD: Mr. Speaker, we are working as

diligently and as hard we can, the Minister of Finance and

other ministers in the governmént right now, to ensure that

that kind of theory does not come into practice, that in fact,
the Come by Chance refinery is not sold as scrap. We are moving
ahead on a number of fronts right now and are. into negetiations
with a number of people on the Come by Chance oil refinery

and it is the policy of this government to see that that
refinery is put back inteo operation as soon as is possible.

MR. D. JAMIESON: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.
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MR, S2SAKER: A supplementary, the hon.

Leader of the QOpposition.

MR. D. JAMIESON: I thank the hon. the Premier

for his answer. My gquestion was prompted by reports and
I would like to ask him now whether it is indeed now a
fact that the first mortagees,or their agents or a com-
bination of tham have in fact come to the government
witih a clear-cut indication that' they themselwves are in
factonow getting close to the point at least whers they
would e prepared to dismantle - that is, on the one
hand I make the distinction between dismantling for
sale ‘or re-=zrection somewhere else,or simply selling iz
for scrap in the matter that I ocutlined?

M53. SPEAXER: The hon. the Sramier.

DREMIER PECXFORD: Mr. Speaker, we have had

negotiations, talks with ZCGD and the Receiver, and

evervbody else involved in the rafinery over the last

week or two weeks as it relates to its future, and there

is a fair amount of concern being expressed S5y ECGD, They

have bean iavelved in mothballing the refinery for guite
some time now, and of course, they have csrtain pressures

on them in England that we do not here or the agency for

the British Government does from its masters, the polisicians
and the Government of England. Therefore, they are expressing
cgncern to us about the future of the Come 5y Chance refinery,
as it is now,2nd trying to get it re-opened. And those talks
are continuing, there has nothing been finalized as it relates
to them remecving any interest that they nave, there has
nothing b2en finalizad with them as it ralates to them not

continuing to mothball. The matter is still being discussesd

W

with the Receiver gurselves, ZCSD and evervbody slse buc

there has been concern expressed by ECGD ia the ongoing
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PREMIER PECKFORD: mothballing cost of the

refirery. They have expressed those concerns to us and

we ape now talking to them about those concerns.

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

hon. Leader of the Opposition.

MR. D. JAMIESON: I thank the hon. Premier

again. This is strictly for information purposes. Does
ECGD or the first mortagee or whatever combination is in
the primary position here, do they have the right to go
ahead and make a decision with regard to the demolition
of that refinery withotit the concurrence of the Govern-

ment of Newfoundland?

MR. SPEAXER: The hon. the Premier.
PREMIER PECXFORD: I have to defer to one of

my colleagues present as to the legalities of the guestion.
I do not know if the Minister of FPinance (Dr. Collins)
or the President of the Council (Mr. Marshall) would like

tc respond to that in detail. I will bow to -

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the President of the
Council.
MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, the present situation

is that before the security can be realized in any way, the
consent of the court has to be obtained to the realization of
the security. There is ongoing litigation before the courts
now with respect to it. And in the view of most pepple

the scrapping of the refinery, which would e the very last
step that this government would envisage would ever be
allowed to be taken, but the scrapping of that refinery

would ,in fact, be a realization of the security.
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MR. MARSHALL: 50 in answer to the hon. Leader
of the Opposition's question, before this was done, apart
from whatever position the government will take with respect
to it per se,and I can undertake toc the House that the
government will take a very strong position with respect to

it, that certainly there would have to be the
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MR. MARSHALL:
consent of the court as well,because this would, as I say, involve

a realization of the security.

MR. JAMIESON: A final supplementary.
MR. SPEAKER (SIMMS) : A final supplementary, the hon. Leader of

the Opposition.

MR. JAMIESON: Perhaps I might direct it tc the Minister

of Finance, if I may. 1Is it possible for us, or would it be possible
for him to prepare a definitive statsment for the House within the
next few days giving the situation as it exists at the present time.
I do not wish to take the time now to recall the number of different
times that we have had indications that there were going to be
resolutions of it. wWow this has led to,again,an enormous amount of
confusion, Would it be possible and can the minister give a date at
which it might be possible for him to at least let us know what the
state of play is,and perhaps at that time also include some raference
o the various reports we have heard that there may be a relationship
between the maintenance of this facility and the offshore oil and

gas developments?

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Finance.
DR. J. COLLINS: Mr. Speaker, the Come By Chance refinery

situation is clearly one of great interest to many people in the
Province and we have taken pains to inform, mainly through the media
because these matters break quickly, mainly through the media we
have taken great pains to inform all those interested and we are
thinking primarily here of the pecple in the Come By Chance area.

It is an ongoing sitnation. There are
changes. I am sure the hon. Leader of the Opposition understands
that the oil business generally is in a state of great volatility
now and this particular matter is perhaps one of the more volatile
in that situation. So there are changes almost daily. If one made

a statement at any definitive moment in time it might well have to
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DR. J. COLLINS: be amencded within twentv-four hours sven
All I can say to the hon. member is that
we will continue the undertaking we gave some time 3¢5 and that is
that when matters of importance in regard to “he rsfinery should be
made known we will make them known. I do have to make this caveat

that quite often there are things going on which the individuals

concerned in wish to have confidentiality sreserved until such time
as something very definite comes to pass, and the receivor who deals
with these honcurs that and we feel that we should fall in behind the

receivor in the regard.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. member for lLaPoile.
MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, we have heard so much

about appointments today from the government benches, I wonder if the
hon. the Pramier would care £o tell the House of the circumstznces
surrounding the firing or the resignation of Mr, William £. Fearn,

Deputy Minister of Finance and Comptroller of the Treasury?

MR. SPEAKER: *The hon. the Pramier.
PREMIER PECKFORD: Mr. Speaker, all the information concerning

the resignation of Mr. Fearn has been made puklizc, and thers is no
more I can add than has been made. The Minisser of Finance =zn

respond to the hon. member's cuestiorn as well.
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PREMIER PECKXIORD: Mr. Fearn has resigned as deputy

minister just a few weeks ago and we have now advertised for some

other person to £ill that role, and that is where it is. Mr. Fearn
resigned.as far as I know, for perscnal reasons and that is where the
situation is. There is just no other information, Mr. Speaker.

I do not know if the Minister of Finance (Dr. J. Collins) has anx;hing more

to add or not.

MR. NEARY: A supplementary question, Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPE2KER: (Simms) A supplementary, the hon. the member

for LaPoile.

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, would the hon. gentleman
care to indicate to the House whether Mr, Fearn resigned or was fired?

If he resigned, did he resign under duress after a row with the Premier
in_his office on the Eighth Floor? And if so, would the hon. gentleman -
I think he owes it to the people of this Province %o tell the true story
because this particular individual occupied one of the highest, one of

the most senior pesitions in government, Deputy Minister and Comptroller
of the Treasury,and just did not resign out of a clear blue sky. Would
the hon. gentleman care to tell the peopla? The hon. gentleman campaigned

in the election that he was going to bring honesty to government, that he

was going to give the people -

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! Qrder, please!
MR. W. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, a point of order.
MR. SPEAKER: A point of order, the hon. the President

of the Council.
MR. W. MARSHALL: The hon. gentleman is out of order
primarily because he is impugning the honesty of a member of the House
but alsoc his whole auestion - not his whole question,but the latter part
of his question is out of order in that it contains certain imputations,
the imputation being that the whole story is not being told.

I would submit, Your Honour, that it is
perfectly appropriate during Question Period to ask questions to elicit

information from any member of the mindistry but it is not within the rules
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MR. W. MARSHALL: of this House or any other EHouse
for a question to contain imputations to the effect that somebody is

ot telling the true story or not giving out the true story.

MR. E. ROBERTS: Mr, Speaker.
MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) To the point of order, the hon.

the member for the Strait of Belle Isle.

MR. E. ROBERTS: If I might, Mr. Speaker, find it
peculiar that a member of the government would object to a member on

this side reminding the government of their commitment to honesty and

total disclosure. I do not think the comments preparatory or supplementary
to the question asked by my friend from LaPoile (Mr. Neary) were in any

way out of order. He was not impugning anyone's motives. And as for

the gratuitous comment for which we are suitably grateful that we are
alleowed to ask questions to elicit information, I would say te the minister
and my learned friend that we will ask the questions and we do that very
well. If they on the other side were one half as good at giving information

as we are at asking questions we would not have this kind of thing.

MR. JAMIESON : Hear, hear:
MR. SPEAKER: Order, please!
MR. E. ROBERTS: I think the Premier should be allowed to

answer the question. Many of us suspect we have not had the full story
about Mr. Fearn and we intend to keep after it.
MR. SPEAKER: With respect to the point of order,
I would rule there is no point of order, there is clearly a difference of
opinion, The hon. member has asked the question if the hen. the Premier
wishes to respond.

The hon. the Premier,

PREMIER PECKFORD: Mr. Speaker, I cannot answer and give all

the information on every question totally to the satisfaction of every
single memper of this House every time I get on my feet to give information,
because,obviously, some people might believe and other people might not
believe. I can only leave it to hon. gentlemen of the House on both sides

and to the media to report
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BEREMIER PECKFORD: the facts as they are given

and then allow individuals =a criticize and to attack what
I have said and to make certain allegations about what they
think I have not said ang I should have said. All © can
inform the hon. member, he asked the Guestion whether Mr.
fTearn resigned or wherher he was fired, and I have answered
the guestion that Mr. fearn resigned and that there is no
more to it than that. If thes hon. member faor Lafoile
(Mr.Nearv) wants to allege that there is more te it than
thac,che hon. member is guite in his rights so to do.

I have answered the guestion for the hon. member. There is
nothing hidden . There is 1o dishonesty on my Part in giwving
the information. I can only give 31l the information that

I have, that is that Mr. fearn has resigned and ha is no
longex the Deputy Minister, one of the seanior posts of foverament.
We now have an Assistanc Deputy Minister filling in as
Deputy Ministsr, We have gone out to ads to attract sther
competent people to apply far that job. There is ne more
than that to isc. If the hon. member knows something more
than I do,I would ask him to pleasa provide the infaormation
for me so that I can check it Qut. But Mr. Fearn has
resigned and that is all thers is o it. I cannot be more

than henest. I can only give all the information I hava

MR. NEARY: A supplementary.
MR. SPEAXER: (Simms) A final supplementary. The

hon. member for Lafoile.

MR. NEARY: Would the hon. gentleman, Sir,
indicate to the House if he and Mr. fearn had any very serious
disagreements or discussions or if Mr. Fearn's resignation

#was suggssted by the hon. geatlaman becauss of his handling

"y

of the negotiations with the irst Arabian Corporation to

take over the gil refinery at Come B3y Chancea? Is this what
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MR. NEARY: led up to the resignation of
Mr. Fearn? And would the hon. gentleman also - I would like

to make it a double-barrelled guestion seeing Your Henour
said it was my last-I ask the hen. gentleman what settlement
the governmegt will make with Mr. Fearn? Will they make a
similar settlement as they made in the Cole case?

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

PREMIER PECKFORD: Mr. Speaker, the answer to the

first part of the gquestion is no, it had nothing to do with

his handling or anybody else'shandling of the Come By Chance
situation. The severance pay and whatever else was due Mr.
Fearn as a senior civil servant, as is given to all senior
civil servants, was applied and we can provide the hon. member
with that information over the next number of days. No, it had
nothing to do with Come By Chance and,two, obviously with

a senior post like this, a man like Mr. Fearn,we did provide

him with the normal severance pay allocatioqs which are
provided to all people who leave the service and who had

such senior jobs as Mr. Fearn held.

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. member for Bonavista
North.
MR. STIRLING: Mr. Speaker, I have a gquestion

for the Minister of Fisheries dealing with the Fisheries
Loan Board. Can the minister tell us how many applications
are still in the possession of the Fisheries Loan Board for
which fishermen have not been given a satisfactory answer
to these applications that were on file prior toc the two

boards being appointed?

91



March 3, 1280 Tape No. 34 DW - 1

MR. SPEAKER: (SIMMS) The hon. Manister of Fisheries.
MR. J. MORGAN: Myr . Speaker, I am not clear

on the question with regard to the two boards beins
appointed,but I am assuming he means the appointment today of
two members of the board. But the situation of the Loan
Board is that in the Fall of 1979 the government had to
issue additional funds to that board to keep it operating
and the total allocation this financial year up until the
end of March will be $24 million, $24 million additional
dollars to that board and that is in comparison to in
1978,last year, a total of $8 million. So there was three
times as much money went into the loan in this present
fiscal year than in any other previous year. The total
number of applications on file when I took over the
department in checking into the Loan Board was around -

I can get the. exact for the hon. gentleman - but it was
around 700. Now many of these applications were not
qualified applications, the applications had to be screened
and the applicant;screened accordingly and it came down

to between I think it was around 250 or 275 qualified
applications. Aand many of these applications are being
processed under the interim finaneing which was put in

last Fall in October,up until now.

MR. S. NEARY: How many votes were there?
MR. J. MORGAN: I mentioned in my todav's

statement a total of twenty-two boats in the last six
or sa2ven weeks wvers approved for loans in either used
boats or new boats, in most cases used boats where thev
changed ownership. So: the board is still active and
obviously gquite active during this present fiscal yeazr

by spending $24 million of the taxpayers money.
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MR. L. STIRLING: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: (SIMMS) A supplementary, the hon.
membexr for Bonavista North.

MR. L. STIRLING: The Minister of Fisheries

(Mr. Morgan) still has not answered the guestion. But to
be specific as a supplementary question,all of us have
reqguests from fishermen who have had their boats financed
through the Fisheries Loan Bocard and now have need for
new engines to go in these boats, the old engines are

not working. Ee knows very specifically about one that
he agreed to intercede om his behalf. That application
has been here since early Spring, he is about to start
fishing in his leongliner, he is now behind in his pay-
ments, and the Fisheries Loan Board has told him that
they will not finance his engine. Now how does the
Minister of Fisheries pmepose to handle tihe annlicatiens
of fishermen in that kind of situation? Their banker,
the Fisheries Loan Beard,have financed the boat, they cannot

go fishing, what is the minister's gosition?

MR, NEARY: He is toc busy repossessing boats.
MR. SPEAKEZR: The hon. Minister of Fisheries.

MR. J. MORGAN: Mr. Speakexr, I will answer the
gquestion in detail because the hon. gentleman brought up
an individual case. But I will say, first of all, Mr.
Speaker, while I am the Mhaister of Fisheries I am not

going to interfere in the operations of the loan board.

Never! Never!

SOME 'HON. MEMBERS: HBear, hear!

MR. J. MORGAN: I am not going to interfere on
any individual loans being made or any applicants. The

criteria is set down for the board to operate on it. And in
one case a few days ago, representations came from a

certain member and a certain area,and one case from the
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MR. J. MORGAN: Bonavista North area asking

me to interfere and I said, 'No, I am not going to interfere,

The criteria is set down! And if that hon. gentleman wants
to interfere himself I still think it is wrong because the
criteria is set down. In this case, the man has been in
arrears Zor two or three years in his payments, thers has
no payments being macde. I can give the hon. gentleman
details outside the House if that is necessary. 3ut this
one individual case, I am not going to interfere, in facg,
in any other case in the future. The situation is there is
interim <financing arrangedé right now up until the end of
March, our new fiscal year,and the board is dezling with
the aprlications on a hardship basis. Any cases where

an aéplicant meets the criteria, meets the

guidelines and there is hardship involved,where thers is

a boat with no engine, For sxample,or a boat with no fishin

&
g

ekt

W

gaar or eguipment on the boat, these applications will

priority under the  interim financing peried us uatil =ha

n

nd o

w

March. 3But again I want to repeat I am not going to
involved in intercepting anv applications on behalf of anw
applicant while I am Minister of Fisheries.

MR. D. JAMIESON;: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SBEAKE

A supplementary, the hon.

Leader of the Opposition.
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MR. D. JAMIESON: Mr. Speaker, I would not have asked
for a supplementary but I do think the hon. minister would want to
set the record straight with regard to his use of the word
'interference! If I heard him correctly-and if I did not, my
apalogy =~ he did not feel that-I believe he said, "Members
ought to interfere". Well,surely, without becoming argumentative,
he did not mean that it was inaporopriate for members on either
side of the House to make representations to the Fisheries

Loan Board or to any other government body on behalf of their

cons tituents, I just want to make that point. Is that his

un derstanding of it?

MR, SPEAXER: (Simms) The hon. Ministexr of Fisheries.
MR. J. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker, to clarify it,

making representation and writing to the Loan Board Chairman

or o ryself, the Minister respecnsible for the Board, is one
thing,cut asking the minister to interfere %o make sure that

the applicant gets special preference over and aktove the
guidelines under which the Board operates, that is totally wrong.
And that is what I am saying making representation is one

thing but asking a minister to interfere and to override

the guidelines and criteria is a separate thing altogether,

SCIE HOM. MEMBERS: Hear, hear.

MR, L. STIRLING: A final supplementary, Mr.
Spezker.

MR. SPERLER.: A final supplementary, the

hon. member for Bonavista North.
MR. L. STIRLING: Thank you very much, Mr. Speaker.
The minister has touched on something which indicates that we
are going from one situation to the extreme opposite and
again the fishermen are going to get hurt.

Is it true that the Fisheries
Loan Board, either on their own or taking directions from the
minister, are now taking the position that any fishermen who

are in arrears, even though they may have been let go in arrsars
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dR. L. STIRLING: with the blessing of the Fisheries
Loan Board, are they now taking a position that anv fishermen in
arrears have no other choice but to have their boats repossessed

and they have taken that position?

#R. S. NEARY: And put them up for sale.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Right on!
MR. SPEZAKER: (Simms) Order, clease!

The hon. Minister of Fisheries.
MR. J. MORGAN: dr. Speaker, I am rather surprised
at these kinds of comments coming {rom responsible individuals.
Surely, if we are going to spend the taxpayers' dellars, we are
not going to be making loans left and right to every fisherman or
farmer or anybody else in any industry and not make arrangements
to have these payments paid kack to government. Sure we can not
Xeep handing out the taxpayers' dollars and say, "fere, keep cn
taking money but do not pay it tack.” Surely we are not ccing
to do that. And all I said, the individual case referred tc by
the hon. gentleman, if it ke one individuzl case, was that one
of the major reasons why the loan could not be aporoved was
because of the financial criteria. In this case, the man was in
arrears for the last number ¢f years and no payments made on his
boat. That is one of the reascns, a very cbvious reascn why it
could noct be approved.
MR. E. ROBEZTS: When you take the toat do you

go after them for the balance?

MR. G. WARREN: A supplementary.
“R. 3. MEARY: Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPEAXER: A supplementary, the hon. member

for Torngat mountains, unless he wishes to yield to the hon.

member for LaPoile for a supplementary.

MR. G. WARREN: I yield.
(R. 3. MEARY: Do I understand the minister

correctly, Sir? Is the minister saying that the government ran
an inefficient Fisheries Loan Board, a sloppy operation, did not
collect their rills and are ncw taking it out on *he fishermen,

outting the boots to the fishermen, not giving ther a chance,
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MR. §. NEARY: creating hardship because they

are demanding all their money in arrears or the boat will be
cossessed and an ad put in the newspaper? Is that what I
understand the minister is saying? If it is, Sir, then that

is completely irresponsible. The fishermen should be given

a2 chance.
MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) Order, please! Order, please!
The hon. member has asked his
guestion.
The hon. Minister of Fisheries.
MR. J. MORGAN: Mr, Speaker, there was no question

asked about repossession. The question was asked about approving
a loan, getting a leoan applicatioen processed, There was no
question asked to me today about a repossession. The gquestion
of repossession is a straightforward policy; it has'always been
the policy of the Loan Board and will be in the future, that
like any other system of payments or payments not being made

on the loan, action has to be taken. And the gquestion was asked
me by the gentleman from Bonavista North (Mr. L. Stirling) about
an application that was not processed and he was asking me

wiy it was not processaed. And I told him that it was not
processaed because of arrears in the aceount. I did not menticn
any repossession.

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. member for Torngat
Mountains.

MR. G. WARREM: Hr. Speaker, my question is
addressed to the Minister of Rural, Agricnltural and Northern
Development (Mr. J. Goudie). It is my understanding that there
are areas on the Island portion of the Province that are
designated as agricultural land and at the present time many
people in Happy Valley - Goose Bay are interested in prosecuting

the farmming industry and there have been gcod reports sayinc that
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MR. WARREN:

there is land there suitable for farming, but however there is no
land allotted. Does the minister in the foreseeable future, probably
a few months down the rcad, see some land in Labrador allotted for

agricultural purposes?

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. Minister of Rural Development.
MR. GOUDIE: Mr. Speaker, as most members of the hon.

House are aware, we are into the third year now of a programme where
soil analysis and other studies are taking place to determine the
best agricultural land .in the Province and that includes Labrador. as
a matter of fact we have recently, within the last year, appointed
a person to serve out of the Happy Valley - Goose Bay office to deal
with agricultural matters in Labrador. That programme is engoing,
the studies are ongoing,and Labrador will be included in that. To this
point in time there has not been a section of land in ILabrador
designated as agricultural,but as the hon. member is also aware I
think there are two people in the Happy Valley - Goose Bay area now who®
have been producing - as a matter of fact, if I could point out, one
of the two people involved in agriculture last year made his éirst
commercial sale of potatoes which went into stores on the Coast
of Labrador. So there is some effort going ahead and in terms of
assistance programmes, they are open to pretty well anycne in the
Province. One of the criteria is that a producer must be selling
at least$2,000 worth of product a year in order to qualify for certain
programmes.

So we are loocking at designation in -
Labradeor, we just have not gotten to that point in the five year
programme yet.
MR. SPEAKER: A supplementary, the hon. member for

Torngat Mountains.
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MR. WARREN: Mr. Speaker, if this programme does

come into place in the foreseeable future - ané as most of us are
aware that the shipping season into Labrador is wverv short, we cniy.
have probably a three or four month shipping season - and the farmers
are preparing the land which is already thawed out, all the

snow and ice is gone on the land but the shipring lanes are stll
frozen up and there is no way of getting fertilizer, limestone,

the other ingredients necessary for farming into the area, would
the' government undertake to have supplies stored in Happy
Vallev-Coose Bay in the Fall of the year for the following Spring
when a farmer can avail of the fertilizer, limestone, etc., at a

most reasonable price?

MR, SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. Minister of Rural Development.
MR. GOUDIE: Mr. Speaker, as a part of the concerns

relating to agriculture in Labrador, that obviously is 3 wery larcgs
concern, the storage of fertilizer, of seed sotatoes, of lime and

50 on. Because agriculture, in tevms of volume, is on 3 very

small scale in.mcst Qa;ts of Labrador yet we are addressing curselvas
to that particular problém. One of the complications coming in when
addressing that concern is that government,generally speaking is not
normally in the retail business, so there is a difficulesy t

be overcome. We are addressing ourselves to that anéd we will hope
to have something in place for this coming season and I would alse
want to reassure the hon. merber for Torngat (Mr. Warren) that as he
has concern for his part of Labrador,I also have an egual concern
for other parts and for all parts of Labrador, asnd the difficulty
that we have are being addressed right now by the people in the

agricultural division.

MR. SPEAEER: The hon. member for Terra Nova.
MR. LUSH: Mr. Speaker, I want to direct a guestion

to the Minister of Municipal affairs, and it is in relation to the
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MR, LUSE: Municipalities Act that was passed in this
House in the last session and the cuestion is I am wondering if the
minister can inform the House as to how municipalities will be
£fected in this present fiscal year with respect to.meetinq
certain provisions of the act and I specify, for example,that in
order to get funds for the installation cof water and sewer that
a municipality must have a property tax in place. So I am just
wondering how that will affect municipalities where there is
no property tax in place for this particular fiscal vear. Will
these councils be discriminated against andé get no funding for

water and sewer installation?
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MR, SPEAKER: (Simms) The hon. the Minister of Municipal
Affairs and Housing.
MR. N. WINDSOR: The situation as it relates to the
Municipalities Act is that there are a number of‘7Pr°ViSi°P5 in it which
will have to be phased in over a period of time. Aan act that has the
implications of that particular piece of legislation could not possibly
be brought in per se, one hundred percent as of a particular date.
There are a number of provisions that will have to be phased in and this
will obviously be one of them, the main factor being that we cannot
assess all the properties to get property tax in place. It will probably
take up to five years to do assessments on all the éunicipalities that
will be required,under this act, to bring in property tax. So that will
nave to be phased in over a period of time. As it relates to any reguests
for this year, it will depend on the particular municipality as to whether
or not we are in a positicn to de the assessment to get property tax in
place, as to whether or not we will be prepared to provide funding without
it. So there will have to be some discretion used for this year. Again, .
we will also have to consider the financial situation in the municipality.
If we felt it was imperative that we had such a resolutien, then we may well
ask for it.
MR. SPEAKER: There is time for a final supplementary.
The hon. the member for Terra Nova.
MR. LUSH: Is the minister saying then that there
are municipalities that will not qualify this year for funding because they
do not have a property tax in place? The minister did allude to the fact
that there could be differences, but certainly there must be some uniformity

of procedure somewhere along the line.

MR. FLIGHT: A new assessment done.
MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the Minister of Municipal aAffairs

and Housing.
MR. N, WINDSOR: Mr. Speaker, the act is quite specific,
but 211 I am saying is that we intend to use a great deal of discretion,

particularly for this year and the beginning of this phase-in period, in
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MR. N. WINDSOR: applying it. We may well say to a
municipality that we would like a resolution that at a period in time
you will be prepared to implement a property tax. Without that,we are
not prepared to recommend funding simply because of the financial position
of that municipality. If they are in serious financial problems right now
it would be irresponsible of us to allow that municipality to incur further

debt without taking the steps as provided under the act.

MR. LUSH: Yes.
MR. SPEAKER: {(Simms) Order, please!

The time for Oral Questions has expired.
I am sure all hon. members would like
to welcome to the galleries today two gentlemen representing the
Port Blandford to Jamestown and Winter Brook Rural Development Association,
Mr. Ewart Hall, the President, and Mr. R. C. Day, the Co-ordinator.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

PRESENTING REPORTS BY STANDING AND SPECIAL COMMITTEES

MR. SPEAKER: ’ The hon. the Premier.

PREMIER PECKFORD: Mr.- Speaker, on behalf, if I may say so,

of all members of the hon. House, I would like *to table the report of the
Committee on Renumeration to Members of the House of Assembly and point out
that there has been consensus on a number of recommendations that arise
therefrom, one dealing with the sessional allowances that members will
receive. It is presently at $13,446 and all members of the House concur
with the new sessional allowance to go from $13,446 to $13,000, and for
there to be some upward escalation in the amount of money paid under
Travel Allowances and the per diem rate going from $46 to $55 a day and
for there to be twelve round trips from St. John's to a central point in
the member's district. These are the recommendations contained in the
report which have found favour with hon. members. There are other
recommendations here which we take under advisement as members and over
the next number of weeks and months, further talks wich members on this
side and with members on the other side will see whether in fact there is

consensus on other recommendations. During the Estimates and Budget time
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PREMIER PECKFORD: appropriate provision for the

escalation on the sessional allowance and on the travel allowances will
be incorporated thereto, at which time hon. members can have some
opportunity to speak further on it.

On behalf of all hon. members, I table
the report here in the House now and ocutline on a separate sheet those
areas on which there has been agreement and on which there will be

escalations. Thank you.

oo0o
MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) The hon. the Minister of Consumer Affairs
and Environment.

MRS. H. NEWHOOK: ' I wish to table Real Estate Licencing

Regulations - 1979 in accordance with Section 48 (2) of the Real Estate

Trading Act.
NOTICES OF MOTION
MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the member for LaPoile.
MR. NEARY : - Mr. Speak‘er, WHEREAS it is cbvious the

Government of Newfoundiand have failed to prepare a master plan for the
orderly development of a commercial offshore oil disgcovery; and

WHEREAS the impact of such a discovery could
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MR. S. NEARY: be devastating to the environment,

the fishery and the social and economic life of our people unless the
provincial government is prepared to go beyond merely regulating off-
shore resources. Therefore, be it resolved that a select committee

of the House of Assembly be appointed immediately to examine into all
aspects of off-shore developments and prerare recommendations as to how
Newfoundland should proceed with these activities, And be it further
resolved that in view of the great urgency of this question, the comm-
ittee be directed to submit and initial report during this session of the
House. and be it further resolved that the committee have power to sit in
and out of sessions, to send for papers and ether documents and, generally,
to exercise the powers which may be conferred on cormissioners under

the Public Enguiries Act, Chapter 314, Revised Statutes of Newfoundland

1970.
ANSWERS TO QUESTIONS FOR WHICH NOTBCE HAS BEEN GIVEN
MR. SPEAKER(SIMMS) The hon. the Premier.
PREMIER PECKFORD: Even though there have been no quest-

ions, I guess, given yet and technically speaking one cannot therefore
provide an answer to which a question has not been yet proposed, I
ask leave of the House to just table the expenses incurred in the
renovations at Mt: Scio Mouse and the level of maintenance, dollar-wise,
that is provided thereto as a result of questions asked in the hon.

House in the last session and I hereby taktle it.

MR. NEARY I have a guestion akout it down on my desk.

PREMIER PECKFORD: Tear it up. I am ahead cof you.

PRESENTING PETITIONS

MR. SPEAKER: (SIMMS) The hon. the Member for Terra Nova.

MR, T. LUSH: Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to present a petition
on behalf of approximately eleven hundred residents of the city of

St. John's. The petition, Mr. Speaker -

MR. E. ROBERTS: The Dorothy Wyatt (inaudikle).

MR. T. LUSH: - was initiated by a group known to all

of us as MOCHA, a group of concerned citizens whe organized themselves
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MR. T. LUSH: in recent months in a large partcdue
to difficulties in communicating with the City Council and getting in-
formation relating to the public affairs of the city of St. John's.

Thus, the group set themselves up as monitors of council activities.

The position, Mr. Speaker, was motivated and initiated for two main,
salient reasons. One, for the very real apparent deterioration relat-
ing to council services in two important areas, the first of which was
the council's decision to eliminate the water and sewerage maintenance
and recair services which had been done previously for a nominal fee

and which now, of course, has to be passed ovér to private contractors whe
are obligated to charge excessive and exorbitant fees,especially to

the average home-owner of St. John's. I understand it is because of the
concern expressed by residents of St. John's that this position has been
somewhat modified but still considerably higher than what the rate pre-
viously was.

The second factor, Mr. Speaker, was
again related to the cruel decisien by the council to cut back on snow
clearing of streets and sidewalks which has resulted in tremendous in-
convenience to the people of St. John's, resulted in accidents and injur-
ies that we have all heard about recently, indeed making the city very
unsafe for pedestrians and drivers alike.

The second reason, Mr. Speaker, for
presenting the petition in this fashion today,and which explains why I
am presenting the petition because the group did not have any intention
of presenting the petition througn the Houses of Assemtly indeed they
wanted to present it in a different fashion and,as I have said.cecause
of the difficulty of this,getting sufficient hearing or given
the opportunities to wvoice their concerns with, one, the city of St.
John's itself , the difficulty of meeting with any officials, and second-
ly, and the reason that I find most aggravating was their difficulty in
getting a meeting with the Minister of Municipal Affairs(Mr. Windsor).,

Now whether the minister denied them the reeting or whether it was
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MR. T. LUSH: because of his schedule is something
the minister can answer today when he rises to speak to the particular
petition, but the point of the matter is, Sir, :that this particular
group has been denied the right.the privilege, the democratic priv-

elege of voicing their concerns with any officials of the City Council
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MR. LUSH:

and the provincial government. The whole matter, Mr. Speaker,
of cutbacks in wvital public services to the residents of St.
John's is further aggravated by the fact that according to
the City of St. John's Act, the city must have a balanced
budget and all evidence points to a budget with a planned
surplus. 1In view of these factors, dr. Speaker, in visw of
the cutback in wital gublic services and in view of the
difficulties by this particular group and by residents of
St. John's of opening up some harmonious and compatible
lines of communication teo advance their grievances ané to
get their grievances redressed, the prayer of this petition,
Mr. Speaker, is that'we,the undersigned, hereby petition the
Lieutenant-Governor in Council to appoint & commission of
three persons to investigate the finances and administzation
of the City of sSt. Jonn's. And it is given its legal
authority, Mr. Speaker, under section 320 of the CTity of

St. John's Act which provides that any Tenrate payers

of the €ity of 5t. John's may petzition the Lisutenant-Governor
in Council to z:ttoint a commission of three persons to
investigate the city's Iinances and administration . Mr.
Speaker, I ask to have the petition placed upon the table

of the House and referred to the appropriate departmant.

MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) The hon. Minister of Municipal
Affairs and Housing.

ME. WINDSOR: Mr. Speaker, I fzel obligated

to raspond very briefly,particularly to the allegation that
this group were unable to get a meeting with myself. Admittedly,
we did not have a meeting. The reguest was made to my

office the day before I left town , sometime during that
morning; I was committed fully that day and left town sarly
the next morning and arrived back sleven o'cleck last night.

So it has been impossible for me during the last week or two
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MR. WINDSCR: to meet with them . I think I
did ipstruct my staff, my secretary, to advise the group

that I was unavailable on that particular day and was going
out of town and would be only to happy to meet with them

as soon as I returned. In the meantime,there are, however,
some nine or ten members of the House of Assembly sitting

on this side of the House representing the city of St. John's
and surrounding area and I am sure any one of those would

have been only too haPpy to receive the petition. Nevertheless,
I receive the petitionr and will certainly take it under
advisement.

MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) Another petition. The hon.
member for St. Barbe.

MR. NEARY: Mr. sSpeaker, bhefore we finish

'
with that petition I would like to have a word on it.

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. member for LaPoile.
MR. NEARY: . Mr. Speaker, I was extremely

incerestad in the praver of the petition that was presentad
by my hon. collezgue, the member for Terra Nowa (Mr. Lush).

I think it was a very timely petition in view of the face,
Sir, that the streets and the sidewalks in the citwy of

St. John's and the serviges, generally speaking were never

25 bad as they are at the present time. I caanot say taat

I blame this group for becoming very concerned about the

way the affairs of the €ity of 5t. John's are being managed.
One day the City Council say thev have no monev to clesar

the sidewalks, they have no money to clear the streets.They
make a decision that they are going to charge for diggin

ap sewer lines,and then the next day thev reverse themselves.
And after telling us they have no money,a2ll of a sudden thsy
come up with $200,000 to carry on with snow clearing. Now

this is absolutaly ridiculous, Mr. Speaker, and I do not know

rh

the cgre is in that petition or not. Mavbe the curs

s
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MR. NEARY: might be in the next election.
But I believe the time is rapidly approaching when City Hall
should be cleaned out. They need a little house cleaning

dowrn there, Mr. Speaker. Gut her out. That is the only way

to resolva that problem.
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MR. NEARY:
They have mismanaged the affairs of this city now long
enough. They are acting in such a ridiculous manner that
it is time to clean house. I must say that I think it is
very timely, this petition. I do hope ithat the message
will go out, whether it goes out through the minister or
not, that the message will go out to the people, the
elected representatives of the people of St. Jchn's down
in City Hall, that generally speaking the people of this
Province are disgruntled and dissatisfied with the way
they are behaving and the work they have been doing in the
last year or so. The policies that they have set down
there, Sir, have set the City of St. John's back ten or
fifteen or twenty years.

I hope the answer is in
the prayer of that petition, but maybe the only way to
cure it is to do a little house cleaning down at City
Hall the first opportunity the people get to get into
the polling booths again.

MR. SPEAKER(Simms) : As we are still at

Presenting Peitions. I am sorry, there is only one member
allowed to speak to a petition aside from the member
presenting. We have already had that on that particular

petition. The hon. the member for St. Barbe (Mr. Bennett) .

MR. BENNETT: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
MR. NEARY: By leave, Sir. By leave.
MR. SPEAKER: By leave?

MR. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, if the hon.

gentleman from St. Jchn's Centre (Dr. McNicholas) wishes
to speak to this petiticn presented by mwy friend from
Terra Nova (Mr. Lush), we,for our part, are prepared to

give him leave, Sir.

MR. NEARY: By leave.
MR. SPEAKER: By leave?
SOME HON. MEMBERS: By leave.
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MR. SPEAKER(Simms) : The hon. the member for

St. John's Centre.

DR. MCNICHOLAS: Mr. Speaker, I find it

extraordinary that this group - I have never heard of
them - should go to the hon. member for Terra Nova
(Mr. Lush) when they could come to any member for St.
John's Centre.

I have been very critical
of the city council in some aspects in the past and I
would have been only too pleased to lock into that matter.
I am just wondering why they purposely went outside the
members from St. John's itself. I am quite sure it was
not felt that we would not look after their interests.

We would have been only too pleased.

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the member for
St. Barbe.
MR. BENNETT: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Mr. Speaker, I rise to present a petition on behalf of
356 voters of Plum Point, Brig Bay, Blue Cove and the
Burnt Cove area. The prayer of the petition is as
follows:

"We,the citizens of Blue
Cove, Plum Point, Brig Bay and Burnt Cove, require better
snow clearing. In our area we have one loader. This
loader has been broken down all Winter with no hope of
repair. Therefore, the grader which clears the main
highway must now also clear our area. This is done after
it clears the main roads. This area is getting very poor
service. We the undersigned demand better service. We
request that an operational loader be placed in ocur area
immediately."

Mr. Speaker, I would like to
lend strong support to this petition. While we have seen
upgrading of cur roads, and an increase in the volume of

traffic, it seems to me that we have seen a deterioration
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MR. BENNETT: of the services that must
be upgraded instead of downgraded. As this petition
states, 'we have broken-down equipment'. This seems to
be the case in many areas, not only in the Plum Point
area.

Ten years ago, Mr. Speaker,
when a storm was brewing, graders were alerted and graders
rolled out on the highoads to make sure the people got
through., Today, Mr. Speaker, the reverse seems to be
true. Consequently, the main roads become clogged with
snow and as a result graders have to place emphasis on
main roads and not get into the smaller,outlying
communities on the byroads.

It seems to me there should
be more effort placed on snow clearing. A few nights ago,
on the Northern Peninsula, people stayed in their cars all
night. This to me is an indication -~ with the present
policy - that disaster lurks when people are not safe to
go over the highways at any hour, especially when
emergencies do arise from time to time.

Mr. Speaker, in supporting
this petition I ask that this petition be placed upon the
table of the House of Assembly and directed to the

department to which it relates. Thank you.
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MR. SPEAKER: (Simms)
Strait of Belle Isle.

MR. E, ROBERTS:

Tape 4l EC -1

The hon. the member for the

Mr. Speaker, if there is any member on

the other side who wishes to speak, I would certainly - I will not give

up my right to speak but I would be quite prepared to stand back and let

him or her, as the case may be, have a turn first if that is the wish of

somebody over there. The Minister of Transportation (Mr. Brett) regret-

fully is not here. Mr friend from Conception Bay South (Mr. Butt) wishes

to speak. If I could speak after him, Sir, I would like to support the

petition.

MR. NEARY:

MR. SPEAKER:

Bay South.

MR. J. BUTT:

to stand here in this House to
Bay South -~

MR. NEARY:

MR. J. BUTT:

MR. NEARY:

after night to have their road
MR. BUTT:

18th.

SOME HON. MEMBEHRS:

MR. ROBERTS:
MR, J. BUTT:

in due time, believe me.

The member for Evergreen Village.
The hon. the member for Canception
Mr. Speaker, I am very privileged now

speak on behalf of the people of Conception

And Evergreen Village especially -

- and Evergreen Village especially.

- who have been calling me up night
cleared.

- who gave me a vote of confidence on June
Ok, oh!
Try March 3rd.

We will take care of Evergreen Village

Mr. Speaker, I was very fortunate to have

an excellent campaign crew through those many volunteers who gave unselfishly

of their time. I am truly grateful. Their dedication and superb efforts

played an important role in my
AN HOM. MEMBER:

SCME HON. MEMBERS:

victory.
What?
This is the Address in Reply, is it not?

oh, oh!
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MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) Order, please!
MR. J. BUTT: I am very Sorry.
MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! We are speaking to

the petition presented by the hon. the member for St. Barbe (Mr. T.

Bennett).
You do not want to speak to that
petition?
MR, J. BUTT: I am very sorry.
MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the member for the Strait of

Belle Isle.

MR. E. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, I could only suggest that
perhaps my friend from Conception Bay South (Mr. J. Butt), some of those
volunteers,K could go to work in the Highways Department and clear the snow,
because I would like to support the petition. My friend from St. Barbe
(Mr. T. Bennett) has spoken eloquently and effectively.

Some of these petitioners are my
constitutents and that is why my friend asked me to say a word to the
people in Blue Cove and the contiguous and adjacent community of Pond
Cove who find themselves in exactly the same position as do the people in
Plum Point, Brig Bay and the communities in which live the people
signatory to this petition.

Sir, 'I simply want to say that it is
unfortunate that the Minister of Transportation and Communications (Mr.
Brett) is not here today. I have - I will not say 'never' - but I have
very seldom, in the years I have been in this House, had more complaints
than I have received the last four, five, six days about the quality and
the gquantity of the snow clearing services available to the people in my
district. Now the people in Blue Cove have over the last several months
been in touch with me on a number of occasions because, of course, as my
friend from St. Barbe South said, the large machine in the area has been
out of service for at least three or four months now and repeated requests to
the Department of Transportation and Communications produced polite

responses but no action. But over the last three or four days - I suspect
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MR. E. ROBERTS: it is a combination of two things,

the weather has not co-operated with the department, but secondly, Sir,
the men and the equipment that have been made available by the
government to meet these needs have just been stretched almost to the
breaking point and we are now seeing repeated failures of equipment; we
are seeing men who are tired almost beyond endurance. The minister has
now come and perhaps he could speak on it because we are fast getting to
a very serious situation. I would not say it is a crisis situation, but
the road to Cook's Harbour has been closed time anéd time again, children
have lost a great amount of time at school, the equipment is being
stretched beyond its working capacity and the men, I fear, are being
stretched close to the point where they have reached the limit of what
they or any human can do. So I would say to the minister that we dec have
a serious situation developing now in Northern Newfoundland and in
Southern Labrador.

The minister - I did not see him, but
I gather he was on television one day last week and’ said that he did aot
think things were so serious in Northern Newfcundland, but he realized
they were serious in the Southernm Labrador portion of the Province. All'
that I can say is I must have had thirty telephone calls from econstituents
of mine who said they would like the minister to come to have a first hand
look and they would come to him except that they could not get out their
front driveways because of the snow. Now the severe weather is not
anvbody's fault. The minister is not to blame for that, but, Sir, he is
responsible for the efforts being made to cope with it. In supporting tnis
petitien, I would say - and I think my friend from St. Barbe (Mr. T.Bennett)

would agree as would my friend from Eagle River (Mr. E. Hiscock) -
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MR. ROBERTS: that we do need extra assistance, we need
extra machines, we need extra men, to be made available in Northera
Newfoundland and Southern Labrador. The service that is now being_
made available is not tolerable, it is not acceptable and it has
got to be improved.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: . Hear, hear!

ORDERS OF THE DAY:

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): Unless the hon. Leader of the Opposition

{Mr. Jamieson) has another petition to present.

MR. JAMIESON: No. No.
MR. SPEAKER: Motion 1.

Motion, the hon. Minister of Justice to
introduce a bill, "An Act Respecting The Protection of Personal
privacy," carried. (Bill No. 1)

MR. ROBERTS: 1If I might suggest by agreement, there

are eleven motions, if the government intend to call them then sobeit,
but perhaps we could do all eleven first readings by consent and have
them done because then we could begir. the address in Reply,which I

understand is their main order of business this day.

MR. SPEAKER: Is it agreed?

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Agreed.

MR. ROBERTS: You can take them all as read if vou wish.
MR. MARSHALL: Maybe we can read them all.

MR. W. ROWE: We need to read them into the record.

Cn motion the following bills read a first
time, ordered read a second time on tomorrow.

"an Act Respecting The Protecticn of
Personal Privacy." (No. 1)

"an Aet Respecting Elections, Controverted

Tlections and Electicns Financing.' (MNo. 17)

"An Act Respecing The Freedom of Information." (Mo.

"3an Act To Amend The Human Rights Code." (No.

116
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"An Act To Provide For Natural Areas In The
Province To Be Set Aside For The Benefit, Education aAnd Enjoyment Of
Present And Future Generaticns In The Province.” (No. 12)

"An Act Respecting The Establishment Of A
Newfoundland And Labrador Arts Council.” (No. 16)

"An Act To Establish A Youth Advisory Council
0f Newfoundland and Labrador." (No. 20)

"An Act To Provide For An Advisory Council On
The Status of Women." (No. 15)

"An Act To Protect The Environment Of The
Province By Providing For Environmental Assessment.” (No. 13}

"An Act Respecting Denturists." (No. 14)

"An Act Respecting Dispensing Opticians." (No. 18)
MR. SPEAXER: (Simms) Order 1, Address and Reply.

The hon. the Leader of the Opposition.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. JAMIESON: Mr. Speaker, in beginning my remarks today

let me hasten to correct an omission in the remarks that I made last
Thursday when I failed in one of the traditional courtesies to extend —
my compliments to the mover and seconder of this motion. Both

gentlemen did a very worthy job, and while we on this side may not

have as much enthusiasm for the government's actions and records,
nevertheless we commend the way in which they spoke and particularly
the manner in which they made reference to the needs of their particular
districts. I think one of the real advantages of the Speech from the
Throne debate or the debate on the Address in Reply, which is probably
the more correct way of saying it, is that it does give members the
chance, among other things, to be able to highlight perhaps what,

in many instances, 1s the main reason for their being here, namely,

to represent and to speak for a particular group of citizens whe have
sent them here as their elected representatives. So, I do compliment
them even though neither of the gentlemen, unfortunately, is in the

House at the present time.
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MR. ROBERTS: Well, the member for Harbour Main (Mr. Doyle)
is here, he is just not in his seat.

MR. JAMIESON: Ch, I am sorry, he is npot in his own seat.
Forgive me, I did not see him there.

Mr. Speaker, I have now had the cpportunity
over the weekend to re-examine the Speech from the Throne and to go over
it in considerable detail and couple it with the comments made by the
Premier in the brief session that followed the formal procesdings on
Thursday. Having done so, I can say to the House now that I really
sse no necessity or, indeed, no reason for changing my assessment of
the Speech from the Throne in that, to summarize, there is very litcle
new meat on a very old pile of bones in the sense that virtually
everythine that was said in one way or another can be discovered in
various Speeches from the Throne dating back, indeed, to Wednesday,
March 1 of'19?2. I do not propose to belabour the House with long
excerpts from those speeches. I feel, however, that it is sigrificant
and, I think, necessary for the laying of the kind of case that I want
to make for me to recall for hon. members just exactly what this
government has been saving sver since the first Throne épeech back

on the first of March in 1972.
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MR. D. JAMIESON: Let me, for
example, gquote from that particular speech and see how
relevant it is to what was said on Thursday by His Honour
in words put in his mouth,of course,as is always the case,
by the government:' In 1972 this government said, "My 3
government is primarily concerned with visualizing the
kind of Newfoundland that is possible now and in the
years ahead."” It went on to say, "Reaching these goals
reguires looking ahead because what Newfoundlanders will
be in,say,ten years will be determined by the gquality of
the decisions made today and in the next few years".
Now that was eight years ago, eight of those ten years
have past and yet, Mr. Speaker, as we have seen, there
certainly has not been any significant improvement, Quite
the contrary: If one is locking at the measuriag sticks
that one can properly and legitimately empioy, the rate
Qf unemployment is substantially hiéher, the cost of
}iving is infinitely higher and the public debt has soared
beyond anything that anyone could have contemplated back
in those days.

But let me again guote to
demonstrate that there has been at the very least a
consistency in this government's statement of its good
intentions,as I referred to them on Thursday,and its
failure to follew through on those intentions. For
example, how many. lines were written and how much was
reported over these past few days as if it were some
brilliant burst of new insight that had come from the
benches opposite about the upgrading of our raw materials
in Newfoundland, 2% if this was something brand new
which this government had decided upon and which was indeed

quite creative and imaginative.
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MR. D. JAMIESON: Here is what they said in

1972, "My government will immediately embark on a pro-
gramme to encourage the establishment of additional
advanced re-processing facilities for fish within this
Ppovince. My government feels that there will be a
great many new jobs created by the further processing
of our fish products." 1972, You can paraphrase it
in the Speech from the Throme of 1980, virtually the
same thing, the same Pious hope, the same failure, I
suggest by and large over those past seven or eight
years to really turn things around in terms of upgtrading
our raw material. I will have something to say in a
moment as to why I think that these honesé - and I
am not saying that they were deliberately kind of
misleading objectives but I think I can explain some
of the reasonslwhy there has been such a consistent
failure "over all of this time. I wish there was time
this afternoen for me to go into a whole series of these
gquotes, I am only in 1972 yet.

But I will just quote one
more point which says, "My government is very strong
in its ungqualified belief", and listen tec this, "that
the natural resources of this Province and the benefits
to be derived therefrom are the birthright of my people.
It is with such natural resources that our whole future
rests.” 1In other words,once again we see from the very
outset an assertion of ownership of natural resources,and
if I were to read the total quote you would see that I
am talking both about onshore and offshore resources, Back
in 1972 the same kinds of things were being said and yet
no results of any great significance hawe occurred in the

interim.
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MR. D. JAMIESON: Let me move on briefly to the

second session - there were two,you may recall,in 1972. In
this one,which was just a month or so later, the government
said, "It is my government's responsibility to ensure that
our social and economic setting is indeed the proper environ-
ment withia which well planned development programmes can
launch our Province into unprecedemted prosperity for our
people”. I ask you to look at last Thursday's Speech from
the Throne and you will find a virtually identical paragraph
in that one as well. So what we see is a whole series through-
out of undoubtedly commendable goals and objectives and an
almost absolute failure to make good on any of those committ-
ments.

Very briefly, gnce again,I will
move on,to 1973. Listen to this in 1973, "My government has
underway an extensive resoufce development programme and this

programme will be accelerated during the coming year S°©
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that resource development can, as
quickly as possible, make the maximum contribution to the economy

of our Province and the well-being of our people!

That, again,
is very similar to what was said in the Speech the other day.
aAnd if that is not close enough,here is a quote that almost one
could say is left standing in print so that whenever this
government brings out a Throne Speech all they have to do is
trot out the paragraghs. “This year will be the year of

action and forward development of our natural resources together
with further concentration and expansion of our rural development
programme ,” 8o that that, Mr. Speaker was back on January 3lst,
1973. Now, there are others here and for those wha may wish

to have their memories revived, I will be more than happy to
provide for you the results of what was for me very painful
research, I can assure you, in which I plowed through all of

the previous Speeches from the Throne to see just how
consistent, at least, the governmment has been with regard to
promising great things on the one hand and felivering virtually
nothing of what it promises on the other. That is the story,
those are the facts of the case as indeed is zupported and
borne out by every one of those Throne Speeches.

Now, Mr. Speaker, let me move
more up to date and talk about something in the Throne Speech
which, I must confess, I found extremely difficult to understand.
Apart from all of the other things that I have already referred
tc, there is talk in the Throne Speech of a White Paper on
Fisheries as if there was, in some way or other, a total confusion
about fisheries. Well, Mr. Speaker, if that is so, if that is
the case, then this government must accept the responsibility

for it becamse here we have it = Fish is the Future. When was

it brought in - 1978, 197972
MR. S. NEARY: In 1978, distributed teo every

household in Newfoundland by Saga Communications,
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MR. D. JAMIESOM: Distributed to every household
in Newfoundland and let me illustrate what it says over a swmiling
portrait of the late departed, in terms of this House, Mr.
tlalter Carter, this docuﬁent says this, "I hope I may be
pardoned or at least understood if I express my personal pride,
delight and excitement," - excitement! -~ "over the development
programme for the fishing industry." 2nd then he goes on

to say, "I am proud not only of the work accomplishment but
also of the perscnnel responsible for it", and so on. And
look at this, Mr. Speaker, out of the mouths of those who
created it/ The complete regional development strategy is a

one thousand page report contained in six wvolumes. The

compnilers called it FSetting A Course and this title was not

only appropriate but prophetic,' Mr. Speaker, propheticl

SOME HON. MEFMBERS: ! Ch, oh!
MR. S. NEARY: Poor prophets
MR. D. JAMIESOM: The only thing I can say is

that they either lost the chart or the compass was completely
out of whack -

MR. S. NEARY: They misspelled a word.

MR. D. JAMIESON: - and there may ke z misspelled
word in there as well. But in any event, my point is that here
less than two years ago we had a thousand page document koiled
down to a very specific kind of strateqy for Fisheries and if
that is not a "White Paper" or the equivalent of a White
Paper,indeed it goes beyond a White Paper because it purports
to be, at least, the representations and the result of a wheole
series of meetings with a whole series of people on a whole
series of subjects and it covers them all.

So, Mr. Speaker, to now talk
about a White Paper on Fisheries strikes me as being the most
inexplicable of all of the committments, if that is the correct
word for it, in the Throne Speech. Now, if that were not

enough, I refer hon. members to the Budget for 1978. Again,
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MR. D. JAMIESONM: not so far back that many people

will have forgotten it ,although,you know,governments are mercifully
spared because people have short memories, including, in fact, on
many occasions, people in this House. But here in the Budget
of 1978 presented by hon. T. Alec Eickman, who I presume it is
not offensive to his new dignity to mention, on Friday, March
17th, St. Patrick's Day, a beautiful day to do it, he comes out
with, "The Budget Supplement is designed to show the way ahead
for the Newfoundland ecornmv over the next five to ten years.'
And, Mr. Speaker, there are hundreds upon hundreds of pages
which spell out in very precise form the strategy for a
variety of key and particularly resource industries. Now

here you have a blueprint for five to ten years, Fish is

the Future in terms of a
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MR. D. JAMIESON:

comprehensive statement and all of the gquotes that I have given from
various and previous Speeches from the Throne,and then if you lock at
this year's Speech from the Throne it is as if none of this has happened
It is as if there had been a veil drawn and indeed we were,in a sense,
starting off from scratch, because that is what the government appears
to be doing.

Now, Mr. Speaker, since my time is
limited ané I hope that I can complete my remarks within the normally
allotted time here this afternoon, I want to say that it is not through
any lack of enthusiasm for the bills that were in the Throne Speech
that I will not make any direct feference to them. I think most of
them are quite effective and probably will be very useful, Mr. Speaker,
and we will get, undoubﬁedly, to debating those in a very short time.

I do, however, now want to talk about
_the emphasis which the Speech from the Throne and various other state-
ments by members opposite have touched upon recently with regaré to
resource development, because the centrepiece, clearly, of what has been
said not only here but also in terms of speeches and various interviews
which ministers have given,have all been on resources. And may I say
without being in any sense confrontational here myself, and without in
any way wanting to be argumentative in what I am saying, that I believe
that the people of this province along with me and along with members
on this side~and I get the feeling in many organizations and in many
groups with whom I meet, I get the feeling that the concern that I am
expressing is the same one which Newfoundlanders have, and that is that
throughout this speech, intentiocnally or otherwise, there is a general
theme of confrontation.

wherever one looks in terms of key
categories or key sectors of the Newfoundland economy, there is a thrust

which suggests that we are embarking upon a period in which we are going
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MR. D. JAMIESON: to be, in a sense, reflecting,or the
government and perhaps the Premier is going to be posing as or present-
ing himself as the toughest man on the block type of thing. Now, if
you lock at the issues,and I am doing this without passing judgement on
the merits of the issues themselves, if you look at oil and gas, there
is clearly, and has keen for some time, a confrontational atmosphere,
and by the way not only with the government of Canada, whether it be
Liberal or Tory, but alsc as we are seeing increasingly, there has been
and is going to be still greater confrontation with industry,not to
mention confrontation with various labor groups and particularly with
people in the fishing industry who have very déé;—seated concerns. So
that is one area in which confrontation seems to be the keynote cf what
we are likely to see in the immediate future.

Then if you go on to the fishery,
well nothing, nothing could be more demonstrative of this confrontation-
al approach than when the Premier of the province has to rise in his
place in this House and say that a governrent of his own persuasion in
Ott;wa had acted against the interests of Newfoundland in the most
fundamental way possible, That was not us saying that, that was not
Tories saying it about Liberals or Grits saying it about Tories:

It was the Premier of this province talking about the then government of
Canada.

And so that front as well as on many more
I have nc doubt that all of the negotiating skills and the diplomacy
of the new Minister of Fisheries are going to be needed if we are not
going to have a continuing series of confrontatioms.

On hydro, we have heard also clearlyl-
and again, remember I said I am not passing judgement on the issues,

I hope I will get to that in a moment. I am merely pointing out what is
ahead of us - whether it be right or whether it be wrong, we have already
the argument with the province of Quebec to which not only has reference
been made by the Premier but aiso by the Minister of Mines and Energy;
we have the whole issue, I suppose,of the Lower Churchill and just what
implications for confrontation there are there I have no idea, but

certainly it is another recion, another sector, in which we are coing to
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MR. D. JAMIESON: be at daggers drawn with someone

for a very considerable time to come. I will not touch upcn others

that certainly
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MR. JAMIESON:

could be used as examples because, again, I want to use
my time as well as I possibly can, and I will not go
into the specifics of these because my colleagues will
be doing that during the Throne Speech debate.

Now having said that I
was setting aside, a moment ago, the merits or otherwise
of these particular sources of potential confrontation,
let me go on to say that having reread the Throne Speech,
having looked at this voluminous supply of items here
in which various commitments of one kind or another have
been made, that one would be hard pressed, very hard
pressed to say that we could disagree in principle with
any of the goals or the objectives that have been out-
lined. There may be a nuance here and there, but it
is fundamentally the objective of getting a better deal
on the Upper Churchill. That is a perfectly defensible
objective. The objective of getting a better return for
our hydro in terms of various industrial uéers in
Newfoundland, that is a perfectly defensible objective.
The emphasis on getting a maximum return to Newfoundland
from its resources; again, a very commendable objective
and we find no fault. I personally commend anyone who
says, 'This is the direction in which I wish to go'.

But since they have been saying most of it since 1972,
since they have been saying it for eight years, then
surely it is legitimate to ask, 'Why has not more
happened?' Why has it not happened?

Was John Crosbie just
bluffing when he said that the power was going to be on
from the Lower Churchill in 19697 Was he bluffing?

That is to attribute the basest of motives. I suspect
he was not. Were the various authors of these documents
that I have quoted, were they all saying, 'This is a con

job, deliberate?' Again, I do not attribute those kinds

of motives. I believe that people by an large, whoever
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MR. JAMIESON: was there, whoever was
on this side, were genuine in saying, 'We have to
settle this Upper Churchill.' Or, 'We have to get more
out of ERCO'.

But I think in trying to
to analyse why there has been so much talk and so
little really significant action, you have to come
down to the fact, Mr. Speaker, that sabre rattling by
itself is not enough.

Now I know that there are
times when you have to rattle sabres, there are many
occasions when I am perfectly happy to do it myself,
but sabre rattling by itself soon reveals itself for
what it is, an empty gesture. And if you have a
problem of the nature that I have been outlining, it
seems to me there are only three ways in which human
beings, short of war, have been able to resclve their
problems; either legislative competence - in the first
instance thére are certain things in which this House
is sovereign. Presumably there are limitations, but we
will not bother to get into the subtleties of that in
terms of the use of certain parts of the British North
America Act and the like, but fundamentally there are
things which this House can do. If the government
wishes to legislate in some of these problem areas they
can do it. That is one way.

The second way, if in fact
its actions are circumscribed by its limited authority,
is by having a good legal case, by putting together the
best possible legal case. And I am not going to venture
into the quicksands of arguing on Upper Chruchill and the
like what is a good legal case, I will leave that for my
learned friends in this House, but if you have a gocd
legal case you can proceed in that way. That is the

second way.
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MR. JAMIESON: The third, and so far as
I am concerned I know of no others, the only other way
in which you can proceed is by way of mutual agreement
through negotiation.

Now if there is any other
way to go on any major area of confrontation, I do not
know what it is. Otherwise, unless you analyze these
three and decide which of them you are going to use,
then all you will have will be the sabre rattling. And
you know those nine or ten Speeches from the Throne have

more sabres in them than were carried by the trcops at

Balaklava.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. JAMIESON: There has been a series of

sabre rattling from beginning to end. So I want to go
now then, and I want to say as a preamble to this that
when I talk about offshore oil and gas I am doing so in
absolutely a gquestioning manner: I am doing it to the
maximum extent that any human can in terms of an open

mind, but against the principle
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MR. D. JAMIESON:

which I reflected in my comments the other day and which
the Premier supported of saying in effect that we want
to maximize the benefits for this Province. Now it is
such a big subject that it is very hard, first of all,
to know where to start,and once having started it is
very hard to know whether you would actually be able
to conclude it, not in one hour.but in a dozen hours.
And that is why, Mr. Speaker, I want to-appeal very
strongly and in totally non-partisan fashion to the
members opposite to support the motion of my hon.
friend for LaPoile (Mr. Neary) today, or some version
thereof ~ we are not splitting hairs over words - but a
standing committee to examine all aspects of oil and
gas. 2And I want to tell the House in, as I said,
I hope in 2 non-controversisal way why I thank that is
‘necessary.

First of all, I would like
to begin with a guote which is a particular favourite of
mine and which I commend to the Premier,because any
man who carries the heavy burdens of office always has
to bear it im mind. And that is:'Theessense of tyranny
is the denial of complexity.! For any of us, and I do not
exclude members on this side, to tell the public of this
Province or to tell Canadians or indeed to tell anyone
that something is simple when it is not is tyrannical
in the extreme. We are on the edge,it seems to me,and
once again I make no exclusions of falling into the trap
of conveying to the people of Newfoundland that there is
some simple, uncomplicated,rapid solutian to this whole
terribly complicated issue. If we have this committee -
and incidentally I said the other day and I repeat now

that if there are certain aspects of it which should be

131



March 3, 1980 Tdpe No. 47 bw - 2

MR. D, JAMIESON: considered in camera then we

would not have any objection to that.

NMow let us look at what has
come to be called,and I am baffled quite frankly by the
use of these words, 'ownership, control, jurisdictien',
all being used interchangeably and all meanihg, I suggest,
substantially different things.

MR. S. NEARY: And 'management' tossed in.

MR. D. JAMIESON: And 'management' may be tossed

in as a fourth word,but all being used interchangeably in that
way. So I emphasize that I am not quite sure-and I know the
Premier said the other day that,really I gquess he said in
a sense that we really should be sure but I am not sursg,
and I have searched and read through every conceiveable
piece of literature that has been prepared on this subject,
I am not sure what it is that is being sought.

But, if I may, just to pose,
in a sense, a numSez of questions because of - vou might
even call it ‘ignorancé' and I will buy that. I am not
prepared to represent myself as having all of the answers
on this subject. But it does seem to me that there are
two ends to the spectrum if one is talking about offshore.
One end, the far end, if you like,on the federal side is
that it is wholly owned by the federal government, that it
is wholly developed by the federal government,and for all
practical purposes,except where they wish to do so or where
they may re some kind of overlap, miniature, a small
overlap,the whole thing becomes a federal proposition. That
is one end of the spectrum.

The other end would be the exact

opposite, that the whole thing would be owned, the jurisdic-

tion, the management - to use my friend for LaPoile's (Mr.
Neary) phrase - the whole thing would be in provincial
hands. Those are the two ends.
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MR. D. JAMIESON: Now everyone without excepticen
has rejected both of those, everyone has. So that there-
fore, it seems to me that we have to ask ourselves is
against that principle of maximizing benefits, against the
principle of ensuring that we in Newfoundland have the -
paramountecy,l believe is the word I used the other day, in
terms of determining the social impact and all of the rest
of it, where do we go from here?

Now the Premier has been fond -
and I do not fault him as a leader or a public figure for

trying to reduce this complex issue to a simple phrase
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MR. D. JAMIESON: but it is again a phrase that tends

to border on deception without really meaning to and that is to say-

and the Prime Minister of Canada was a little bit more circumspect in
his words~ to say as the Premier did the other day that it is the same
as the trees, that we want the same kind of approach, the same
treatment with regard to undersea resources as if they were trees on
land. Now it is a beautiful oversimplification because anybody who
wants to believe it can do so and say,'fes, that makes sense. But the
analogy is faulty because,as the Hon. the Premier knows and I am sure
the Minister of Mines and Energy knows, there are distinctions,there

are differences,and if there is time I will be glad to go into some of
them. But let us set those aside, let us assume for purposes of this
debate that it is the same thing,that if you are standing with your two
feet on the ground in a stand of timber owned by the Government of
Newfoundland, by the people of Newfoundland, on the West Coast of this
Province, it is not a shred different than if you are in a dory on the
Grand Banks,or better still th;t we have a drilling platform on the
Grand Banks. Let us say for all practical purposes that is the situation.
It still does not mean either total management,or jurisdiction, or
control, because even with regard to the timber, even with regard to the
mines, even with regard to every one of the land based resources that
this Province has and to which ncbody denies them access and right and
ownership, there is still an important Federal presence, and,therefore,
we have to think in terms of what kind of a co-operative arrangement
there is going to be, Because, for instance, apart from everything else
and without again venturing too deeply into the legalities of it in the
sense of not being a lawyer, the fact of the matter is,of course,that the
trade and commerce power,by no words that I have been able to find uttered
by anyone , is likely to be relinquished by any Federal Government and I
do not care what particular stripe it is. The trade and commerce power
is a very, very comprehensive one apart from everything else, I suggest,
unless I am wrong, and I am posing these as questions,I emphasize, because

I believe that they are the sorts of things we should be addressing in a
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MR. D, JAMIESON: Select Committee. Insofar as the

trade and commerce power is concerned even if there was,I repeat,the
same kind of ownership on the offshore as there is on land,it is still
not possible for the Government of Newfoundland or for this Legislature
to do anything other than to bring that resource ,whatever it is,ashore
in Newfoundland. It cannot on its own move it either to another
province , and most certainly it cannot more it overseas to the United
States or anywhere else, That is fundamental, that is a fact of the
matter. Consequently, therefore, even if we accept the analogy of the
same on land as under the water,the truth is that there is a very strong
and a very real, and a very large federal presence. Now, I would like
incidentally, since the furor over the federal election has disappeazed,
and I purposely, by the way, did not raise any of these issues during that
time because I genuinely believe that this issue is so important for
Newfoundland that we cannct play oolitics with it and I do not want to
play politics with it. And I want,l assure you all, and my colleagues
want, to do everything we can to make sure that we benefit to the maximum

degree- possible.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear.
e ————
MR. D. JAMIESON: But if you lcook at the Prime Minister

Clark version and the Premier of Newfoundland's version of the exchange

of notes,you will find some very very significant differences which I
suspect came even more to the fore in the private discussion they had during
his visit to Newfoundland to which we were not privy. But,you know,what

has not been said, so far as I know up to now, is that there are

immensely significant differences between the Premier of Newfoundland's
letter to the then Prime Minister of Canada, and I guess he will be for

the next fifteen minutes or so -

MR. ROBERTS: No, he is out now.

MR. D. JAMIESON: - immense differences between the letter

written and the
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MR. JAMIESON:

reply which was returned. Let me just quote a couple

to show you. The Premier said, "Newfoundland should own

the mineral resources of its Continental margin in the same
manner as if those minerals were located in the onshore portion
of the Province and should have the samé legislative competence
with respect thereto." And then in brackets'(insofar as it

is consistent with internatiomnal law).' That is the Premier's
version. The Prime Minister of Canada's version, considerably
longer, says this, "The Province of Newfoundland should own

the mineral resources of the Continental margin off its coast
insofar as Canada is entitled to exercise sovereign rights

over thése resources in accordance with international law."

A pretty big significant difference. That is number one.

"Such ownership should be’- and here again inserted twice

in the same paragraph but not in the Premier of Newfoundland's
version -"should be to the extent possible of the same nature
as if these resources were located within the. boundaries of

the Province.""

The legislative jurisdictibn of the Province
should, to the extent possible, be the same as for those
resources within the boundaries of the Province."

Now clearly, even a layman like
me can see that there is a massive difference. So therefore
since, as I said, the dust has now settled, what is to the
eternal credit, it seems to me, of the ﬁajority of the people
of Newfoundland is that they never bought the one line that
was put to them with regard to, we as Liberals were going

to take it all away and the Tories were going to give it

all up to us. That surely is the case.

SOME EON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. JAMIESON: Wow I could guote cther
changes but I will leave it teo one final one, the fourth
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MR. JAMIESON:

paragraph, very significant again. The Premier's letter

to Prime Minister Clark,"Confirmation of Kewfoundland's
ownership of offshore minerals will be effected by the

signing of an agreement between the two governments and

the subsequent confirmation of that agreement by appropriate
legislative action.” Full stop right there. That was the letter
that went to Prime Minister Clark. -

Mr. Clark came back, "The
above principles will be further confirmed and implemented
by the signing of an agreement between the Government of
Canada and the Government of Newfoundland and by appropriate
legislative action''- and where is the full stop? It is
not there. Because it goes on to say, "and constitutional
change." Oh, the Minister of Mines and Energy shrugs as
if to say, that is a mere incidental, we just happenéd to
write that in. :

It ﬁas been, I repeat, it has
been really quite confusing for the public of this Prowvince
to have to believe that there was in fact agreement when
I could go on to guote at least another dozen examples
where the two versions depart tremendously from one
another. But, Mr. Speaker, let me go on to something
that is even more serious, it seems to me. Now, for all
of the years that this offshore issue has been in front of us,
one of the most important things which advocates from
Newfoundland - and ,incidentally,no one should doubt the fact
that I was and still am an advocate from Newfoundland -

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. JAMIESON: - for all of those years and all

of that time what was the fundamental principle underlying

our case? Now there were others. I will not say this was
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MR. JAMTIESON:

the single point, but the fundamental principle was

that the Newfoundland situation was different. HNow that

was a very key and important point. For the lawyers present
and for those with a special interest you may recall that
the reason was that having come in in 1949 when the doctrine
of the Continental Shelf had been established,we brought

the Shelf in with us, therefore,ipso facto, if that is the
legal expression, it was a part of Newfoundland and the

mere fact that it was not made direct reference to did not
gount. Now that was the case.

During this period, Mr. Speaker,
we had a situation where the courts ruled against British
Columbia. They ruled against British Columbia. We had a
situation in which the three Maritime Provinces concluded
that they were better off to make a deal with Ottawa rather
-than to go through the c;hvoluted kind of constitutional
route because the weakness of their case was pretty clear
in their minds. Now ¥Newfoundland was in a different position
and the Newfoundland government, that government over there,

did the right thing,in my opinion,
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MR. D. JRMIESON: back six or seven years ago when
it tried to begin the process of putting together a Newfoundland
unique case for presentation to the Supreme Court of Canada.
What did Mr. Clark do? No reference,remember,to any of this

in the Premier's letter to Mr. Clark, none of this. Mr. Clark,
however, in his response said, "Newfoundland feelings on
offshore have flowed from its history", No gquarrel with that,

I just explained why. But he said, "At the same, however, I
wish to confirm that the Government of Canada is prepared to

see these principles applied to the resolution of the offshore
issue with all provinces concerned”. He then went on to say,
“all Premiers are interested and will in due time have to deal
with it in constitutional discussion", Now, that has never

reen made public in the sense that the media have taken it

fully and put it out and demonstrated to the people what was
said. We have got,'Clark says yes to Newfoundland, that

is what we got.

Now, you come to the next
paragraph. 'It will be necessary at some stage;' Mr. Speaker,
"for representative of adjoining provinces to get together
with federal representatives to determine mineral resource
delimitation"and so on. Then he goes on to say, "Propesals
for constitutional change will, of course, need to be
considered at an appropriate time”, and I want to emphasize
these words and they are underlineq‘by all governments
together in the context of the continuing committee of

ministers on the Constitution."

Now ¥r. Speaker, clearly and without doubt what has harpered,
or what would have happened, let me put it that way, and

what may now very well happen, I do not know, is that the
best case for provincial ownership or control or jurisdiction,

the best case under this is lumped in with the worst because
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MR. D. JPMISSON: BC has already lost, three
provinces have signed. Newfoundland was in that unique positien,
but if this technique was employed it would mean not only would
we have to wait around for all ten to get together,but I
presume that without the constitutional kind of an amendment, and
perhaps my learned colleagues heres present here will have
something to say about this at the appropriate time, without
that, Mr.Speaker, we can not get anywhere and there would
have been no agreement. It really has been, I repeat, a most
spurious kind of argument and what I want to see is a
Select Committee not to argue with whether the members opposite
have a different approach or anything of that sort,but I would
like-and not just in answer to a question in the House which
is truncated and which leaves more queries than it answers -
but to have to cpportunity, and I will give a personal
committment to any minister or any official who comes before
us that it will not be any kind of a stupid witch hunt, it
will not be anything of that kind, it will be a thorough
reasoned assessment and asking  basic,decent, honest questions
about some of these issues.

Now, what is the situation?
I have to ask it when I know people like Dr. Eugene Forsey,
an intimate,personal friend of mine, a Newfoundlander, when
I know high ranking representatives of the Harvard School
which I belive the hon. Minister of Mines and Resources
knows something about,and some others, I have to be
impressed when, during my years in External Affairs,
intermational lawyer after international lawyer, in terms
of the two hundred mile limit when it was being discussed,
made the case tc me repeatedly that the MNewfoundland argument
was a strong cne and made the case to me that we had nothing
to lose by at the very least finding out,because, and I am

not here now again arguing, I am guoting to you what learnecd,
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M2, D, JAMIESON: internationally learned neople

have saicd to me,that if you lose even on a referred reference
vou still have the political solution to fall back on, you still
have the npegotiated settlement to fall back on. It may take
longer, it may be a more complex one,but it is the only thing

that in the long rurn is going to settle the issuve cnce and

Now, I emphasize that I say to
hon. members opposite,and particularly to those who are involved,
that it seems to be that we ought to have the right to hnow
why after spending - what waz it ,the hon. member for LaPoile

(Mr. Neary) $603000, $80,000°?

¥D, S. NEARY: No, half a million, almost
$600,000.
MR. D. JRMIZSON: I was thinking perhaps about

pavments to only one person but in any event we have sgent an

erormous amount of morey - whatever it is - prepariag this

case, I know it was a lot. So why, why then, is it zbandoned?
Cn the basis ¢f what was, I

believe, in the minds ¢f many, many pecrle, non-gartisans,

a faulty kind of mechanism which was being cropesed. And

incicdently, let me say it may have been with the best of

intentiens. I am not going %o argue that whatever. I am

not going to say that there was anything fraudalent or chony

about it, I am simply saving that I think like a great

many other things done by the government which tcdav is out

of office in Ottawa, they juost simply did not think through,
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MR. D. JAMIESON:

what it was that they were saying and what they were doing and it was

only after the commitment was made that they began to discover where

the holes were in it and that is when the fur began to fly between

them and hon. members opposite. Now, I have said so mush on this
subject,but let me just pose a couple of other questions. As I read

the regulations ,ana ;;'i read the guidelines and procedures issued, I pre-~
sume, yes, 1978 on the petroleum regulations,and I have waded through
them at great length, the question thet is uppermost in my mind is

let us say as we must begin from the proposition,and I gather from what
has been said by the Premier and others it looks good, that we have a
commercial find and that sometime within the next four to six months,
someone is going to come and say, "Mr. Premier or Mr. Minister of Mines"'
or perhaps they will even have a conclave of all the ministers we got it".
Now, at that point,as I understand it,you transfer from being a permitee
on an exploratory basis to be a lessee. It is at that stage,as I

understand it, that that happens. I am not sure precisely the

technique but you must go that route. Now,

MR. NEARY: You have to make an application
MR. DON.JAMIBSON: You make an application,

MR. NEARY: - before = you go into production.
MR. D. JAMIESON : That is right, K before ycu go into

production; that is what I mean. WNow then, we know that it is hundreds

of millicns of dollars, perhaps billions of dollars if you listen to
many of the industry spokesmen from whom we have heard. What is it ?
and I really ask the question in the most sincere way I know how, What is
it that is going te insure that those people will be prepared to spend
that money? Is it going to be an act of parliament? Let us say that the
current government said’, " ¥O, gquarrel.¥e will go with this". I questicn
very much ,and, incidentally, I do not just question on the basis of my

e assumptions,I question on the basis of things that have been said

to me by the industry and by some key spokesmen in tkre industry, I

question very much if that is going to be enough. I think that they
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MR. D. JAMIESON: will know as every decent and every

ordinary person knows who has even rudimentary knowledge about
parliamentary procedures, that what parliament can do it can undo,
unless it goes beyond into the constitutional route or there is

some other kind of mechanism in place. And so consequently I believe
it important that this standing committee sit down and say," Look here,
now, here is Mr. Hibernia and here is Mr. Mobil and here is that oil
and we want to get going," Now, what is the arrangement? We know by
the Throne Speech itself which says the constitutional process is
prolonged, we know that, we did not have to have the Throne Speech

to tell us,but we did. Consequently therefore, Mr. Minister of Energy Mines
and Resources , Mr. Premier anyone who wishes to say so, what is it,
because I suggest that that is the point at which the crunch is going
to come, that is the point. And I can assure you that it would not have

been enough to say to Mr. Hibernia, " Well,I have this letter from

Mr. Clark,” anymore than it is going to be enough to say " I have that
letter from Mr. Trudeau,or from whqever the new Minister of Energy may
be".They are going to say guite literallylit is not worth the paper

it is written on! Now, ;omething else that has never been said publicly
to the best of my knowledge but which ought to be said is,of course,
that despite all of this talk of recent times Mr. Speaker, what has gone
on off the coast of Newfoundland, what has gone on in the Beaufort Sea
has not been because of these requlations-they had a part in it and I
commend those regulations they are good regulations. It has gone on
because of two things: One was the exchange of letters between the

then Minister of Mines and Energy of Newfoundland,who is now the
Premier,and the then Minister of Energy Mines and Resources which have

made for what might be described as a modus operandi for handling

these matters. There is such and exchange of letters and there is no
good reason,to the best of my knowledge,why they should not be made
public. I am not asking now,but I am saying that a standing committee
could lock at. The second was the depletion allowance, the super
depletion allowance. If it had not been for the five cent dollars and
the fact as we all know that under that super depletion,whether

it was good bad or indifferent;and there were those including the

former Minister of Finance,Mr. Crosbie,who were prepared to cut it,
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MR. D. BAMIESON: by the way, prepared to cut it,

that Super deplefion resulted in what was commonly referred to as five
cent dollars and in fact you could dig a dry hole and it You could
probably turn out to make a dollar on it even though it produced nothing
whatever. So while these requlations are very good,and while I have
no quarrel I repeat,with most of them-I want to ask a lot of guestions
about them . but the truth of the matter is that we have seen this
activity for those reasons as well as,and one has to give credit where
credit is due,that I think that the government of Newfoundland has done
extremely well in terms of its consultation process and the like up to
now, I sense , however, that we are getting awfully close, perhaps the
Premier was eluding to it among other things the other day when he
talked about the day not being to far off when the crunch is going

to come and I suspect that it may well come
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MR. JAMIESON: when we get a clear signal that Hibernia
is commercial and then we start getting into what I might describe as
the nitty—gritty or this fine print or whatever. Those are just some
questions, I repeat,that T would like to ask. If there is a clear-cut,
unmistakable way which is logical and sensible, through which we can
abandon or get rid of the uncertainty that I believe is going to be very
worrisome for the companies, very worrisome for, obvicusly, all of us
in Newfoundland, if there is a way to get rid of that,then I think the
best way in which we can know about it and the people can know about it
and we can, by the way, be helpful with regard to it, is to have a
Standing Committee in which we can discuss these matters because it is
important. T emphasize once again, since the Minister of Mines and Energy
(Mr. Barry) is in the House, that if he thinks, if he thinks that an
exchange of letters or the kind of legislation implicit in what the
Prime Minister of Canada wrote is going to settle the minds of the oil
industry, then he must be talking to different people than I am,
that is all I say. I invite him at some point to answer some of
these inquiries of mine.

Now, there are a couple of things -
MR. BARRY: The oil companies have a tendency to
play off the parties against each other rather well.
MR. JAMIESON: . T have not the slightest doubt of that,
and a very good reason for having a Standing Committee, or whatever
formula the hon. members want,is so that there is not the capability
on their part of playing one side off against the other, about saying
that the govermment is being too unreasonable and asking us, in a sense,
to try to carry the can for them. I can assure you that I have had
as much to do with these multi-nationals as anybody in this House, and
I am perfectly well awarée that what vou are saying is absolutely true,
which brings me really to two points in the time that I have left that
I would like to touch on because, once again, they are of absolutely

vital importance, absolutely vital importance.
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MR. JAMIESON: One is what I come to call the local
preference part of the regulation, and the second is the provision

for provincial participation. Now, on the local preference, one would
have to be an idiot not to agree that Newfoundlanders should maximize

in every way they can,or should be permitted to maximize in every way they
can, through employment, through purchases, all of the other things that
any kind of development is likely to bring. You would have to be
idiotic not to say that as a fundamental principle, but we also cannot
delude ourselves, and I am sure that the Minister responsible for
Manpower (Mr. Dinn) will know of what I speak, that there is a down side
to it and we must be exceedingly careful about how we proceed. I think
that the technique that was suggested by my hon. friend from Terra Nova
(Mr. Lush), and I may very well have heard it from others as well, of making
sure that other provinces understand our reason, making sure that they
are sympathetic, is of immense importance. When you see Nova Scotia
moving yesterday in also the direction of exclusivity, you can see what
the potential problems are, and I speaking only of o0il and gas at the
moment. The same thing, if there is time, I will refer to with regard
to the fishery. But let me just illustrate a couple of places in

the guidelines and procedures where, again, I would like some answers
because, you know, on the one hand we say that jobs must go to
Newfoundlanders - 100 per cent in agreement with that - but look at

some of the subtle problems one runs into when we start talking about
research and development and education and training. I will not take
the time to go through or find the precise quote, but let members

accept my word for it, that there are a number of places in the
guidelines where it says, for example, Newfoundlanders might be sent

to Nova Scotia or might be sent to other parts of Canada in order to

be trained to acquire additional skills, to move up from being just a
handvman to the expert. There is a certain inceompatibility, I suggest,
in that, with the idea of saying that there is no way that we are

going to have anyone from anywhere else. I suggest in all seriousness
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MR. JAMIESON: again that, particularly when it comes to
research and development and when it comes to training, that perhaps some
kind of an inter-provincial agreement is going to be necessary, some kind
of an exchange agreement as we have in a variety of other ways, because

I can see,and you gentlemen and ladies opposite, I am sure, can see that
there will comes times when there is someone working in Newfoundland, who
is a Newfoundlander, and who may for all kinds of valid reasons say,'T
would like to go to Nova Scotia.' Now, if Nova Scotia has a set of
regulations which say "No way", in the long run I would suggest both

provinces,and I am only using two examples here now, both provinces will

tend to suffer. So, therefore, there is the need to carry
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MR. JAMIESON:

out this Newfoundland preference with a good deal of
understanding and with a good deal of discretion. And

I believe that can be done. I am not particularly
concerned about it as long as we are not in this
confrontational approach all the time. I believe that

we can get others to understand it. As long as we have

15 per cent or 14 per cent unemployment, obviously, we
cannot be welcoming encrmous hordes of people from other
places in here. And I am quite sure, by the way, that
there are precedents for it even though I saw somewhere
the other day a story saying that there were not. In fact
there is a requirement with regard to the Alaska pipeline
which I recall we got involved in when I was in federal
politics indicating a level of local employment and so on.
So it is not all that bad, it is simply a matter of the
way it is presented.

Now much more important to
me, and here I confess to wanting very much to be informed,
is this whole question of provincial participation. There
is a reference in the regulations, first of all, and then
it crops up again in the guidelines, and then it is in
the statement which was made by the now Premier,who was
then the Minister of Mines and Energy., with regard to
this 40 per cent which Newfoundland gets in a development
field. I may be using the wrong words in terms of
development field and the like, but hon. members who are
familiar will know what I am talking about. In other words,
essentially what it boils down to is that there will be
for Newfoundland, as I understand it, a 40 per cent interest.

I think they call it a carrying interest at one stage.

MR. ROBERTS: Well, it is called participation.
MR. JAMIESON: Participation. 40 per cent

participation. Now that is commendable. That is geod. It
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MR. JAMIESON: makes sense to start right
from day one and to say, 'Look, we are going to get our
pound of flesh,' if you like,‘or we are going to get out
percentagef What is very unclear, and what I would like
a standing committee to examine, is whether or not the
comment is correct when the then Minister of Mines and
Energy made the point, he said, "It is very important,
Mr. Speaker, to note that the Province will not have to
pay out a cent for its 40 per cent share." Now that was
in a statement for the record of May 25, 1977. Now that
it pretty clear cut, it is pretty uneguivocal; 'will not
have to pay our a cent for its 40 per cent share'. I
hope that it right. But I would like some explanation

of two other things which show up here. One is in the
guidelines and procedures of 1978 which say that the
permitee will transfer a 40 per cent interest in the lease
to the Newfoundland and Labrador Petroleum.Board, a
provincial Crown corperation and so on, much’ the same
thing. But then, in yet another place in the regulations,
it suggests, at least, that in some way or other this
Newfoundland and Labrador Petroleum Group is going to have
to buy in at some stage. Because it talks about re-
imbursing, for instance, for finders' fees, it talks
about not having to pay anything until there is a two and
a half times return on, I believe it is called net return
on investment by the companies concerned so that it is
not clear just exactly what this 40 per cent actually
means.

There is also a case where it
says - I am quoting from the regulations —- that it is in
addition to normal taxation, it is in addition to normal
royalties, a whole range of things of that sort.

Now, one would get the
impression from the then Minister's statement of May 25,

1977, that we were really going to get 40 per cent off the
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MR. JAMIESON: top, no payment, no anything,
and I hope that is right. I personally do not think it is.
I think if one looks all the way through the procedures
you will discover that what we ultimately wind up with is
this NLPD, or whatever the initials are, being, in fact,
an equity holder of some kind.

Now, there are dangers in
that and this is, again, why I suggest that the public,
and particularly this House and particularly members on
this side, at least, deserve to have a thorough
explanation.

I have had a good deal of
experience working with Crown corporations. And even
if one is in the private sector one knows that if you
hold 40 per cent, it is not only 40 per cent equity, at
the same time it is 40 per cent responsibility. And if,
for example, as happened - and I do not need to use an
analogy here,I can give you a specific case. Pan—-Arctic,
which is a bit of a conglomerate of this kind in which the
federal government holds a very substantial share, Pan-
Arctic's private partners at one stage said, 'We want to
open up a whole new development phase and you, Government
of Canada, through Pan-Arctic,you own whatever the per-

centage is, your cost
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MR. JAMIESON:

is going to be $500 million or $600 million. pan-Arctic

in turn as being wholly owned by the government had to

come to the government and say,‘Boys, we have got to have

the ‘'dough, either that or we have to relinguish a part

of our percentage. It is as simple as that. It is a normal,
everyday kind of procedure. Now what I am asking,and I am
just simply asking it, is whether or not it isg envisaged at
any point that this company, which I presume we will be asked
to approve during this session,whether or not it is going

to ultimately wind up in the position of a full scale Crown
corporation which holds equity on behalf of the government
and the people of Newfoundland,because I make the point

very much on target. I would invite anyone opposite to

tell me, with one of two exceptions, when a government owned
Crown corporation has ever paid a dividend to its shareholder,
namely the people, whether they are the péople of Canada or
the people of a provinece.

What invariably happens - and
yog can look at Air Canada and you can look at Canadian
National until very recent times— you can look at a whole
range of Crown corporations and what they become is a power
onto themselves and the net result is that when you say,
'Lookhere,boys,is it not about time that we started getting
some dividends out of thi;:.They sayﬂﬂe havé got to go into
a new field. We all are very excited about a new kind of
development.' And how, to what extent, for example,are the
people of Newfoundland and is the Government of Newfoundland
going to be in a sense responsible for whatever commitments
this organization may possibly make? I will hope, I emphasize
once again, Mr. Speaker, that it is as the simple statement

puts it that we get forty per cent at no cost. I simply

131



March 3, 1980 Tape No. 54 IB~2

MR. JAMIESON:

cannot imagine that that is the case but I would certainly
and I believe we all will,want to know what exactly we

are going to have to pony up in order to get what is
admirable, I emphasize, if it turns out right and that

is the ability to own a big slice of this. Incidentally,

I am not at all cerxtain,by the way,that 40 per cent is much
better in a way than 25 per cent if one is talking about
exerting influence or whatever the case might be. Why 40

per cent? Sixty per cent still outvotes 40 per cent and

it may very well turn out to be the case. And we have a right
again to ask these kinds of gquestions. What is the optimum
place at which the ownership ceases to be beneficial and starts
to be a drag on the economy in general? Mr. Speaker, with
your indulgence -

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. JAMIESON: - with your indulgence I just

will finish in one or two minutes. I want to re-emphasize
and I only wish - and there will be other opportunities when
I will go into it in more detail - but what I want to say here
is that we are playing in the big leagues, in the biggest
kinds of leagues. The hon. Minister of Mines and Energy

is no longer in the House but he said, "You know what

the multinationals are like." I certainly do and many of

us do. And a step wrong here, a failure to even anticipate
could put us in a very serious position and could in many
respects wipe out a lot of the benefits that could come

from anything of this sort that happens. I emphasize once
again that I hope that the government has been sufficiently
wise and all-knowing to have anticipated most of the problems
concerned. But there is no guestion about the fact that
when Qe get into, as a population of 500,000 or so people

with what is apparently a rather distressed treasury at the
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MR. JAMIESON:

present time, that in our anxiety to go for the big dollar
that we do not in fact overlook something which a few

years from now - some others may be talking as members
opposite are fond of talking now, about the poor deal that
was made with regards to Churchill Falls or whatever the

case might be, so let us be sure that the Throne Speech's
emphasis is on crossing all the “t's" ang dotting all the "is"

is borne out.

MR. ROBERTS: Hear, hear!
MR. JéﬂIESQN: I wish that there was time to

talk about such things as the fishery and various others,
but obviously I have more than exhausted my time now. I
am grateful to the House for its patience.

MR. BARRY: I wonder if the hon. member
would permit a question?

MR. JAMIESON: 0f course if hon. members

are willing, yes.

MR. SPEAKER (BUTT): The hon.yMinister of Mines and
Energy.
MR. BARRY: Is the Leader of thé Opposition

of the opinion that Mr. Trudeau's proposal with respect to
management of the offshore would be as beneficial to this
Province as the proposal of Mr. Clark?

MR. JAMIESON: If it is not then I cextainly

would not agree with it. I want to make that clear. I do

not know. First of all I do not think - I could reverse it

and say, does the hon. member know precisely what either Mr.
Clark or Mr. Trudeau might have by way of a specific proposition?
I said earlier that I think they are both so hazy at the

present time that I de not think that you are going to be

able to peg anything on them. Wwhat I do say, and I repeat,
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MR. JAMIESON:

is that I would look for - and I do not know the legalities,
the hon. members who are lawyers will know this, I do not
know those. But I know that I begin from the proposition
that what I would do is say,'What is it that gives us the
biggest return, what is the one that gives us the biggest
benefit?' And when you start from that,then you back away
from that and then vou come down with it.

MR. BARRY: Joe Clark's.

MR. JAMIESON: The hon. member has asked me,then

he says, "Clark's". Well,veou know,it really is a most
innocuous kind of statement. And unless the hon. member
knows a neck of 2 lot more about what was behind the letters,

if he is asking
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MR. D. JAMIESON: me to believe him on the basis of the

letters then I do not believe that is the case. But I do say, however,
that whatever is best for Newfoundland is something we should all
fight for, we should all argue for and I have no problem with that,

I have no problem. If you say to me, 'This is what will turm in

the biggest dollar, this is what will give us control and the like
over our social and all that kind of thing -

AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible).

MR. JAMIESON: The hon. member, if he had not been
flitting in and out of the House he would know that I said most

of those things this afternoon. So that is my answer. I do not know
what the proposal of a new government is going to be. I know what the

previous one was; I did not think it was as hot as the member did.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER (Butt): The hon. the President of the Council.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MH. W. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, I had intended to get into

the Throne Speech this afterncon but after hearing the speech of the
Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Jamieson) I feel constrained so to do.
Because, Mr. Speaker, let me sav first of all, reiterating what the
hon. Leader of the Opposition said the other day in his opening
remarks, I have no doubt whatsoever that the hon. member is thoroughly
a Newfoundlander; he has as much the interest of Newfoundland at
heart as any other Newfoundlander who had lived in the past and I
daresay will live in the future. But I say, Mr. Speaker, the speech
which 1 have just heard hearaldg a very, very sad day, a sad dav
indeed for the people of Newfoundland and for the interests of
Newfoundland itself.

SOME HOW. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
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MR. W. MARSHALL: The thing that I wish to address myself

mainly to is the obvious - I do not say deliberate attempt. It was
not an attempt, it was what was done - an attempt to confuse the basic
and prime issue which is before the people of this Province and
threatens indeed the very future existence of this Province itself.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh!

MR. W. MARSHALL: Now, Mr. Speaker, I listened to the hon.

gentleman and this side listened to the hon. gentleman and I would
trust we would have the same courtesies.

MR. SPEAKER (Butt): Order, please!

MR. W. MARSHATL: I had hoped to hear the hon.

Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Jamieson) get on his feet

when addressing the issue of oil and gas and our rights

to oil and gas, and lead us into an explanation of how, as

very often happens from time to time, there is and was a
divergence between the Provincial Liberal Party and the Federal
Liberal Party and to indicate exactly where the Provincial Liberals
were going to stand. The hon. gentleman instead of - and I wouuld
have hoped because I think that, I sincerely believe

it is in the best interest of Newfoundland for the stand

which was enunciated in the Throne Speech with respect to our
ownership of our offshore resources is very clearly ownership

and jurisdiction to the same degree as ownership and jurisdiction
on the land that I had hoped that he would get up and endorse

this as being the policy of the Provincial Liberal Government -

or the Provincial Liberal Party.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: oh, oh!

MR. W. MARSHALL: There will be no Provincial Liberal

Government for many vears to come. But I had hoped that he would

have endorsed this and gone against the statement of the Leader
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MR. W. MARSHALL: of the Federal Party - we do not know
truly what the full policy of the Federal Government is going to be
on this but as enunciated it is certainly different - in the same
way as this particular government when it saw the interest of
Newfoundland being at the paramount took a different issue with
their federal counterparts on the Northern cod.

But instead, Mr. Speaker, we have an
attempt to confuse and this attempt to confuse cannoct be allowed
to stand before the people of this Province for not one moment,
one hour or one day or one week or for any length of time at
all. This vital issue before the people of this Province today,
as the Premier indicated in his speech which I think is self-evident,
is if there is going to be any money in the future for the development
of this Province, if we have anv hope to exist in the future through
our resources, to develop socially and economically in every way we
have to get more revenue. And the revenue which is going to be
derived has to be derived through the offshore.

Now what I take issue with and I take
strong issue with is the attempt to confuse and to say that
the courts of the land must decide who has ownership and at the same
time to turn around and sav it is impossible for the two parties,

.

that is, the two
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MR. W. MARSHALL: governments, the Federal Government

and the Provincial Government, to agree irrespective of the courts

as to who has the ownership. The hon. gentleman talks about a court
case that is on going and attempts to give the impression, and I believe
he is repeating what he sincerely believes but at the same token he is
completely and absolutely and definitely wrong in his assessment that
there needs to be a court case in order to resolve this issue.

Mr. Speaker, let me take you back
and take us back to years before we were in Confederation in matters
relating to Canadian affairs. Let me take you back to the day when
Rupert's Land became the Province of Manitoba,and this was in the 1800's.
They got a certain amcunt of land,a certain area of land. In 1912 it
was decided to give to the Province of Manitoba extra land extending up
to the Hudson's Bay. How was this done? The land then, that particular
land,was given to the Province of Manitcba and today forms part of the
Province of Manitoba. Did they require a court case to determine who
should get it? No, they did not require a court case. Did they require
a constitutional amendment, Mr., Speaker? No,they did not require a
constitutional amendment. I believe anyone wishing to can look at the
British North America Act and find that in the 1870's or 1880's there
was an amendment then passed to the Act allowing the extra territory to
be added to the provinces, further ogwnership given to the provinces,
therefore further juristiction. Mr. Speaker, I read now from an act
which was enacted by the Federal Government, and I tell you that this
addresses itself to the extension of the boundaries of the Province of
Manitoba, to the extension of the jurisdiction of the Province of
Manitoba and its ownership up to the Hudson's Bay. And I quote the
preamble to the act. This was an act assented to on April 1, 1912 and
it is an act of the Federal Parliament, the Parliament of Canada. And it
says, "Whereas, on the thirteenth day of July, one thousand nine hundred
and eight, the HMouse of Commons resolved that the limits of Manitoba

should be increased by the extension of the boundaries of the Province
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MR. W. MARSHALL: northward to the sixtieth parallel

of latitude, and northeastward to the shores of Hudson Bay, as in

the said resolution is more particularly set out,upon such terms and
conditions as may be agreed to by the Legislature of Manitoba and by

the Parliament of Canada." Now you notice apon such terms and conditions
as may be agreed upon between' what? All the Provinces of Canada? No.
Requiring a constitutional amendment, then through Westminster? No,

Mr. Speaker, not as being pryjted about. Was it required to be determined
by a court case of the Supreme Court of Canada, and then the Privy
Council of Canada? No. Mr. Speaker, the way in which the boundaries

of Manitcba were extended,they were extended by an act of the Legislature
of the Province of Manitoba and by this particular act which I have here,
which is an act of the Dominicn of Canada. Now why should there be any
difference between the Province of Newfoundland in 1980 and the Province

of Manitoba in 19122

SOME HON. MEMBERS : No reason.
MR. MARSHALL: Research will also indicate, Mr. Speaker,

for those who which to look, that similar extensions were given with
respect to other provinces, I believe the Province of Quebec was one of

them, But I am just concentrating now on -

MR. L. BARRY: What about James Bay?
MR. W. MARSHALL: - Manitoba. As the Hon. Minister of

Mines and Energy indicates the Province of Quebec went up to James Bay as
a result of it. Now the operative part of this act says, paragraph 3,
"The limits of the Province are hereby increased so that the boundaries

of the Province shall be, and it goes to describe it. Well,why, Mr.
Speaker, can we not look forward to and why is not this Province now
entitled to an act from the Federal Parliament of Canada saying that its
boundaries, the boundaries which we claim we already have but if they
want to confirm it to us so that there will be no doubt whatscever, why

cannot the Government of Canada bring in an act today in this session in

1980 to say that the boundaries of the Province of Newfoundland will be
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MR. W. MARSHALL: extended to include its

offshore resources?

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Oh, oh!

MR. W. MARSHALL: There is absolutely -

We stand ready, Mr.Speaker, I say

we stand ready to bring in an act of that nature in this Legislature..

AN HON. MEMBER: Hear, hear!
MR. W. MARSHALL: =~ and I wonder whether the hon.

gentlemen there opposite
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MR. MARSHALL: - I would assume that when this enactment
is brought before this House that the hon. gentlemen there opposite will
enthusiastically endorse it as well as certain members of the Liberal
Party. It is, Mr. Speaker, as I say, in view of this situation - the
hon. gentlemen have chosen instead to put their own political interests
in the forefront, to agree with their brethern who now form the Government
of Canada. If the hon. gentleman wishes any further authorities for it
again, this problem in the Province of Manitoba also extended to the
rights which the Federal Government had at that time with respect to
lands within its boundaries. The lands were acquired by the Federal
Government from the Hudson Bay Company and they were held by the Federal
Government, and it was a real source of concern right from the time of
the entry of the Province of Manitoba into Confederation. It was also,
I might say, a re;l source of concern when the Provinces of Alberta and

.
Saskatchewan entered inhto Confederation, this business of the ownership
of lands. It was then popularly known as the 'lands gquestion', and the
provision with respect toc the rights to these lands, as I say, was an
authority issue all the way through. Now, this was settled in the 1930's
as between again the Government of Manitoba and the Dominion of Canada.
It was said that it is desirable; the acts that were passed said it was
‘desirable and just that such adjustments be made between the Dominion
of Canada and the Prairie Provinces with respect to natural resources
as will give full recognition to the principle that in this respect
they are entitled to be placed in a position of equality with the other
provinces of Confederation.' Now, I will not go into the reasons for that
because the time will not permit, but there was a real difference and
distinction between the manner in which the Prairie Provinces entered
into Confederation and the considerations that were given to the four
founding provinces, that is, Ontario, Quebec, Nova Scotia and New Brunswick,

as well as Prince Edward Island when it came in a few years later.
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MR. MARSHALL: It goes on to say that the Gevernment of
Canada will negotiate an agreement with the Prairie Provinces with the
above cbject in view, such agreement to be subject to ratification.
Now ratification, Mr. Speaker, by whom? Ratification by the court?
No. Ratification by a constitutional change? Ne. But ratification
by the Government of the Parliament of Canada and the governments of
the parliaments of the respective legislatures concerned. I sav,

Mr. Speaker, that there is no confusion. The only confusion is what
was thrown before the people of this Province in the last election

campaign. There are no impediments -

SCME HON. MEMBERS: Ch, oh!
MR. MARSHALL: - there are no impediments, Mr. Speaker,

in the way if the Government of Canada has the will of giving to us

the offshore jurisdiction and us to receivée the offshors jurisdiction

in the same way as the Prairie Provinces,and specifically the Covernment
of Manitoba, received extra territorial jurisdiction in 1912, extra

jurisdiction, extra ownership and the legal rights to same.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. MARSHALL: . And we are not asking also, Mr. Speaker,

to change the modus operandi as to the operation on the offshore of

the application of federal and provincial laws. The hon. gentleman

says we need a Select Committee to be able to determine these issues,

and we can tell him that we are guite clear in this. We are not asking,
we are not asking for considerations such as environmental considerations
which will remain that of the Federal Government, but we want sxactly

the same rights to the offshore which is as much cur land as
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¥MR. ¥, MRESHALL: thHe horesteads of Manitcba were.

Look when Manitoba and the Praire Provinces were settled, Mr. Speaker -

SOME HOM. MEMEERS: ch, on!
A HON, ¥EMRPR: We all want that.
MR. W. MARSHATLL: Yes, you all want it but the

hon. gentlamen are engagad in 2 vary sticky wicket, a very

sticky political course thet is coing to end ugp - which could

very well end up in this being denied to us because of thair own
solitical viewpeints and wanting to follow the masters in

Ottawa rather than standing up hers in this House as Mewfoundlanders

and saying that we have the right ‘o these particular resources.
- = -2

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 'gar, hear.
YR. %, MARSHALL: They may want it but they do

not know how to get it. We know they know how te give away
resources, r. Speakeér: we nave seen up in Labrader hiew th

non. gentlemen gavs away resources in times past.

ECIME AEHSERE - flear, hear
MR, V. MAPSEALL: S¢ we have little reason to have

any graat confidence in the judgement of the hon. gentleren as

%o how to safecuard the interests of the seople of this Province

e BOE,. MEMEDRS (ole] =%

SO 0., s 3 Ch, oi.
AR, W, MERSHEML: Now, xr. Speaker, I get up to

it is reglly against the interests
of Newfoundlanders. aArd T do not say the hon. gentleran,as

I say,is against the interast of lewloundlanders ZJelikerately -

#MR. 5. MZARY: {Inaudihie)

AR, W. MARSHALL:

-because, as I say,the hon. gentleman is as much a Newfoundlander
as anyone hers,zut I say inadvartently . The hen. gentleman
through obwviously not undsrstanding the implicaticns and the

impert of what he said is verzy much jeopardizing the interssts

of sgeech and

of the peprla gf Yewfoundland =y

163



sarch 3, 1080 Tape No. 58 SD~ 2
{. MARSEALL: the type of refsrences that he

made in that spesch, +to the necessity of a court case to determine
the situation ané to the necessity of having Select Committess

to look into something which, in his mind, is confused but in

the minds of peopls who have a knowledge of what is geing on

and the seovle of Newfouncland is very much crystal clear.

AN EON. MENMBER: Heaxr, hear.
MB ., W. MARSEALL: Now, Mr. Speaker, what do we

want in this? ¥e talk about.- the hon. gentleman also talks
about the Throne Spsech as being one of confrontation,

and this is about all I think that the hon. gentlemen and the

iy

ew seople who wish to detract from this government can

really say but they can not say that with any force sither;

They talk about confrontation. wWell, first of azll, I am glad

to e in a govarnment of this Province which, for the first
time in the history, post-Confederation history, is prepared
o confront the real issues which face the people of this

Province.

SOME HOM. MEMBERS:
MR, 2, NFARY: wWhat about Term 292
MR, W. HMARSHALL: I make no apologlies, Mr.

Hear, hear.

Speaker, for confronting other people in the interests of the
people cf Newfoundland. Sut I would prefer to call this not
2 documert of sonfrontation but rezlly a document, !r. Spezker,
of confidence, a document of confidence in the future of the
Province of Newfoundland, a document which indicates how, by
adopting the measurss and the procedures and the philosophies
ané the ideas and the ideals which are sc evident throucheut
+his Speech can safecuard the futurs of the Frovince of
slewfoundland for generations yet to come.

As to the situation, Mx.

Sgealer, that is put from time %o time about, you know,
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MR. . MARSHALL: confrontatien ~"hat is in the
hon. gentlemen's minds?what are they going to think up there
on the mainland of Newfoundland, what are they going to think
of these strange Newfoundlanders who, for the first time in
thirty years, are actually asking for their rights? What are
they going to think of them? Are they going to do anything for
us, are they going to take away are sgualization payments?
Are they going to 2o something to us that we can not exist

in the way we did before? - that is the philosophy behind this
kind of thinking. We have rno apologies and we will never
make apologias, Mr. Speaker, for confronting and standing on
our own feet for the people of the Province of Yewfoundland

to safeguard their own interests -

ECME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear.
MR. W. MARSHALL: ° - as far as I am concernec, Now

another statement, Mr., Speaker, that has heen mooted arcund
by the Liberal party, and this is a great canard,probably the
greatest canard of all - it was used during the election
campaigns and I saw traces of it coming before us-is to the
fact that the Liberals are going to give us the rights to

the offshore, the present Government of Canada would give us

the right to the offshors until such
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MR. MARSHALL: time as we become a have
Province. In other words, Mr. Speaker, what they

are saying when they make that statement 1is that they
are prepared to allow ﬁs to use our resources until
such time as the bulk of the people of this Province
get off welfare, and then they are going to take the
cream off. Not for us, Mr. Speaker, not for us, as
far as the Liberal philosophy, to have the same rights
as the Province of Alberta and the Province of British
Columbia. Not for us to have that. The leader of the
Federal Liberal Party has the audaciﬁy to come here
and accuse us of being selfish at a meeting out at

Memorial University.

AN HON. MEMBER: He did not.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh!
MR. MARSHALL: We heard it ourselves.

Mr. Speaker, all we are
asking, we are as much Canadians as any other Canadians,
but all that this government is asking is for the same
privilege as other Canadians have. And now, with the
possibility of increased resources in this Province, to
have not only the desire but the right and the obligation,
which we dowililingly Perhaps to pay equalization payments
to other provinces such as Nova Scotia, New Brunswick
Prince Edward Island and, yes, even Manitobé which is
still a have-not province.

So that is what we are
asking. It is not a selfish position, and it is just as
true Canadian as any other Canadian position that can be

given by the Mainlanders.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. MARSHALL: Now as far as I am concerned

the statement that they will let Newfoundland have
resources to the stage that it becomes a have not Province
is made by those who are either ignorant and I mean

ignorant, not knowing facts. I do not mean basely ignorant,
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MR. MARSHALL: but I mean stupid - they
are either stupid or they are playing politics. And

in either event, Mr. Speaker, it is not in the interest
of the people of this Province.

Now, as I say, I had not
intended, Mr. Speaker, to participate in this particular
debate but I think that it is obviously; as I say, with
a great disappointment that I heard the hon. the Leader
of the Opposition enunciate his position, enunciate the
policy of the gentlemen there opposite to the effect that
there is some confusion. And,as I say, there is no
confusion. We are not steeped in Canadian history in
this Province. As a matter of fact, very few of us know

too much about the history prior to 1949.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: (inaudible) flag (inaudible).
MR. J. CARTER: I am willing to talk about it.
MR. MARSHALL: It was not in the curriculum

of the schoecls prior to our entry into Confederation and
there are many people, many middle-aged people who have
more of a knowledge of British history than they do of
Canadian history because of circumstances. But the fact
of the matter is, and it should be rung loud and clear,
that the boundaries of other Provinces of Canada have,in
times past, been extended; that extra jurisidctions over
areas of land have been given to other provinces; that
ownership has been given to other provinces; that the
right of management over additional land has been given
to other provinces without court cases, without
constitutional amendments, but merely through an act of
the Parliament of Canada and an act of the legislature
concerned.

As I say - I know I can say
this without any hesitation whatsoever - as far as this
government is concerned, and I know I can speak from the

government's point of view, we stand ready, willing and
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MR. MARSHALL: able to introduce in this
Legislature an act extending the boundary, the ownership,
jurisdiction of our offshore - not extending it, because
we do not use the word 'extending'. Because do not

forget, Mr. Speaker, we already have it.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. MARSHALL: Let not any member on the

other side of the House doubt that, °T any Newfoundlander
doubt it. We already have it as a result of our own

historic rights.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear!
MR. MARSHALL: But confirming, further

confirming our rights,ifdthe confirmation is, in fact,
necessary, if there is any doubt in the minds of
industry, which there will be no doubt in the minds of
industry, because I guarantee you, Mr. Speaker, industry

will_not

168



March 3, 1980 Tape No. 60 IB-1

MR. MARSHALL:

operate on the offshore of this Province except under
the regulations of this Province, of the people of

Newfoundland.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. MARSHALL: And if that is confrontation,

Mr. Speaker, would that there had been more confrontation with

Jean Lesage some years ago when the Churchill Falls -

PREMIER PECKFORD: And John Doyle.

MR. MARSHALL: Or John Doyle.

PREMIER PECKFORD: Or John Shaheen.

MR. MARSHALL: Or John Shaheen or any of

the rest of them that the hon. gentlemen are steeped
in. 3But the fact of the matter is, Mr. Speaker, as I
say, let there be no doubt that there is a precedent
in Canadian history, And why should there not be a precedent?
Anybody knows i1f there is a dispute between two people that
both of them can agree as to the determination of that dispute
before it goes :g_court. ¥You do not need to have a court
case to determine what both people agree on. It is absolutely
crazy. And there can be an agreement and that agreement
can be zmbodied in legislation.

Now,as I say, I had not intended
To get into this debate at this stage but I got up becauss
4t once I was disappeointed with what the Leader of the
Opposition (Mr. Jamieson) had said. I was disappointed,
Mr. Speaker, by the fact that the thought that, be they
Liberals cor what they be,that Newfoundlanders, eslascted
Newfoundlanders could stand in the public forum of
Newfoundland and indicate that our basic rights, our rights
to our resources, the rights which we own, which we are
entitled to, that we should put them in a position whers

they may be wrestled away from us. And I am afraid that
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MR. MARSHALL:

the federal party that the hon. gentleman belonged to
have indicated and are in the throes of attempting to wrestle
away the birthright from the people of Newfoundland.

Now I had hoped, Mr. Speaker,
that their attitude would be exactly the same as with

respect to the -

MR. FLIGHT: They do not kelieve you.
MR. J. CARTER: Feeding time at the zoo.
MR.FLIGHT: They proved they de not believe

you on the eighteenth.

MR. MARSHALL: The eighteenth had nothing
to do - if the hon. gentleman says -
MR. FLIGHT: Total rejection of

the offshore.

MR. MARSHALL: Now, here you go,see. Now

the hon. gentleman says -

MR. J. CARTER: Give it all away. Give

it all away.

MR. MARSHALL: . The hon. gentleman on the

one hand says, "Total rejection on the offshore”. We have
elected, the Province of Newfoundland, electeéd five

Liberals -~

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. MARSHALL: - so there was rejection on the
issue of the offshore. That is on the one hand. On the

other hand they attempt to say they are at one with us. So
what dces it mean? Do they mean that they were running in
this Province on the basis that the federal government owns
the jurisdiction on the offshore? 1Is the hon. gentleman
indicating that? You cannot have it both ways. And if the
hon. gentleman is in fact indicating that, if he is gloating
over that fact that the Federal Liberal government won an

issue on the basis of taking away our offshore rights,perhaps
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MR. MARSHALL:

he might like to go on radio and television and inform
the people of Newfoundland that that is the provincial
Liberal position.

SQME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. MARSHALL: Now, Mr. Speaker, this

is too serious an issue to be allowed to lie the way it
was when the hon. Leader of the Opposition sat down, you
know, total and absolute confusion. As I have said, this
party, it did not wish to but this government as we know
took a different view from the Federal P.C. government
at the time with respect to the pNortherncod because we

put the interests of the people of Newfoundland before

political interests.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. MARSHALL: I now call upon, Mr. Speaker,

the next spokesman of the Liberal Party, ths next designate
of the Leader of the Opposition to get up and speak and

say that he is going to put the interests of Newfoundland
ahead of the Federal Liberal party and support us entirely
in the offshere -

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. MARSEALL: - which will involve, Mr.

Speaker, and there is no confusion between the two letters,
which will involve the hon. Leader of the Opposition using
his considerable influence with the Prime Minister of Canada
and saying to the Prime Minister of i::ana::la,'l Please bring in
legislation in the Pederal Parliament confirming the letter
given by Prime Minister Clark™and we will do exactly the

same thing. Aanything less,
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MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, is not the action I have
to say - not with intentions, I do not impute intentions but anything

less, Mr. Speaker, is not really in the interests of Newfoundland.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) Order, please!

The hon. the member for LaPoile.
MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, unfortunately, I am not
in a position at the moment to deal with the case that the hon. gentleman
referred to in Manitoba when an act was brought in and passed by the
Parliament of Canada and in the Legislature of Manitoba back in 1912 to
extend the boundary. I cannot deal with that now but I will be able to
deal with it tomorrow when I continue with my few remarks because I will
still have twenty minutes left tomorrow. But it would seem to me,
Mr. Speaker, it would seem to me-and the hon. learned gentleman should
know better-that if it is not the law of the land of Canada at the
present time to get the unanimous agreement of all the other provinces
before you can change the boundaries, certainly it is customary to do so.
It is a custom that has grown up over the years, and no Prime Minister
Or no govermment of Canada today would dare change a boundary or extend
a boundary without the unanimous consent of all the provinces of Canada.
and Mr. Clark himself, Mr. Clark had nine months, had nine months in
Ottawa in which to pass an act of Parliament giving the offshore ownersnip

to this Province, but he did not do it.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Why? Why? Why?
MR. NEARY: And that is the gquestion: Why did

Mr. Clark not do it when he had the opportunity? Why did, Mr. Speaker,
why did the Premier of this Province not bring in an act into this
Legislature last session and the session before? We could have done

it, we could have passed an act, except that the Premier of this
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MR. NEARY: Province and his ministers felt that it
was a complete waste of time, that there was no way the Parliament of
Canada - and I do not care what party is in power in Ottawa - will

pass an-act granting another province ownership of offshore resources
or extending boundaries unless they have the unanimous consent of the

other provinces.

MR. W. MARSHALL: You are losing your senses.
MR. NEARY: No, Mr. Speaker, I am not,

Mr. Speaker, if there was ever a time in Wewfoundland's history, if
there was ever a time when we must exercige common senses, it is now,

Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman talked about playing politics. Well,

the hon. gentleman just gave us a classic example of how the government
are doing fancy footwork with Ottawa and with the offshore resources
that will be to our detriment if we do not watch ourselves. The hon.
gentleman talks about playing politics. Well, I remember during the
election campaign, the federal campaign that we just came through, when
I was over at the university listening to the Leader of the Liberal Party,
who is now Prime Minister of Canada,who just took over an hour or so )
ago and named his Cabinet, I happened to be in that audience of 5,000

or 6,000 people, including 3,000 or 4,000 students, and I was never
ashamed of anything in my life as I was when it came to the question

and answer period. When I looked ocut and saw it, I could not believe it,
and saw the henchmen, the hatchetmen, sent down by the Premier dovn at
the university with their chin whiskers -

SOME BON. MEMBERS: Shameful, shameful!

MR. NEARY: - to try and embarrass, to try and

embarrass the Prime Minister of this country.

DN BOM. MEMBE%: Heroes, they are all herces.
MR. NEARY: They are all heroes, all right. They

showed the calibre and the low class of the Premier of this Province,
sending down these hatchetmen, sending them down to the university

to try to embarrass, to try to stir up trouble, to try to stir up
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MR. NEARY: trouble, to try to agitate and aggravate

the Leader of the Liberal Party who made one of the finest statesman-like

speeches I have ever heard him make, and he has made some
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MR. S. NEARY: pretty good ones. But the
Premier sent down his flunkies, sent down his hired guns
to the university{ two: one his executive assistant and
another one a minister's executive assistant. 'Go over
to the university', he said, 'and try and embarrass Mr.
Trudeau, Leader of the Liberal Party'. And they got up
and made fools of themselves and I hope that was reported
back to the hon. gentleman. Then the member for St. John's
East (Mr. Marshall), the minister without portfolio,now
gets up and tells up to stop playing politics with the
offshore resources.

Mr. speaker, I will deal with

the Manitoba situation tomorrow when I have an opportunity

to do mv research. Mr. Speaker -

MR. J. CARTER: (Inaudible)

MR. S. NEARY: Jdr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman
got his comeuppance out in Port aux Basques when he was

.told by the represéntativés of the local out there of the
Brotherhodd of Railway Clerks to go back to St. John's, he
said, 'You towny, go back to St. John's, do not be wasting

the taxpayer's money going around this Province trying to

get a new flag.. Do not waste your time and effort, go

back', he said, 'to St. John's, you big towny! Do not be
wasting your time'. Travelling around the Province at the
taxpayers expense. And the hon. gentleman was told to go
home and I think that is where he should stay because out

in that same community, Sir, the hon. gentleman visited only a
week or ten days ago,the hon. Premier just cut off their grant
ghat they were getting out there for an industrial development
office, a committment that was made to the Sovernment of
Canada. Just cut off their grant. They have an industrial
development officer out there and an industrial develop-

ment office and the hon. Premier whose predecessor made a deal
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H4R. §. NEARY: with the Government of Canada to
fund that office and to fund that industrial development officer,
just reneged, double-crossed Ottawa and cut them off. And is

it any wonder that the people out there would tell the Chairman
of the Select Committee on the Flag (Mr. Carter) to go back to

St. John's and save the money and put it to a better use.

AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible) -
MR. 5. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, on the Throne Speech

you can talk about anything under the sun. You can even talk

about the big galoot!

SOME HON. MEMBERS: 2h, ohl
MR. S. NEARY: And so, Mr. Speaker, while the

Premier and his ministers are playing these very dangerous
games with the offshore resources, dragging red herrings

into the offshore ownershp gquestion and playing political
games, cheap political games with the offshore question,

while they are doing that, Sir, theg are completely ignoring -
- and this.was évidenced by the Throne Speech - completely
ignoring what is happening offshore. The hon. gentleman
promised in the last session of the House that we were going

to have a thorcugh debate on the dangers of polluting the
environment and the threat to the fishery in this Province.

We were promised on two occasions in this House by the hon.
gentleman in the last session of the House and in the session
before that, the hon. gentleman said it is getting urgent, it
is urgent, we were soon going to have to have a debate because
we are reaching a critical point in the offshore development,
and that debate never took place. &nd the only references, the
Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Jamieson) indicated today in the
regulations protecting the environment and protecting the fishery
is that some vague industry standard would apply. What does

that mean? What does it mean?
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MR. 5. NEARY: Hr., Speaker, I have, 6 since the

House last met,set out to do some research on these industry

standards and what I am discovering,
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MR. NEARY:
Sir, is frightgning. It is frightening, Mr. Speaker,
absolutely frightening.

I wrote the coast Guard
I wrote the o0il companies, I wired the oil companies,

I wired the cCoast Guard -

AN HON. MEMBER: Did you wire John Doyle?
MR. NEARY: - and I have been in touch

with Ottawa and I have asked for hard evidence, hard
evidence. And the Premier thinks that is very funny.

I thought he was sincere when he said that we have to
improve the decorum of this House and we have tc stop
personalities. Well, if the Premier wants to get back
to personalities all he has to do is sit there and grin
at the big galoot from St. John's West (Mr. Barrett)

and I will give him all the personalities he wants.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. NEARY: And I have a few that I can

give him toe, I will guarantee you that. If he wants
them he will get them.

But getting back, Sir, to
this serious problem of pollution. So far I have not
had one reply in writing from any of the agencies or any

of the people that I have contacted. Not one!

AN HON. MEMBER: They are too afraid of you.
MR. NEARY: No, Mr. Speaker, they are

not afraid of me, they do not have the information.
Because they know, Mr. Speaker, that it is virtually
impossible to cope with a major spill, or even a minor
spill,in the frigid cold waters off the coast of

Newfoundland. If we have a blowout or a major spill from

a tanker -
MR. JAMIESON: Breakup.
MR. NEARY: - a breakup of a tanker,

there is no way they can cope with it.
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MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, that is one
matter, one aspect of the offshore situation that is
being shoved into the background, The government have
been so preoccupied with playing cheap political games
with Ottawa. And the Premier is governing the Province
and handling this situation by calling a press
conference every Friday and hashing and rehashing the
situation over and over again and waving his arms, wild-
eyed, in a belligerent fashion, in an atmosphere of
confrontation like the hon. gentleman is on the verge of
a nervous breakdown of some kind and the press just sit
there and they lap it up. Every Friday phone calls go
out. ‘

Mr. Speaker, it is six
o'clock. I will move the adjournment of the debate.

AN HON. MEMBEZ: Phone it in.

MR. SPEARER(Simms) : The hon. the President of
the Council. ‘
MR. MARSHALL: . Mr. Speaker, I move that the
House at its rising do adjourn until tomorrow, Tuesday, at
three of the clock, and that this House do now adjourn.
MR. JAMIESON: Could I ask the hon. House
Leader what the business will be? wWill we continue with the
Throne Speech? '
MR. MARSHALL: We will be continuing the
Throne Speech,yes, Mr. Speaker.

N On motion, the House at its
rising adjourned until tomorrow, Tuesday, March 4, 1980,

at 3:00 p.m.
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MOUNT

SCIO HOUSE STAFF .

Four Security Guards

One Hdusekeeper

One Domestic Worker

$ 44,100.00

$ 9,600.00
$ 9,100.00



MOUNT SCIO HQUSE REDECORATIONS

Furniture

Appliances

Carpet

Drapes .

Silver, China, Dinnerware, Crystal

Housewares, Linens o

Removal of old Vinyl and installing new
Sanding floor - Hallway and Library

Supplying and installing - 3 sets French Doors
Supplying 20 Vinear feet Shelving in Library
Plumbing Upgrading
Electrical Upgrading
Building Materials
Miscellaneous Items
Department of Public Vorks and Services Staff

TOTAL
HOUSEKEEPER'S APARTMENT
Furniture
Appliances
Housewares, Linens
TOTAL
GRAND TOTAL

$ 33,389.63
6,181.47
14,070.23
14,191.06
' 7,130.00
3,938.79
4,732.00
546.00
'1,600.00
2,262.00
5,350.00
1,524.32
3,261.85
4,014.15
16,429.75

$ 118,621.25

1,825.00
1,297.48
274.88

$  3,497.36

$ T122,118.61

Department of Public Works and Services estimate ¢ 124,276.24

Department of Public Works and Services Project No. 117903G01

Minute of Council No. 802-79 authorized $125,000.00



