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The House met at 10:00 a.m.

Mr. Speaker in the Chair.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : Order, please!

If I might,I would like to invite
the attention of all hon. members tc the Standing Orders with
respect to Presenting Petitionms. Standing Order 30 says, "Every
member offering a petition to the House shall sign it with his own
hand."” 2and Standing Order 91 (a) requires that, "At least three
signatures must appear on the paée containing the prayer of the
petition."” I bring that to the attention of all hon. members.

I would also on behalf of the
hon. members like to welcome to the galleries fifty-eight Grade
IX students from Mary Queen of the World School in Mount Pearl
accompanied by their teachers, Mr. Glavine and Miss Kavanagh,
and the school principal ; Sister Martina O'Reilly.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear.

STATEMENTS BY MINISTERS

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Transportation

and Communications.

MR. C, BRETT: Mr. Speaker, this is in connection
with the Auditor General's Report. With respect to the recovery

of an overpayment of public funds to a helicopter company in the
amount cf $29,334, I am pleased to advise that the company has
indeed admitted that the payment was an overpayment and that the
mechanics have been put in motion to recover the amount of money
involved,

In the course of the audit of
my department, the Auditor General questioned a payment in the

amount of $580 under subdivision 1708.03.02 Helicopter Contract

as to its validity as an expenditure of public funds.

The $580 represents the costof
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MR. C. BRETT: 2.9 hours of flying time only
and although I'will acknowledge that the administrative contxols
in this particular transaction were exercised somewhat shoddily and
less than satisfactory,the department is convinced that the
expenditure was a true and valid charge,

The Auditor General also
referred in general to the unsatisfactory administrative and
accounting control over use of contract aircraft. The points he
raises are well taken but they are comments which pertain to the
Air Services operation as it was conducted two and three years ago.
Many changes have been made since the Auditor General's 1977-78,
1978-79 reports were produced. I believe that the Auditor
Geneza'l will attest that the appropriate administrative controls
are now in place and, more important, are being adhered to.
Naturally, we as a department are less than pleased with the
Auditor General's past comments on the operaticn of the Air
Services. We are determined, however, to perform :Ln such a
fashion that there will be no questionable activities, thus denying
the Auditor General the opportunity of making similar or any =
comments of a like nature in the future.

AN HON. MEMEER: Hear, hear.
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MR,SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. the member for St. Barbe.
MR. T. BENNETT - Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I am scme-

what amazed and to say the least disturbed to learn of such discrep-
ancy in what we are to understand is such a tight control with such a
government that looks to serving the public to the best of its ability,
which seems to be not very good.

When T have operated a businéss my-
self, I have had to have much, much better control on the funds that I
controlled in my business and when I owed any money to any department in
government the whole house came tumbling down. One thing I would like
to know is what happens now to the twenty-nine-off thousand or any dollars

that might be recovered -

MR. NEARY: And how much rore (inaudible)?
MR. T. BENNETT: -and how much more will be uncovered

and brought to the attention of the electorate and this hon. House of
Assembly? My district alone in St. Barbe could most certainly use any
and all of these dollars that might become available.

3s I look around me and see all these
young people in the galleries today, Mr. Speaker, it reminds me that
over in my district we are working so terribly hard to have the up-
grading of our education system and our auditoriums and our gymnasiums
and everything else up-graded for our young pecple, when I see the
misuse of funds in this respect when they should have gone towards the
education of our young people, I would most certainly like to see a
stop put to this and a control placed on funds that are collected
from our people in the district.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hen. the

Minister of Municipal Affairs and Housing.
MR. N. WINDSOR: : Mr. Speaker, in relation to two items

in the Auditor General's Report. Paragraph 17, Collection of receiv-

ables not being persued. These receivables relate to loans advanced
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MR. N. WINDSOR: to municipalities during the period
1954 to 1966 in respect to loans advanced to mumicipalities for minor
public works which did not involve major capital financing. This prac-
tice has now been discontinued and the government no longer makes loans
to munucipalities. It was subsequently determined that these loans
could hot be repaid and a recommendation was made to the Treasury Board
that they be written off as uncollectable. The Auditor General has
been advised by the Deputy Minister and Comptroller of Finance (acting)
that cabinet will now be asked for approval to have these outstanding
amounts written off during the 1980-81 fiscal year.

Paragraph 41, User of an industrial

water system not billed since 1971. The customer referred to was not bill-

ed prior to 1978 because of the number of serious breakdowns in the salt
water system and the heavy dependence which that company had to place
on their own salt water system. This situation has been corrected and
the company in question was invoiced for the use of the system for the
years 1978 and 1979 in the amount of $19,584. Because of problemws

with the system, it was
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MR. N. WINDSOR:

felt that the previous meter readings were unreliable and
Al

an average meter reading would not be realistic. Consequently,

the source of information utilized to establish the charge
was the pump records maintained by the £fish plant operator.
This situation is the exception rather than the rule and
invoices to commerical customers are, in fact, prepared on
an individual basis of water consumed as determined by meter
readings and it is only when problems are experienced with
meters in various isolated cases,or where there is sericus
breakdown in the water main itself resulting in a substantial
loss of water that, the billings are determined on the basis of
average consumption over a fixed period. But in no case

are collections based on customers' estimates.

MR. SPEAXER (Simms): The hon. member Zor 3urin -

Placentia Vest.

MR. D. HOLLETT: Mr. Speaker, in connection.

with the first item, referenc-e to paragraph 17 in the report, I
would like to make a brief comment and toc me it is ocut-
standing that $1.75 million going back to 1954 was left
basically on the books. And as stated in the report, this is
the fourth consecutive year tunat the Auditor General has
reguested that action be taken on this matter. Yot knowing
all the "background and where,but I do beliasve I know where
some of those amounts are and I think it is despicable that
those municipalities were left feeling sither (@) confident that
they did not have to repay or (b) that they did not have the
capabilities to repay. 2nd to take four vears to make a
decision whether they should be written off or not,and
especially since no payment has been made on any since 1973,
that is seven vears, then I am hapoy to see that the Auditor

General's recommendations are finally being followed.
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MR. SPEAXER (Simms): The hon. Minister of Tourism,

Recreation and Culture.

MR. R. DAWE: Mr. Speaker, I have the following
comments for this hon. House pretaining te paragraphs 25 .and
26, page 19 and paragraphs 31 and 32, page 24 of the Auditor
General's report for the financial year March 31lst. 1879.

Weaknesses in controls over licences. When the Wildlife

Division was transferred from the Department of Forestry

and Agriculture in 1973 ,the issuing and control of fisheries and game
licences was transferred with the Bivision. No guidelines

were available nor was there any evidence of the account-
having been reconciled. After the 1977 audit, at the -
suggestion of the Auditor General, the control and issue of

all licences was transferred from the Wildlife Rivision of

my Pepartment to my Accounts Hivision and procedures commenced
to set up proper controls. As of this date,all licences have
been accounted for and reconciliations’'completed in all cases
excegpt big game which, because of the computerized distribution,
is creating some problems. This problem is being pursued by
our Bccounts staff and hopefully all contrels will be place

prior to the 1980 big game issue.
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MR. R. DAWE: Guidelines have now been drawn up for the
issue and control of all licences and our procedures have been
amended in accordance with suggestions from the Internal Audit
Division of the Department of Finance and our Accounts personnel.

Loss of revenue resulting from not

collecting park fees.

It has never been the policy of my Department
to collect fees in any Provincial park until such time as services
warrant such collection. Such services include availability of a water
supply, adequate accommodations for the collection of such fees, and
adequate staff to administer the programme. Park regulations are
presently being ameded to accommodate these situations.

Contract and pavment of funds without preoper

authority.

Cabinet authorized the Minister of Tourism
to enter into an agreement with the Department of Regional Economic
expansion for'a Tourism SWbsidiary Agreement. Under this
agreement, funding was provided to build campgrounds in Eastern
Newfoundland and Western Newfoundland. After consideration of all
factors concerned, the Management Committee of the Tourism Subsidiary
agreement decided that the campsites to be build in Eastern Newfoundland
be built in Pippy Park with their agreement. Agreement was reached with
The Pippy Park Commission and the campsites were constructed.

This matter was referred to the Department
of Justice for a legal opinion and we have been advised that the
actions undertaken were appropriately authorized and within the sphere
of the Department of Tourism. It was, however, pointed out by the
Department of Justice that it is,however,an area where there is an over-
lap of jurisdiction and as a matter of form the Minister of Public
Works and Services should be kept fully advised of all developments.

This,I might add,was done in this particular instance.
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MR. DAWE: Study of sport fishing potential on

Labrador Rivers.

As a result of discussions between the
Premier and the Department of Tourism concerning the freeze on sport
fishery development on Labrador Rivers, it was agreed that the
Department of Tourism should carry out an assessment of sport
fishing in some of the Labrador Rivers.

Treasury Board authority was requested to
carry out this assessment and approval received for the Department
of Tourism to spend $17,00 on this project. It was agreed between
the Department of Tourism and A.G. Garrett Limited of Gander, the
company requestad to carry out the assessment, that payment would
be made in the following manner: - $5,000 expense advance to be
accounted for by the Campany and  $4,000 per month for three
months on the condition that the final payment would not be made
until after receipt of the final report on the assessment. B

The use of aircraft by A.G. Garrett Limited
was supplied by the Department of Transportation and Communications and
had no bearing whatsoever on the Treasury Board authority for the
$17,000 payment from Tourism.

Despite requests made several months ago to the

compaiy to give a detailed account of the $5,000 expense advance,
this accounting has not been received to date. Therefore, the

Department of Tourism is now considering legal action against that

company .

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. member for Lewisporte.

MR. WH;TE: Mr. speazker, just a couple of comments,
&fter the
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MR. WHITE:
confusion we have seen with big game licenses in Newfoundland
under this administration,I am sure that all the hunters
across the Province would be delighted to know that the
Department of Tourism plans to try and consolidate the issuing
of licenses and the revenue coming in from same. I imagine
you would have heard some fairly loud cries if the minister
had not tried to reconcile in one instance 200 licenses
for caribou in Newfoundland.

Mr. Speaker, I agree with the
number <two thing that the minister mentioned with respect
to not charging people to enter Provincial parks until
services are provided. As a matter of fact,I am not so
sure you should charge them even when services are provided.
With respect to the study of sport fishing potential on the
Labrader rivers, that sounds a bit strange , Mr. Speaker.
The Auditor General talks about ne conptract.
existing and the minister did not address himself to that,
wnhy there was no contract and the fact that $17,j)00 was
spent. That means that it is a couple of thousand dellars
over the limit when tenders need to be called. The minister
says here that the final payment would not be made until
after receipt of the final report on the assessment and,
since we are permitted to ask a guestiom or two in our
brief comments, I was wondering if that assessment had been
received and 1f the House will get a chance € haye a look at

what it said about the Labrador rivers.

MR, SPEAKER (Mr.Simms): The hon. Minister of Tourism.
MR. DAWE: I have the report here. Thars is

an additional item to go with the repeort, that is the maps
that would be attached to it and my department is putting
these maps in and so on and they will be availablse z2nd I

will >resent it to the House on Monday.
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MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. Minister of Labour and
Manpower.
MR. DINN: Mr. Speaker, I just have a briefl

statement to make. It is with respect to recent reports in

the press by the NFFAWU stating that worker's compensation
coverage is not available to fishermen. And I want to state

to the House guite clearly that these statements are inaccurate
and mislsading. In fact,compensation coverage has been mandatory
for people in the fishing industry since an amendment to the

sct in 1973. This coverage is on the same basis which is
applicable to people working in other industries. Where 2

boat owner or captain has two or more amplovees on the boat

in addition to the owner or captain,worker's compensation

antomatically applies. A beoat owner i1s reguired by law
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MR. DINN: to pay the necessary assessment to
the Compensation Board in the same manner as the owner or operator of

a service station or restaurant or some other enterprise,and is required
to pay that assessment.

Where there is a case of all persons
aboard the boat being partners in the fishing enterprise, compensation
is not mandatory. However, these partners can apply for and obtain
coverage.

The problem has been that the boat
owners or operators have been very reluctant to pay the required
assessment. Apparently, according to several letters received by the
board, the union has been advising them not to pay the assessment.

If the statements contained in those letters are correct, then the
union is in effect advising the fishermen to break the law.

The matter of how to collect the
necessary assessment is now under study by the board and will be
presented to government in the rear future. Based on a request by the
Minister of Fisheries (Mr. J. Morgan) ,I will be meeting with the NFFAWU
in the very near future as soon as the Minister of Fisheries sets up that
meeting and we will discuss the various approaches that we will be taking
with respect to collecting the assessment so that coverage will be complete
throughout the fishing industry.

Mr. Speaker, I wanted to make that quite
clear because maybe some people dc not know that the fishermen in this
Province are indeed covered by Workers Compensation.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. the member for Trinity -

Bay de Verde.
MR. F. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, I do not seem to have a

copy of the minister's statement.

MR. DINN: (Inaudible}.
MR. F. RCWE: You did net have a copy?

Well, obviously, Mr. Speaker, it is a

vervy commlex situation that the minister is speaking about, involving the

207



March 7, 1980 Tape 121 EC - 2

MR. F. ROWE: union, the federal government and the
provincial government, the fishermen and that sort of thing.

The minister has made a very serious
charge here this morning in the House of Assembly in accusing the
Fishermen's Union of advising the fishermen of this Province to break
the law, and I hope that there is some way that this can be sattled
between the minpister and the Fishermen's Union because if these series
of confrontations continue to exist we are not going to solve any problems
whatsoever. and the only ones who are going to lose in this whole situation,
of course, are the fishermen thamselves.

I might add as well, if this matter is
as complex as it appears to be, I would assume that something would be
contained in the Fishermen's Handbook or some informational book that
would help a fisherman in this particular instance. I do not know if one
is to be published this year or not. I know there have been Fishermen's
Eandbooks published in the past and I would hope that such information

would be contained therein so that there would be no doubt whatseever
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MR, F, ROWE: where the fishermen stand with
respect to the law not with respect to how the union feels or how
a certain political party feels or even a company feels but how
the fishermen stand with respect to the law of the land. I would
hope that these factors will be taken into consideration when
the minister goes into his deliberations with the Newfoundland

Fishermen, Food and Allied Workers Union.

MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) : The hon. Minister of Lands and
Forests.
MR. C. POWER: Mr. Speaker, I would like to

take a moment to answer some questions asked by the member for
Windsor - Buchans {Mr. G. Flight) in relationr to a mention
in the Auditor General's Report related to the Department of
Finance and ;he Forest Land (Management and Taxatien) Act.

A statement by the hon.
Minister of Pinance (Dr. Collins) has earlier answered
some of these questions. I would like to address some of the
forestry aspects of these questions. My answers will not be
in the same order as the questions were asked by the member. This is ro
facilitate an understanding of the issue as it relates to the
Forest Land (Management and Taxation) act.

First of all, I would like to
describe the procedure of taxation. All forest lands 300 acres
and more are subject to the Forest Land (Management and Taxation)
Act, 1974. The land holders are required to submit a Management
Plan to the Minister of Forest Resources and Lands and apply for
a Certificate of Managed Land Status. The minister declares the
land either managed or unmanaged according to the content of the
plan submitted. A Certificate of Managed Land is issued with the
consent of the Lieutenant-Governcr in Council if the minister
declares the land managed. The landholders are also required to
report compliance with the plan ecach vear. The Certificate can

be amended or cancelled depending on the performance of the
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MR. C. POWER: landhoiders. There is an appeal
mechanism under this act.

The Minister of Forest Resources
and Lands then informs the Tax Assessor of the Department of Finance
about the Managed Land Status of the landholders. Independent of

the actions by the Department of Forest Resources and Lands, all

landholders -
MR. S. NEARY: A point of order, Mr, Speaker.
MR. SPEAKFR (Simms) : Order, please! On a point of

order , the hon. member for LaPoile.

MR. S. NEARY: I do not wish to interrupt the
hon. gentleman, Sir, but if I understocd the hon. gentleman
correctly in the beginning he said that he was answering some
questions that were asked by the member from Buchans (Mr. G.
Flight). Now there is a time and place to answer questions, Mr.
Speaker., Just for the sake of keeping the record straight, the
hon. gentleman obviously is not making a ministerial statement,
he is answering questions and he should wait for the appropriate
time on the Order Paper to answer these questions.

MR. SPEAKER: To the point of order, the

hon. President of the Council.

MR. W. MARSHALL: Mr., Speaker, that is not a walid
point of order. The proceedings of this House start off with
ministerial statements. A member of the ministry may make a
statement on a toplc of interest and the fact that the matter of
interest may have first csmenated from a question that had been

posed by another member opposite is completely irrevelant.
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MR. W. MARSHAILL: Now, the hon. gentleman has the right to make
the statement uninterrupted, = a, member on the opposite side has the

right to comment and if other members wish to ask questions, this party

nas provided a Question Period to this House so that they can be asked.

MR. D. JAMIESON : On the point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : Is there another point of oxder?

MR. D. JAMIESON: On the hon. gentleman's point of order.
MR. SPEAKER: On the point of order, the hon. the

Leader of the Opposition.

MR. D. JAMIESON: I do not believe that anyone - and
particularly, as the member for LaPoile (Mr. Neary) has said, he had no
wish to interrupt the hon. member.

We have had a series of statements,
none of which we have argued with or complained about because they are
quite accurate and quite appropriate, in which Ministerial Statements
have been made relevant to the Auditor General's report. It may have
been an unfortunate phrasing which the hon. member used, but in starting
nis comments this morning, he said that he was in fact answering questions
raised by the member for Windsor - Buchans (Mr. G. Flight). I suggest
that in those circumstances,it may be a fine point, but it is an
appropriate one and I think that if we are geing to abide by the rules
then we should do so. But having said that, I am sure the member for
LaPoile and myself would both agree that in effect we are hearing vet
another statement with regard to the Auditor General and it is quite
appropriate to proceed. But at the same time, with raspect to Your Honour,
I suggest that the preamble to the statement pu%t it in the category of
Answers +to Questions from members.

MR. SPEAKER: With respect to the pecint of crder,

it is probably not very clear at this point in time exactly what the hon.
minister is intending to do - as far as hon. members to my

right are concerned, It is my understanding at least, that the aon.
minister was making a Ministerial Statement but in his preamcle indicated

that in making the Ministerial Statement, he would be referring to some
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MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : of the questions asked yesterday by

the hen. the member for Windsor - Buchans (Mr. G. Flight). So in that
respect, I would ask the hon. minister to continue with his Ministerial
Statement.

MR. C. POWER: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Using the information
currently supplied by the Department of Lands and Forests, the tax
assessor issues tax assessment notices and takes necessary steps for
collecting the taxes. I will not go into detail on the vrocedures used
by the tax assessor because that is under the jurisdiction of the
Department of Finance and my colleague, the hon. the Minister of Finance
(Dr. J. Collins), has already answered these questions.

All landholders of forest land had
the opportunity of submitting Management Plans and applying for certificates
of Managed Land Status since the proclamaticn of the Forest Land Act.
Initially, only pulp and paper companies availed of this opportunity.

Most of the small landholders =hose to remain silent.

Since the Province of Newfoundland dees
not have a compulsory registration system for lancholders, it is extreﬁely
difficult to identify individuals and organizations holding relativelv small
areas of land but still more than 300 acres. In the absence of any available
legal mechanisms to identify the landholders, the department has struggled
through various means to compile a list of known lancholders which was
supplied to the Department of Finance and has teen reported upon by the

Auditor General.

212



March 7, 1980 Tape No. 194 NM - 1

MR. POWER: The Jdepartment is continuing to identify
additional landholders within legal means, but,as pointed out above,
it is extremely difficult. However, I will also inform this
hon. House that my department in consultation with the Department
of Justice is presently reveiwing inadequacies of our land
registration system with a view of recommending future improvements
which in future would facilitate identification of landholders.

In light of the above descripticn,
Mr. Speaker, the department is unable to confirm whether all the land-
holders of more than 300 acres have been identified or not. The
landholders which were identified last year are subject to tax for
each year since 1975. It is my understanding that the Department of
Finance will take necessary steps to collect any arrears. The
orovisions of the act are not for a specific period of twe years or
five years as suggested by the hon. member, These provisions applied
each year are independent.

A question was raised also as it relates
to the report on whether the two pulp and paper companies were
exempted from tax and whether the Forést Management as practiced by
these two companies is perfect. The pulp and paper companies are
not exempt from any provision of the Forest Land Act. In fact,
they are the first ané foremost to come under the scrutinv of the
department for applicatiocn of this act. The two companies have been
paving taxes since 1975. The Auditor General has acknowledged
payments of $805,062 by these companies last year. I would like to
bring to the attention of this hon. House that the devartment has
required the companies to submit Management Plans each Year since
the proclamation of this act. These plans were scrutinized by the
department and found to have met at least the minimum standards of
management necessary tc have these lands deemed and declared
managed. My department is now vigorously pursuing to enforce more
stringent timber utilization and standards which should result to

better achieve the provincial objectives.
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MR. POWER: I would like to state for the information of
this hon. House that as a result of this department's insistence

on better utilization and adherence of better management practices,
Bowater Newfoundland Limited has decided to relinquish its control

over 1.5 million acres in the Bay d'Espoir area permanently

and almost one-half million acres of .it for at least a period of twenty
years on the Northern Peninsula which is likely to be made a

permanent or semi-permanent arrangement. I will be announcing the
details of the reversion of these company held lands to the Crown

in the next few weeks.

I trust this statement will clarify the
points raised by the Auditor General and the questions. And also,
Mr. Speaker, I would like to identify the eleven holders of land
in excess of 300 acres that have already been determined by our
department. We have Ramsey and William Smallwoocd, who control

2,783 acres;

&%-HOMN. MEMBLR: Shocking. Absolutely shocking.
MR. POCWER: - William Pritchett - 2,022 acres; Jim.Thoms -

332 acres; Lewellyn Reid - 471 acres; Mark Goose and Sons Limited -
1,561 acres; Cyril Garland - 904 acres; Intermational Grenfell
Association - 2,447 acres; A Mr. Martin who has 876 acres; the

New York, Newfoundland and London Telegraph Company which has in excess
of 15,000 acres; and Marie E. Greene who has 418 acres; and the

Royal Trust Company, Administrator of the estate of Charles Fox

Bennett - 1,140 acres.

Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
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MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. member for Windsor-
Buchans.

MR. FLIGHT: Mr. Speaker, this is an unbelievable
Ministerial Statement, unbelievable. This statement is an

admission, Mr. Speaker, that after having a land act proclaimed,
a jhand Management_Act proclaimed for six ye‘az-'s. since 1974. the
Department of Forestry and the Department of Finance have

been unable to administer that act any more than if it had

never been proclaimed. One has got to listen to what is said

in the statement, Mr. Speaker. “In light of the above discription
the department is unable to confirm whether all iandholders

af more than 300 acres have been identified or not'!' After six
years, Mr. Speaker, having having a vang ““anagement Tax Act ﬁraclaimed
for six years-the purpose being for that act in the first place

was to guarantee good land forest management or to realize

revenue - the minister has now got to stand up and tel: this

House that after six years they have not ‘been identified. Now

Mr. Speaker, everybody will remember the previous Minister

of Forestry last year identified one,-;h;t he believed was in

his interest, identified one of these land owners in sxcess

of 300 acres. And we know what he did with it , Mr. Speaker.

He played politics with it for six weeks but in the process

it suddenly becomes clear that that was the only one he knew

about and probably the onlv one he caraed about.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. SPEAKER: Order, please!
MR. FLIGHT: That kind of performance, Mr.

Speaker, that the minister has just admitted is an admission
of inefficiency and ineptness in the Department of Forestry
and the blame must be laid right at the feet of the minister
and his predecessors.
Now, Mr. Speaker, this is a fairly

long statement. He talks about arrears. After five years, Mr.
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MB., FTLIGET: Speaker, after six years non-
collection of arrears,the Minister of Finance (py, Collins)

saysf Ttis my understanding that the Department of Finance

will take the necessary steps to collect any arrsars' After

six years he will take the necessary steps. Why were the

steps not taken last year and the year before and the year
before? Mr. Speaker, he goes on - here is the damning admission,
Mr. Speaker, in this statement- he goes on to say,

talking about the paper companies,'in fact that they are the
first and foremost to come under the scrutinv of this
department for application of the act,The two companies

nave been payving taxes since 1975." Now note this, members of
the hon. House. "The Auditor General has acknowledged payments
of $805,000 by thes=s companies last vear.'" That means, Mr.
Speaker,that fpere agéthe only two companies in this Province,
because that is the figure indicated by the Auditor General
that this department collected last vear. So that admission
means that the only peaple,.the only companies'in this
Province who hold land in access of 300 acreas that paid

the Land Management Tax Act last year weras the paper companiss.
What about the thirteen the minister just named? What are

we doing about it? The only two companies that lived up to

the act and
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MR. G. FLIGHT: .
met their obligations under the act that is not in arrears that is not
depriving the government of the revenue that that act was oproclaimed
to realize is Price and Bowaters. What is the Minister of Finance go-
inmg to do about that. I 'hope he gives
those people as hard a time as he is going to give the buyers of the

prefabricated homes that d4id not pay their taxes.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh!

MR. G. FLIGHT: Now, Mr. Speaker, one more point,
one last point on this. Now the minister says, "Oh, the poor Minister

of Forestry who has got to deal with those two paper companies,

[ un
Drice and Bowaters." He said These Plans+ Bowater's and Price's

plans-were scrutinized by the department and found to have met at least the

minimum standards of management necessary to have these lands deemed

n
managed, I presume he means deemed managed and therefore deemed nct to

be subject to the tax. Well, the minister should not talk about in

his statement scrutinizing the plans of these two companies. We know

what the plans of chese two comparies have been for over fifty vears.
He should be talking about sending his people in. tiever mind the plans

they submit. They are like any other ccmpanies. They submit what oplans

are in their better interest and what they think thev can get away with.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear!
MR. G. FLIGHT: We should be sending in, we should te

sending the people from the department into the woods and looking at
what _is going on and see if what they are actually doing és indeed com-
vared to what they are actually saying. and I am afraid the minister
will get a rude awakening. Now, Mr. Speaker, the last point I want to
make on this statement, this unreal,this unbelievable statement: Six
year$ and the wminister has got to stand up and tell this House that his
predecessors have been Zeing nothing for six vears. The ceneral

public has known it anyway. Now, he has got to admit it publicly.
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MR. G. FLIGHT: Now, Mr. Speaker, he indicates that
Bowaters is going to pass back

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : Order, please! 1f I might call

attention to the procedure for responses on ministerial statements: Aside
from the fact that the member responding is entitled to ask explan-
ations and make a few remarks and no debate is allowed, there is also
the practice of the hon. House that the member responding to a state-
ment may use approximately half the time used by the minister in pre-
senting his statement ,and according to my calculations I believe the
member has approached that point in time. If he is prepared to clue
up in a matter of a few seconds, I will allow him to clue up.

MR. G. FLIGHT: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. I cannot
concur whether I have used half the time or not,Mr. Speaker, but I
have appreached the end of theretort, and I will just say to the
minister that I read here that Bowaters has relinguished control of
at least 1.5 million and will relinquis@ control of half a million.
Now, that could be for one of two reasons, Mr. Speaker; it coulid be
for the purpose of avoiding the tax that would ke zprlied under the
Land Management 2Act and it would be interesting for the minister to
send his people in on those when they are turned back and see what
state of forest panagement that those 2,000,000 acres were sub-
ject to tnis past fifty vears. And, Mr. Speaker, I would also be in-
teresteé in cthe terms and concitions that those lands were turned kack
to the province undex and Twill bring that up later in the
session, Mr. Sceaker. Thank you.

SOME HON, MEMBERS: Hear, hear!.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : Crder, please. If I mav, before I

recognize the hon. the Minister of Education,further to clarify the
point of order raised ty the hon. Member for LaPoile(S. Yeary)during
the last few roments, %here is provision in
our own Standing Orders; Standing Order 31.(a) which in part says, near
the end, "provided also that the Minister to whom a guestion is dir-

ected may take such oral questicn as notice to be answered orally at a
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MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : later sitting, but where any such res~-

erved question reguires as its answers a lengthy statement, such
staterent ghall be given under the ordinary daily routine proceed-
ing ‘'Statements by Ministers!" So there is provision there.

The hon. the Minister of Education.

MS. L. VERGE: Mrx, Speaker, I would like to comment

on and provide further clarification for the hon. members of this

House on items contained in the Auditor General's Report for the

fiscal year end  the 3lst of March, 1979 relating to my department.

In his report, the Auditor General identifies three areas concerning

my department which, in his opinion, should be brought to the attention

of this House. They are:-

(1 Accounts Receivable - Pupil/Teacher indentures:

(11) Grant to native schools made without legislative
approval and otherwise irreqular;

(111) Failure to submit post-secondary education final pro-
vihcial returns promptly.

On the first item , the pupil /teacher indentures, I would like to

explain to the hon. members that in the 1930's and 40's,
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ME. L. VERGE: when there was a critical short-
age of gualified teachers in ths Province,a programme was
introduced to encourage students to enter the teaching pro-
fession,I would not be surprised if some members of this

hon. House participated in this programme and therefore are
totally familiar with it. The programme consisted of the
provision by government of financial assistance te students

in return for a Commitment ip the form of a signed indenture
to pay back grants received by teaching one year for each $400
received. Indentures entered into prior to 1971 stated that
upon graduation from university the pupil/teacher '‘shall make
all reasonable endeavours to obtain employment in an educational
institution receiving fimancial aid from the Province of
Newfoundland.' The indenture further stated that in case the
pupil/teacher failed to perform any of the cowenants contained
therein,then the grant must be re-paid to the Minister of
Education. It is important to note Ehat the indenture did

not stipulate that the pupil/teacher had to obtain emplov-

ment in an educational institution within a specific
period of time after graduation. The wording of the indenture
created two problems as far as collection i1s concerned. First,

a student can maintain that he or she made a reasonable
endeavour to obtain employment in an educational institution
but was unsuccessful and therefore fulfilled the conditions of
the indenture. And two, even though a puril/teacher has
graduated fxyom university for ten or fifteen years,when
pressured by the derartment to collect amounts owing he or

she can reply that it is his or her intention to enter the
teaching profession and because of the ambiguity of the
indenture the department cannot legally insist that the

amount outstanding be paid.
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MS. L. VERGE: This is a problem the depart-
ment is faced with in attempting to cellect indentures
entered into prior to 1972. Our collection efforts have been
severely hampered due to the ambiguous terms of the pupil/
teacher indenture that was being used.

The department has provided an
allowance for doubtful accounts representing the full amount
of the outstanding pupil/teacher indentures entared into
before 1962. Our assets statement is, therefore, not over-
stated. We hesitate, however, to request Treasury 3oard
approval to write off such a large amount even though
collection may be doubtful.

In 1972, the indeanture form
was reworded to state that 'a pupil/teacher will, not later
than two years after termination of his or her studies,
enter a contract of service relaing to teaching and failing
to tomply with this regulation, the pupil/teacher must
repay the grant to the minister. Collection of indentures
since this revision in 1972 has not been a problem and these
accounts are up to date.

The second item, 'A grant

for native schools made without lecislatiwe approworiation and

otherwise irregular. The Auditor General states in his

report that a payment of $50,000 was made to a schcel board

without legislative appropriation and was otherwise irregular.
After conferring with officials

in my department,I am satisfied that the payment referred to

was a proper charge against vote 615-03-01'@rants for

Eskimo and Indian education.' VMonies contained in this vote

are approved by a federal/provincial committee, a joint

committee established to administer grants to native schaols.
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MS. L. VERGE: The grant approved and provided
for in the 1978/79 Budget for the payment to the school
board in question was $267,900. This amount included the
expenditure being disputed by the Auditor General, The
actual payment to the board in 1278/79 was $260,045.07,
wnich again included the $50,000 amount. It is therefore
clear that the total approved by the House was not
exceeded and that the expenditure was proverly accounted
for. The other aspect questioned by the Auditor

General was that the payment represented a capital
expenditure which was paid out of current account. OCn

this guestion my department was advised by
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MS VERGE: the school board that the payment
covered improvements to a two room school at Davis Inlet to make it
compatible with a new extension which consisted of four additional
classrooms and a gymnasium. The actual work consisted of repairs to
floors, walls and the heating system, work which could be considered
either current or capital, and because the expenditure was part of the
approved $267,900, the department deemed it proper that it be paid out
of current accounts.

The school board has been asked to
provide the details of this expenditure to the Auditor General's
Department.

And the third and last item is

Failure to submit post-secondary education and final orovincial returas

promptly. The department agrees with the provincial auditors that there
has been undue delay in the preparation of the final post-secondary
educational provincial return for 1976 - 1977, and I will ensure that
the return i; completed within the next few weeks.

I understand that most of the information
with respect to this claim has already been audited by the Auditor General
but that one institution is having some difficulty in preparing its return
for aundit.

I trust that these explanations are

satisfactory to hon. members.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. the member for Trinity -

3ay de Verde.
MR. F. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, in the absence of my
colleague the spokesman for Education, the member for Port au Port
(Mr. J. Hodder) who is presently slaving away in his district, I would
like to reply to the minister's statement.

First of all, Sir, in connection with
accounts receivable pupil/teacher indentures, we have a situation here

wnere the Auditor General had indicated to the government back in 1976
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MR. F. ROWE: that there was approximately
$750,000 for accounts receivable under the pupil/teacher loans some
four years ago, and it is only now that we are having a Ministerial
Statement or any indication from the minister that something is going
to be done about it, And it was done very subtly, Sir, by indicating
that all this came about as a result of agreements made prior to 1971
which, of course, is a very significant year.

I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that
if the Auditor General indicates in his report that the majority of
these accounts have been outstanding for ten years or longer, thereby
making their eventual collection very doubtful, I would recommend very

strongly to the minister that she consider writing these things off

totally.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. F. ROWE: Now, I would not want to be accused

of saying that I am advocating throwing away approximately $750,000.
I am not advoecating that the govermment throw that away. What I am
suggesting is that if, in the opinion of an aunditor, he is suggesting
that these collections are very doubtful because they are over ten vears
old that it is going to be more costly trying to collect them than the
revenue that would be received as a result of the expenditures trying to
get it to start off with.

S0 I would recommend to the minister,
unfortunately, and because this has been ignored for such a long periocd
of time, that it simply be written off entirely and take the professional
advice of the Auditor General in this particular matter.

Now, with respect, Sir, to the grant
to native schools made without legislative approval and otherwise irregular,
I am getting, guite frankly, Sir, sick and tired and nauseated by ministers
now getting up daily making confessions and coming out with statements,

=

'After conferring with my officials, I am satisfied,' - 'I' am satisfied.
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MR, F. ROWE: Sir, it is not the minister who
should be satisfied. Even if the minister has conferred with her
officials the fact of the matter, Sir, is the Auditor General's
job is to audit, sample the expenditures, the estimates of this
government by a sampling prﬁcess only and to indicate, as he has
in this case, that this expenditure was not approved by the House
of Assembly or the committees that have now been established
for it. In other words, the end does not justify the means in
this particular case. The fact of the matter is that still we
have had an expenditure that was not approved by a committee or
by this House and that is clearly against the law. It is not as
against the law as the point brought up by my colleagque from
LaPoile (Mr. Neary) the other day with respect to the convention
and the polls, that was misappropriation of funds.
MR, S. NEARY: If the Auditor General
would like (inaudible).
MR. F, ROWE: That is an entirely different
thing.
MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) Order, please!
MR. F. POWE: So I would suggest that instead
of trying to weasel ocut of these situations, that ministers
instead of saying, "Oh, I am satisfied,™ just accept the
responsibility that the money was spent for something that the
Heouse did not approve of in the- first place,

with respect to the last point,

Mr. Speaker, Failure to submit post-secondary educational final

provincial returns promptly, the minister, I will quote her

here, "The department agrees with the provincial auditor that
there has been undue delay in the preparation of the final
post-secondary educational provincial returns for 1976-77 and
I will ensure that the return is completed within the next few
weeks." Now, that is the kind of statement we like to hear

from ministers.
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MR. P, ROWE: "T will ensure that the return-is
completed within the next few weeks." And, 8ir, I can close off
by saying here that we will be relentless, of course, in our
attack if the minister, by the time the estimates do roll around
and the budget is brought down before the House, if in fact this
has not been completed within the next few weeks. But, may I

just make a recommendation; do not try to weasel out - the Auditor
General is a professional man, he gives advige to the govermment,
he puts out a report - accept the respansibility and let us not
have these long confessions here trying to weasel ocut or blame
the situation on somebody else.

SOME HON., MEMBERS: Hear, hear.

MR, SPEAKER (Simms) : No further statements.”

ORAL QUESTIONS

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the Leader of the Opposition.
MR. D. JAMIESON: Mr. Speaker, it has beeq s0 long

I almost forgot what I was going to ask.

I would like to direct a question
to the Minister of Finance (Dr. J. Collins). The minister has
made a couple of statements to the media and othexrwise with regard
to the date for bringing down the budget. Can he be more precise
now or can he give us some indication as to when the budget might

be presented?

MR. S. NEARY: Do not hold ycur breath, that is all.
MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Finance.
DR. J. COLLINS: Mr. Speaker, the officials of the

Treasury Board, the members of the Treaswry Board, officials in my
department and myself, we have been labouring, I think fruitfully
and rather manfully, over the last month or se. We are expecting
that we will be able to get the budget in shape this month or
early next month. We are aiming for this month. I can not be

more peeciss to the date. A number of things have to fall into place
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DR. J. COLLINS: before we will be in a position
to actually schedunle the actual days that remain to the bringing
down of the budget but things are proceeding pretty well according

to plan and we are hopaful it will be this month.

MR. D. JAMTESON: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPEAKER (Simms): A supplementary, the hon. the

Leader of the Opposition.
MR. D, JAMIESON: With regard to the things that
have to, as the Minister of Finance (Dr. J. Collins) said, "fall

into place®™, I hope that is not -

DR, J. COLLINS: That is just a phrase.
HR. D. JAMIESON: - a forecast of things to come.
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MR. JAMIESON: Are some of those related to negotiations with
the various federal departments with regard to potential expenditures
during the 1980-81 year or is the minister now in possession of,

and does he have most of the indications of what is necessary in

other words for him to formulate a reasonable forecast?

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. Minister of Finance.
DR. J. COLLINS: Mr. Speaker, throughout the year we are

in communication with the Department of Finance in Ottawa and we
have projections from them. These projections are updated all the
time. They get more precise as the year goes by. I think that we
will possibly get one further updating before the budget is likely
to come down,but even if we did not have that I think we are in
possession of sufficient facts from that point of view to go ahead.

That should not hold us up.

MR. JAMIESON: A final supplementary.
MR. SPEAKER: A final supplementary, the hon. Leader

of the Opposition.

MR. JAMIESON: I realize that it is - I will not say it

is simple but it is reasonably easy to get a forecast on statutory
items, things of that kind, What I wondered about was whether or

not, for instance, in the budget making process, and I do not diminish
the complexity of it, whether there was anything with regard

to,for example,DREE agreements or various other things of that

nature which might affect the minister's anticipations with regard

to levels of expenditure or employment, things of that kind] Are there

many things of that nature that are outstanding as of the present

time?
MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Finance.
DR. J. COLLINS: Mr., Speaker, there are a number of DREE

agreements outstanding at the present time. I am not myself, as

Minister of Finance, directly involved in the negotiations for those.
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DR. J. COLLINS: The more these negotiations are concluded,
the earlier they are concluded and the more precisely they are con-
cluded ,the better from our point of view. But I suspect that there
will be some of the negotiations still ongoing at the time the budget
will come down and we will put into the budget any conclusions of
negotiations that are with us at that time. But I do not think that

that again will affect the date of the bringing down of the budget.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. member for Trinity-Bay de Verde.
MR. F. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, I have a question for the

Minister of Fisheries arising out of his Ministerial Statement

dated March 3rd. First of all, Sir, could the minister indicate

to the House exactlvhow many - well,first of all he indicated that
there were sixty-seven loans approved in the amount of $1.9 millicn,
Therefore ,could the minister indicate how many applications have

been rejected ocutright and how many still remain for further
consideration for this fiscal year and what funds are readily available

for the consideration of these remaining applications?

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Fisheries.
MR. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker, I thank the hon. gentleman for

asking the question. I was intending to give the infcrmation in the
time slot today for answering oral questions, notice was given before.
The situaticn is, in the Fall of 1979 the government allocated to the
loan board the sum of $4.7 million. Now sixty-seven loans as were
announced last week in my Ministerial Statement, These came to

$1.9 million, That means we have now being processed applications up
to the wvalue until the end of March of $2.8 million.

I mention that the sixty-seven loans that
were announced were Zor twenty-two boats, new and used, part of the ongeoing
boat building prograrme. There are nine more boats that will be
contracted within the next number of days as a result of approved
applications in the forty-five to sixtv-five foot range,and the

remaining funds will be used to process applications and approve
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MR. MORGAN: applications and make loans for these
cases where there are applications for fishing gear and engines,

in other words hardship cases, up
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MR. MORGAN: until the end of this fiscal

year, until the new funds are allocated in next year's budget.

So these applications, the total on file in the [oan Boazd

as of the end of January, the total number is 925 applicatioms.
over the last few weeks 160 of thess have been screened and
gualified by means of making contact with the fishermen,
getting more information, etc., and these are the applications
being dealt with now. The Zfurther 785 remalining are now

being dealt withA. In other words,K we ars screening out the
hardship cases, the ones we know are important to get processed

as soon as possible to get the fishermen moving before the

commencement of the fishing season, to get these applications

orocessad now, as many as possible cut of the 763 remaining.
In pointing out the total number, that is the total number of
applications received,l want to emphasize that man¥y of these
will not gualify. They have to be screensd out and many of
these will not gualify for loans. That,I think,is Sbvious

to all concerned. All will not gualify. But the total number
of applications.?25; 160 processed the last few weeks and the
remaining amount of 785 being processed now. We will carrv on
with the interim funds and of course gpap the new funds come
on stream in the new budget. The negotiations with the banks
have been complated as of the last Zew days.

MR. F.ROWE: Ts this a Ministerial Statament

or zanswering qaestiéns?

MR. MORGAN: Well , ¥r. Speaker, if so desired

I can reply te ths guestions asked by the same hon. gentleman

two days ago and when the time -

MR.F.RCWE: Mr. Speaksr, the only reason I-
MR. SPEAXKER (SIMMS): The hon. member for Trinicy -
Bay de Verde. A supplementary cuestion.
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MR. F.ROWE: Yes, Mr. Speaker, 2 supplementary
guestion. The only reason I jumped in there was because the

minister had not answersd one of the guestions that I had
asked and was about to answer a guestion that I was going to

ask.

So if the minister would be
kind enough to indicate, since he has indicated now that
160 have gualified, 160 applications have gualifiad and
there are 763 remaining, could the minister indicates what
Zunding is available for these 160 applications that qualify
and the 785 that remain to be considered? And then he could
go ahead and answer the guestion, What is the status with
respect to the negotiations presumably ongoing with the
chartered banks to switch the funding process in a shared
sort of way between-.the chartered banks of this Province
and the Pisheries Loan Beard,and will the interest rate change

significantly if at all?

MR. FPLIGET: He cannot answer that.
MR. SPEAKER (Simms): The hon. Minister of Fisheries.
MR. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker, I am beginning to

think that the guesticns are longer than the answers.,

MR.F.ROWE: It is not worth a peint of
order.
MR.MORGAN: Well, Mr. Speaker, I am sure

that the fishermen down on the Great Northera Peninsula would
not like that kind of a comment from their MEA,because if
they do not want information to take +o the fishermen aad

the Zishermen's problems I will not give the information.

MR.ROBERTS: A point or order,
MR. SPEAKER (Simms): A point of order, the non. member

"

or the Strait ¢of Belle Isle.

332



March 7,1980 Tape No. 201 AH-3

MR.ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, I doubt if the
hon. gentleman knows where the Great Northern Peninsula is
given his track record,but I do think it is improper of
him , Sir, to cast _aspersions_  upon members or upon the
people of this Province. Accordingly I would direct that
the hen. gentleman be asked either to contain himself or,
if he cannot contain himself, to try and direct his answers
to the guestions which he is askad.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. SPEAKER (Simms): To the point of order, co the

President of the Council.

MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, not a point of

order but a point of explanation, and I would suggest, Mr.
Speaker, an inadequate point of explanation at that.

MR. SPEAKER: Mr. Speaker, I thank hon. members
for their contribution to the debate on the point of order,
but I do not believe there is a point of order. I have asked
tge hen. Minister of Fisheries (Mr.Morgan) if hé wishes to
continue to respond to the guestion to do so.

MR. MORGAN: I am sure, Mr. Speaker, that

the fishermen I talked to in White Bay last week would want
the information. I was down there last week talking to the
fishermen in the White Bay area,and the Great Northern
Peninsuia fishermen. Mr. Speaker, the information to be passed
on throuck_v the hon. gentleman who asked the guestion for

the sake of these fishermen in particular, that negotiations
with the chartered banks have been completed. We are now in
the process of drafting an agreement - when I say 'we', I mean
the government throught the Department of Justice=-to be signed in
the next number of days with the chartered banks and the
terms and conditions of that agreement have now been ratified

with the Fishermen's Union who speak on
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MR, J. MORGAN:
behalf of the fishermen in the Province. I have met with them and
discussed the guidelines cr requlations which will be included in the
agreement with the chartered banks and they have agreed with these terms
and conditions. And I will be announcing to the House of Assembly,
informing the House, sometime between now and the end of March at the
latest, before the next fiscal year, the details of that agreement and,
of course, tabling the agreement, if necessaryv, in the House of Assembly.

We are convinced it is a good thing
and to the benefit of all fishermen in the Province, and the report that
is now being compiled as well in connection with the review of the
operations of the Loan Board is ncw being done, is now being compiled
and as a rasult of that repcrt and its recommendations, I will then, as
the minister responsible for the Board, be establishing guidelines and
volicy directions under which the Board will operate in the future.

I want to stress one thing in connecticn

with the Board's operation, that the Board will have representation from

fishermen.
MR. S. NEARY: Hear, hear.
MR. J. MORGAN: It will not have the same fishermen who

served the last couple of years and whose term expired in July, 1979, bythe
way. It will not be necessarily the same fishermen, but what I am looking
at, Mr. Speaker, is having fishermen, maybe, from Bay de Verde area, for
example, for a six month period ~ or a fisherman - from parts of the
Northeast Coast for a further six month period, there always being
fishermen on the Board but never the same fishermen year-in and year-out.
And I think it will give the fishermen around the Province a better chance
to know the operations of the Board and the good things the Board will be

doing for the fishermen of the Province.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear!)
MR, F. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary.
MR. SPERKER (Simms) : A final supplementary, the hon. the

memper for Trinity - Bay de Verde.
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MR. F. ROWE: Sir, again the minister has
succeeded in not answering my original supplementary and I have in answer
a supplementary I was about to ask- So there is a pretty good system going
here.

Mr. Speaker, a further supplementary.
Would the minister accept a recommendation - I do not know if it has been
put to him by any of his officials or the union or the fishermen -

MR. G. FLIGHT: No, the hon. House Leader would not let him.

MR. F. ROWE: — I am about to put it to him now.

Would the minister accept the recommendation that for those fishermen who
could not Wait to have their applications approved - in other words, the
fishing season was coming down upon them, they needed engines for their
boats, etc. - who have gone ahead and borrowed privately through the banks
for fishing gear, and borrowed for the purpose of purchasing or building
boats or what have you, Will the mechanism be set up to transfer these
fishermen back into the Fisheries Board ~ chartered bank loanlarrangement
at the same interést that would be set up for these fishermen under the
newly formulated Fisheries Loan Board - chartered bank situation?

Because obviously, they are paying very high interest rates now and I would
like some indication from the minister of what these interest rates are
likely to be when the new set-up is initiated.

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

MR. J. MORGAN: Mr. Chairman, I hope that when I am
explaining this new policy to the fishermen, they will not be so complex

as the question that was asked a minute ago.Because it is nct really that
complex. But the guestion I think you are asking is whether or not loans
already processed by the chartered banks with the fishermen and charging,
of course, the regular bank interest rates to fishermen - whether or not
these loans can be also included under the new programme of the Loan Board
working in co-ordination with the chartered banks. That is one of the
points of negotiation and I would rather not give the information on the
results of our negotiation until I give all the details when I make a

Ministerial Statement on the final agreement reached,
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MR. F. ROWE: A further supplementary, Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : I already indicated a final supplementary,

but seeing nobody else standing, one further supplementary.

The hon. the member for Trinity -

Bay de Verde.
MR. F. ROWE: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.

Sir, I would like to get into something
that is probably not as serious but that has prcbably been very damaging
and embarrassing to certain individuals in this Province and, I think,
should be settled today.

So the fact of the matter is that a
year or so ago, I cannot pin down the exact date, a number of fishermen were
appointed to the Fisheries Loan Board. They were appointed and they
ipherited a mess, I think that is universally known. They were left in
the dark, 5ir, and they were by-passed in certain instances with respect to

the approval of certain applications.

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

MR. PLIGHT: No leadership by the minister.

MR, F. ROWE: Here we go now! Here we go!

MR. W, MBRSHALL: Mr. Speakaer, a point of order.

ME. SPEAXER: A point of order, the hon. the President

of the Council.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Ch, oh!
MR. SPEAKER: Order, please!
MR. W. MARSHALL: The purpose of the Question Period is to

ask questions, Mr. Speaker., I refer to Beauchesne, Page 129: "The purpose

of a question is to obtain information and not to supply it to the House."

(Sy
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MR. MARSHALL: And it says, "in making a question,
observations which might lead to debate cannot be regarded as
coming within the proper limits of a question." Now what

the hon. gentleman is doing is he is making certain statements
and political statements with respect to his impression of the

loan *nard and this is not the time.

MR. FLIGHT: This is the question period.
MR. MARSHALL: The hon. gentleman can make observations

with respect to the operation of the Board, if he wishes to, in
Throne Speech debates or budget debates, and there are plenty of
opportunity in this House, But in the Question Period, Mr. Speaker,
he is transgressing his -

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : To the point of order, the hon. member for

the strait of Belle Isle.

MR. ROBERTS: Thank you. If I might, Mr. SPeaker, my
learned friend has read the Beauchesne correctly but I do not think
he has applied it coéractly, or interpreted it properly in the facts
of this situation. All that my friend from Trinity - Bay de Verde
(Mr. F. Rowe) is doing is tryiﬁg to give the Minister of Fisheries
(Mr. Morgan) enough information. I must say it is a difficult task
to get to the point where the minister can give an intelligible
answer and surely it is parliamentary, Mr. Speaker, for a member in
asking a gquestion to supply simply enough information to try to
lead the minister tc a point where we can get a coherent and an
intelligible, if not a complete reply. Aand that is all that is
being done. Debating of the Loan Board, Sir; we would dearly love
to debate the Loan Board and as soon as the government has the
proper intestinal fortitutde to put the bills on the Order Paper

we will proceed with it, Sir, ves.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

S
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MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : To the point of order, then. The Standing

Orders, obviously,are quite clear as well with respect to asking
questions. Standing Order 31 (c), "In putting any oral qugstions,
no arqument or opinion is to be offered nor any facts stated except
so far as may be necessary to explain the same; and in answering
such question, the Minister is not to debate the matter to which
it refers." So a questicn must not give rise to debate. I would
suggest that maybe the hon. member is beginning to drift in that
area just a little bit and ask him to continue with his question.
MR. F. ROWE: Mr. Speaker, being the spokesman for
Fisheries I was hoping I would have been given some latitude for
drifting.

Mr. Speaker, let me just try to - I am
really trving to provide the minister with the information so that
he can,in fact,answer the question. There were a number of fishermen
appointed to the Fisheires Loan Boaxrd, They inherited a mess. Every-
body knows that. Everybody acknowledges that. They were left in the
dark but what is more serious, ,now we have legrned that they are
going to be replaced,or they have been replaced or fired uncerimoniously.
e do not know. The point is this, that while they were still members
of that Board they were blamed by the government for the mess the

Fisheries Loan Board was in. That is a fact.

MR. MARSHALL: A point of order.

MR. F. ROWE I ask the minister, is that a fact?

MR, SPEAKER: A point of order. Order, please!

MR. F. ROWE: Are the fishermen responsible for the mess?

MR. SPEAKER: A point of order, the hon. Prasident of the
Council.

MR. MARSHATLL: This takes on a little bit more serious

vein. I rose on a point of order and Your Honour in effect indicated

that the hon. gentleman was getting into the realm of debate and directed
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MR. MARSHALL: the hon. gentleman to put his question.
The hon. gentleman then gets on his feeg,after Your Honour has made
the ruling and proceeds in exactly the same vein as he did before.
Now. the orders of the House have to be upheld and Your Honour's
ruling has to be upheld and I would submit that the hon. gentleman
is not only just breaching the orders of the House but is

really in a breach of privilege of the House_;é;sisting in -

flagrant violation of Your Honour's ruling.

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

of Belle Isle.
MR. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, I must say that my learned
friend opposite has not only put the cart before the horse, he has

taken the cart further than the horse could ever carry it.

MR. JAMIESCN: He turned the horse around.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh!
MR. ROBERTS: My learned friend - well I will not say

that, that is probably not parliamentary.- I will let the théught

speak for itself. My learned friend and horses bring certain
analogies tc mind. I do say that my friend from Trinity - Bay de Verde
is.I do not think,asking an improper question, he is asking one that

I am sure the gentleman from St. John's East (Mr. Marshall) would just
as soon were not asked., But he is not going into debate, he is

simply supplying information to enable the question to be answered
properly. And as for the insinuation, or the statement, whatever it was,
that my friend from Trinity - Bay de Verde (Mr. F. Rowe) is breaching
the privileges of the House, that, Sir, I think,is most unwarranted

and I would reject that cut of hand, Sir.

MR. SPEAKER: Well, with respect to the point of order

I guess there is not much point in me repeating what I said about two
minutes ago but I think the same thing applies. I think the question

has now been asked so if the hon. Minister of Fisheries (Mr. Morgan) -
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MR. MORGAN: (Inaudible) gquestion.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : I beg vour pardon?

MR. MORGAN: The question (inaudible).

MR. NEARY: A point of order.

MR. SPERKER: I am sorry. The hon. Minister of Fisheries.
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MR. SPEAXER (Simms):

The guestion has not been asked I take it.

MR. J. MORGAN: The kind of cuestion that was

asked, Mr. sSpeaker (inaudilkle)

MR. SPEAKER: I would therefore have to direct
the hon. mamber for Trinity - Bay de Verde (Mr. Rowe) %o ask

his guescion.

MR. P. ROWE: That is precisely the point.
In view of the fact, Sir, that

these fishermen have now been removed or will be rotated

out of office under the cloud which they now fall will the

minister indicate to this House who or what area of the

Department of Fisheries is responsible for the mess that

the Fisheries Loan Board finds itself in at the present

time?
MR. SPEAXER: The hon. Minister of Fisheries.
MR, J. MORGANM: I!r. Speaker, last week a number of fisher-

men from Trinity - Bay de Verde wer2 in my ocffice, in fact,

"y

complimenting the Department of Fisheries for the loans they
had approved from the Loan Board -

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear.

MR. J. MORGAN: They did not see the Fisheries Loan

8oard in a mess, they were guite sleased that the government

spent 524 million on the Loan Board. this past vear.

SOME HOM. MEMBERS: Hear, hear.

MR. J. MORGAN: And, Mr. Speaker, to make the

answer zrief the fishermen who were on the Board in the sast,
their terms aexpired July 1979. I éid not know the fishermen
sersonally, I had a call from one of them a fsw davs ago ¥W0O
indicated he waa-;illinq to serve again on the Board. Ané I
told him, 'Sure, maybe some time in the future again vou

will serve oa the Z2egard’'. Thers has been nebcdyvy fired from
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MX. J. MORGAN: the Board from the fishermen's
level or fishermen's representatives on the Board. And I am
looking forward to having fishermen from dififerent parts of
the Province,as I mentioned earlier, sexve on the Boaxd and
do a good job for the Board &n the future.

MR. SPEAKER (Butt): New guestion, the hon. member

for Fogo.

MR. B. TULK: Mr. Speaker, the question is
for the Minister of Fisheries (Mr. Morgan) and it relates
to the Fisheries Loan Board and the company known as
Hamilton Sound Marin{ a shipyard in Noggin Cove. 2as the
minister is aware, but perhaps all members of the House are
not, the company ceased operations in Cctober with some
five or six bodts left unfinished and some $5,463 owing
to workers. I might addé that the owner is about to lose
everything that he possessés and the fishermen who ori-
ginally contracted for the beoats have been left for some
seven to nine months. The cost of the boats has goné

I understand, from $570,000 in the orxriginal contract to
$960,000 now and the difference has to be borne by the
Public Treasury. So I would ask the minister, on behalf
of the fishermen and the men who are owed funds from that

venture, what the current situation is with Hamilton Sound

Marine?
MR. SPEAKER. (Simms): The honr. Minister of Fisheries.
MR. J. MORGAN: well, Sir, Hamilton Sound Mzrine

Limited shipyard in Noggin Cove in Fogo district - the
unfortunate case there in that shipyard was not the fault of
the Loan Board or the fault of anybody else. The fault

I guess, was unfortunate on the basis that the bids made

by the shipyard on the boats to be built, a total of six,
they were maybe too low and in the Fall of 1979 the ship-

vard concerned found itself in financial difficulty
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MR. J. MORGAN: to the point that all work
ceased on these boats. A total of five were then under
construction in the shipyard. When it was brought to

my attention, when I took over the portfolio, I immediately
in finding the situation as it was, with five boats being
built and not knowing what waé going to happen to the
boats and how they were left sitting in a shipyard with

no work being done on them, I got working on the situation
and brought it to my colleagues in Cabinet. We agreed as

a government to arrange for the calling of tenders to
complete the construction of these five vessels that were
sitting there partially constructed in the Hamilton Sound
Marine Limited Shipyard. The tenders were c¢called and bids
raceived from, I think, a total of five shipyards in the
Province, the lowest bid coming from Burry's Marine in
Glovertown. Then a contract was awarded to Burry's Marine
in Glovertown to the value of §792,000, total value, to
complete the five vessels ;n the condition that Burry would
take the five vessels,; partially constructed, from the
Hamilton Sound Shipyard in Noggin Cove, transport them to
the shipyard in Glovertown and complete them there. Now,

that contract has been awarded and Burry
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MR. J. MORGAN: is now in the process
of carrying out the terms and conditions of his contract. The pro-
blem still remains with the financial difficulty of the shipyard at
Noggin Cove. I have met with the principals of the company on at
least four different occasions, four or five, and also including the
officials of the Department of Fisheries,and there is very little we
can do. It is a financial problem between the banks on one hand and
the shipyard as a company on the other, and our obligation, as a
department and a loan board was to make sure thé vessels were com-
pleted, under a contract awarded by the Loan Board for the fishermen.
So, the financial difficulty that
the shipyard is finding itself in, unfortunately, and I have gone
to the Department of Justice on this to check out ail the legalities
of it, that unfortunately we can not, we cannot do anything further
for Hamilton Sound Shipyard. It is a matter between their creditors
and the shipyard and the opinion from Justice is that we cannot do
anything further in the Department of Fisheries. Unfortunately, we

cannot do anything further.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : A supplementary, the hon. the member
from Fogo.
MR. B. TULK: Mr. Speaker, on that situation I am

under the impression that the minister, this Fall or this Winter, on a
fishermen's broadcast was quoted as saving that Hamilton Sound
Marine would indeed go back tc work. Now, whether that is the case or
not, I do not know. The truth of the matter is that the Fisheries Loan
Board knew that those contracts were below what that boat could be
built for, so I want the minister to get up and tell this Eouse, if,
indeed he feels that the Fisheries Loan Board mismanaged this sit-
uwation, which nas now cost the fishermen, perhaps, this Summer is fishing; nas
caused a situation =tere men are owed funds and cannot get thenm,
and if,indeed,the Fisheries Loan Bcard should in some way ke held re-
sponsible for that mess:

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

MR. J.MORGAN: I thoucht I made it guite clear that

LY
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MR. J. MORGAN: it is not a problem of the Fisheries
Loan Board. The shipyard bid on these vessels, they bid low, the off-
icials, the appraisers of the Loan Board told the shipyard that they
had bid low, but still the company was willing te accept the con-
tracts. They wanted to get the contracts so they took the five vessels.
In fact, they took six initially, but the five vessels that were left
there, they had these in their contract. They knew they had bid low
on the tenders. The Loan Board's appraisers told them their bid was
low in comparison to other shifiyards, but still the shipyard was will-
ing to accept the contracts. $So , based on that there was no further
responsibility on the Loan Board.

Now, unfortunately, the Loan Board
was correct in its advice to the shipyard not to take these contracts
on that kind of a bid, but they did and then in the Fall of '79 they .
found that the Loan Board was correct in its advice to ther.

Now, my comment the hon. gentieman re-
ferred t; was on the Fishermen's Ervadcast, and I said then that I was
hoping that the.matter of the financial difficulty of the shipyard could
be resolved so that again they could get involved in biddinag, sometime
down the road; in bidding on boats we are now calling tenders for, for
example, a twenty boat program.

But, there was no responsibility beyond
what was carried cut; the Loan Board giving opinions, giving advice. And
it was not the fault of the Loan Board that the tender had to be called
again, it was the fault of the shipyard in Nocggin Cove geing, I cannot say
bankrupt, because they have not really gone bankrupt, but they do Hawe a
serious financial difficulty.

MR. SFEAKER (Simms): We have time for one final supplement-

ary- The hon. the member from Fogo.
MR. B. TUILK: Mr. Speaker, the minister has admitted

that the Pisheries Loan Board knew that those contracts were too low.
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MR. B TULK: I ask him a question and I ask him
to address himself to the question of whether the Fisheries Loan Board
did indeed have to sign that contract. Did they have to sign any con-
tracts with Hamilton Sound Marine, and if his answer is

that they did not, would he then attempt to see that the situation is

clarified to the benefit of the fishermen and the workers?

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. the Minister of Fisheries
MR. J. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker,

I want to explain again in simple terms; the fact is that when tenders
were called a number of bids were reéeceived for these six vessels in-
itially. Hamilton Sound was the lowest of the bids received. WNow,
Hamilton Sound was told then,"Lock gentlemen, your bid is really low,
¥ou are bidding far below what we feel' yow can build these boats for.”
But it was Hamilton Sound who was persisteast and determined to get the
contract. They wanted to get that contract knowing, at the same time,
their bids were low in comparison with other bids from other shipyards.
So, the responsibility was with the shipyard in .saying no after getting
the opinion and advice from the Loan Board. The Loan Board, in dis-

cussing it in deteil -I understand that officials went
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MR. J. MORGAN:

down from the Loan Board at the time, to Noggin Cove,and they saw the
shipyard and saw what they were doing, got an appraisal of their
work crew, etc. and the equipment that they had there to work with
and again advised them that they felt the bids were low but
Hamilton Sound was determined and pressed forth to signing the

contract with them.

MR, SPEAKER: (Simms) Order, please!
MR. J. MORGAN: So it was their responsibility

at the time to say, no, they did not want the contract,
MR. SPEAKER: Order, please! Time for Oral

Questions has expired.

NOTICES OF MOTION

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Tourism,
Recreation and Culture.

MR. R. DAWE: ‘ Mr. Speaker, I give notice that
I will on tomorrow ask leave to introduce a bill entitled, "An

Act To Amend The Historic Objects, Sites.And Records Act, 1973",

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Fisheries.
MR. J. MORGAN : Mr. Speaker, I give notice that

I will on tomorrow ask leave to intreoduce a bill entitled, "An

Act To Amend The Fishing Industry Advisory Board Act, 1975".

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Education.
MS. L. VERGE: Mr. Speaker, I give notice that

I will on tomorrow ask leave to introduce a bill entitled, "An
Act To Amend The Memorial University Act”, and another bill

entitled, "An Act To Amend The Bay St. George Community College

Act™".
MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Health,
MR. W. HOUSE: Mr. Speaker, I give notice that

I will on tomorrow ask leave to introduce a bill entitled, "An

Act To Amend The Embalmers And Funeral Directors Act, 1975".
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MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. Minister of Consumer

Affairs and Environment.
MRS. H. NEWHOOK: Mr. Speaker, I give notice that
I will on tomorrow ask leave to introduce a bill entitled, "An

Act To Repeal The Income Tax Discounters Act”.

MR. H. YOUNG: We are going to embalm only the dead

now., Ask them if we can embalm the Opposition.

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. Minister of Justice.
MR. G. OTTENHEIMER: Mr. Speaker, I give notice that

I will on tomorrow ask leave to introduce a bill entitled, "An

Act To Amend The District Court Act, 1976".

ORDERS OF THE DAY

MR. SPEAKER: Order 1, Address in Reply.

The hon. member for St. John's West.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear.
MR. H. BARRETT: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I was concluding my remarks .

yesterday in reference to some of the difficulties being experienced
in my own district of St. John's West and in the city of St. John's
in particular and for a few moments I would like to continue in
that particular vein. And I think I would be remiss if I did not
take issue with some of the remarks that have recently been made
concerning conditions in this city which are causing difficulties
to our citizens because of the poor weather conditions.

I feel that I must speak out
in defence of the City Council on this issue. I do not feel that
they are deserving of the criticism mounted against them recently -
neither the elected officials nor the municipal workers. I commend
their efforts during these past weeks and feel they responded
admirably to the enormous burden placed upon manpower and machines
in dealing with this continuing snow problem. It is all well and
good, Mr. Speaker, to criticize, but just reflect for a moment on
the weather conditions that have affected us this past Winter.

Every part of this Province is having difficulty in responding.
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MR. H. BARRETT: This city has added comsiderably
to the number of streets to be maintained, to the number of
residents to be helped and is ,stzuggling with the increased
cengegtion that comes from a growing community., I feel the
administration and municipal employees of St. John's are as
capable and as competent as in any other city in Eastern, if not
indeed, in all of Canada,

I notige that the member for
Bonavista North (Mr. Stirling) has not been quick to support
the petition recently presented in this House by one of his
colleagues in criticism of the City of St. John's. He knows
the difficulties in municipal administration and has no doubt
the good sense and judgement not to be critical,especially when
one considers the present circumstances.

Additional services cost more money.
This city,as with others,is always in nee§ of additional revenue to
proviQe all of the services conti;;ally in demand. Unfortunately,
those who shout the loudest for servicerare not always ready to
accept increased taxes to pay for the additional wages, to pay for
the additional cost of new equipment, and to pay for the maintenance

of this equipment necessary to respond to these adverse conditions.
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MR. BARRETT: Mr. speaker, if I might,I would

like to return to the thrust of the Throne Speech debate and let me
also commend, in this regard,6 this government on its position

that has so forcefully been expressed as it relates to controls
over the Northern cod stock. This is truly an example of the
decisiveness and the lengths to which this government is

prepared to go in ensuring that the interests and the resources

of the people of this Prcvince are protected and developed

firstly for them.

AN HON. MEMBER: Hear, hear!

MR. BARRETT: This issue probably stands out
over all else as it singly affects more Newfoundlanders today
than any other issue. This government's awareness of this
has been strongly expressed in this Speech from the Throne,
and all of us,I am sure, will have no difficulty in supporting
this philosophy. Tangible evidence of government's attention
to this most important resource is very much in evidence
toéay. Great emphasis has been stressed in upgrading facilities,
in renewing, in replacing, and adding to the inshore fishing
fleet. and probably more important. this government has been
giving those Newfoundlanders angaged in the fishing industry
the respect for their profession and for themselves that

for so many years was lacking.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear:
MR. BARRETT: This government has brought on
this attitude, this self respect. This government is showing

the fishermen of this Province that theirs is an important
place in our society today, that they as individuals are
making a meaningful and substantial contribution to this
Preovince.

The other major thrust of the
speech deserving of comment would certainly be the intention
of this government to make every effort to recapture some of

the hydro power that is presently being funnelled off into

930



March 7,1980 Tape No. 207 AH-2

MR. BARRETT: Quebec for exXport, and as well

this government's intention to pursue every possible angle

to obtain a more equitable return on the sale of its hydro
power. Some of us may,and have, expressed great concern over
the way the Upper Churchill power contracts with Hydro Quebec were
originally drafted and this is probably an example of the
attitude of the government of that day in its approach towards
development of our natural resources. We must remember, however,
that economic conditions were much different then than they

are now. The rapid escalation that presently exists in costs
of goods and services was not nearly as high as it is today

and in all probability the agreement that was reached at

that time was the best that was available -

SOME HON.MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. BARRETT: - and thought by those making the
deal to be in Newfoundlands best interest . We must now strive,

however, to trv and correct the inequities that have resulted

which will enable us to have direct access to more of our own
resources and to receive a far more realistic return based

on today's values for that part of the resource not reguired

for our own provincial consumption.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. BARRETT: With those thoughts in mind let

me again reflect on matters relating to our offshore oil and

gas resources and ask you to compare this with the difficulties
this Province is now faced with because of the short-sightedness
or the inexperience or the lack of knowledge when the Upper
Churchill hydro project was First negotiated. How important

it is that we remember this now that we are confronted with
having to again take a stand on behalf of the Newfoundland
people, to again protect their -heritage and to make sure

that the people of this Province are the ones that benefit

most from this new found resource -

SCME HON MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
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MR. BARRETT: - and not, Mr. Speaker, the

people from other provinces of Canada or other parts of the

world in the first instance. Certainly the people of Mainland
Canada should receive benefits. The people of Mainland Canada
will receive benefits from offshore oil and gas off Newfoundland.
No one on this side of the House has ever suggested otherwise.
What we are saying is that we own this resource. We are saying"yo
way” to the Mainland Liberal policy on this issue. "No way"

to again subjecting ourselves to Ottawa handouts. Let us

raise one unified voice to Ottawa and to the Canadian people

at large that the ownership of this resource is not in question.

9352
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MR. BARRY: Right.
MR, BARRETT: -~ it is not in doubt, but it is a rightful

heritage of the people of this Province and the people of this
Province must be the chief beneficiaries of it. Now is the time
to stand up and be counted. Let us not try to shade the issues.
There is but one single issue at stake here and that is the owner-

ship of the offshore resource.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. BARRETT: Everything else is secondary.

ME. THOMS: Who wrote this (inaudible) speech?

MR. BARRETT: Controls come later. Development can come

later. Social impact evaluations can come later., Everything else

is secondary. What is paramount is what each of us must be prepared to
do to stand up and be counted. And there is no doubt in my mind that
we must be counted upon not to betray the trust or the confidence, or
the heritage of the people of this Province, but be counted upon to
say loudly and clearly, Mr. Speaker, that the ownership of the offshore

resources without question is the jurisdiction of this Province.

Thank you.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. SPERXER (Butt): The hon. member for the Strait of
Belle Isle.
ME. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, under the new rules which the

House adopted in the last session,and which I think by and large have
worked very, very well = I regret the member for St. John's West
(Mr. Barrett) is going to go because I will take just a second or two
to demolish his argument completely if he wants to stay for that
pleasure. But I suspect Since he did not understand his speech, he
might not understand my reply. But I wanted to say that I have only

half an hour, the same as any other member. Now that is both a benefit

TSR
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MR. ROBERTS: and a handicap. I think the experience

of this past session has shown that by and large the shorter the
speeches the better they are. And it is certainly true that

if one takes the time to prepare one can often say more effectively
in a shorter time than in a longer time. That is the benefit.

The handicap is gquite simply that I will be able to deal only with
a very few of the topics that arise out of the Throne Speech,and

T shall deal with those. But there are many others that I think
should be dealt with. Perhaps the answer to that is to put down
some amendments.

MR. MORGAN: Mr. Speaker. I am sorry, Mr. Speaker, but
I am having some trouble hearing the hon. gentleman speak today.
There is so much noise out here I cannot even hear what he is
saying.

MR. SPEAKER (Butt): A good point raised by the hon. gentleman,

I will ask the Sergeant-at-Arms to remove these people from the
corridors please and have them go to the common rooms.

The hon. member for the Strait of Belle Isle.
MR. ROBERTS: Well, Your Honour, I thank my friend from
Bonavista South (Mr. Morgan) and I thank Your Honour. T do not know
the answer tc the problem. I was about to mention that, As-I have
said pbefore, T am able to shout fairly loudly, as are most of us,
but it is a matter of regret that - and I guess we are all guilty of
it - I will just point out to you that one of the loud mouths outside
was apparently one of us, one of the fifty-two of us, and we are
all equally guiltv, but it really does make life a lot easier and
I thank my hon. friend for deing me the compliment which I have
done him on many occasicns, with profit and pleasure, of listening
to what I - or beginning to listen to what I say. He might not
agree with it but at least he will listen.

My. Speaker, there are many matters in the
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MR. ROBERTS: Throne Speech that I would like to speak ahout
even without getting into the guestions affecting my own constituency,
they will have to wait. There are many other matters that are not in
the Throne Speech which I think would be both relevant and useful in

a debate such as the Address in Reply, which after all, is sort of the
state of the Province debate, This and the debate on the budget are
the two set piece debates of any session, the two debates in which
members can address themselves to the concerns of the Province as

a whole. So I have got to select and of course I shall, but I intend
to deal only with some aspects, and thev are cnly some aspects,

of what is probably the single most impertant topic,in that it is both
timely and large, confronting us in this Province today, and that is
the question of offshere oil and gas, the whole spectrum.

Now my friend frem St. John's West (Mr. Barrett)
having read his spesch has left, and I do not say that in 2 critical
sense, that he read his speech. I am not suggesting he did anything
unpa.rliémanta.ry for having read his speech, which he may or may not
have sought advice in writing. If he did he got bad advice. I just
wanted to pick him up on the last sentence which T heard him utter which
I think after all,is the crucial one, and that is my hon. friend from

St. John's West, like toc manv people in this House, does not
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MR. E. ROBERTS: realize that ownership and
control are two entirely different ideas. Now, that does
not sound like a terribly radical thought nor is it. But

I would suggest, Mr. Speaker, that most, if not all, of
the hon. gentlemen and the hon. ladies opposite z2ither

do not understand that concept or are deliberately ig-
noring it. Let me try to make it clear that ownership
and control are not the same. There has been a great
deal of controversy or there was, I guess it is over

now, the last couple of months in thé city of St. John's
about a proposal put in by a development firm I think

it is called Scotia Developments Limited or something

of that nature. Mr. Harold Duffett was one of the prime
spokesman for the firm - the proposal put in by that
group to develop a business property, a commercial
property down on Duckworth ané Water Streets, that corner
in downtown St. John's. Now I am not aware of any
question as to who owns that property. I am

not going to give a legal opinion on the ownership but
let us assume Scotia Developments own its There has

never been any question of that, But, Mr. Speaker, they
do not control it and that was made glaringly obvious,

as it ought to have been, by the fact that it is St. John's
City Council who have the say 'ave' or'nay',6 and they
chose to say 'aye';, tc the proposal put forward by Scotia
Developments Limited.

Now, that is a stunning insight

either have never had that insight or if they hawe thev have
ignored it. Ownership is not control nor is control ownershio
and when we come to talk of offshere o0il and the offshcre
aydro carbens and what they will mean and what thev must

mean to the future of this Province let us never over-

=7
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MR. 2. ROBERTS: look that simple distinction.

Many hon. members opposite have, Even my learned friend
from St. John's East, (Mr. Marshall), a most competent
lawyer, a senior member of the Cabinet, the Government
House Leader,in his speech on Monday either was con-
fused himself or used words carelessly beeause he time
and time again used the word 'control' and the word
'ownership' as if they were synoayms for each other.

L
They are not. The St. Johmn's City Council controls

Property; yhat can be done with it within

the boundaries of its jurisdiction. The town of

Gander+ the member for Gander (Mrs. Newhook) served

with great distinction as mayor of that community

for many yvears - theitown of Gandeq thé council

controlled what was done with property in Gander I

knéw my friend will agree. But as far as I know the
council in Gander - I do not know what they do or

do not own but they certainly de not own all of the

town of Gander. And let us not put that aside;let us not -
I am sorry - forget that,let us realize that that is one of
the central facts.Because you see, I believe, as all of

us do on this side, that we in Newfoundland and Labrador

own the rights, we own the oil and the gas, never ever

said anything differsntly yoing back to the Smallwood

years -
AN HON, MEMRER: (Inaudible)
MR. E. ROBERTS: Oh, is that a bad name?

Esavens knows I nave had mvy rows with Mr. Smallwoocd.
Wa have antertained the enatire Prowvince on osccasicon

with our antics. But, HMr. So

m

akar, let as not speak
0f the verv great good the man and his adminiscra-

ticn 213, uavhe we do not agree with evervthine.

Sl
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YR. E. ROBERTS: That is fine. Although I

would say to the present Premier, who is making a:habit
out of bashing his predecessor/that in due course he
will be a past Premier, maybe quicker than he thinks,
perhaps quicker than he wants, and he should realize
the kind of precedent that is being set, Because we
are developing a great tradition in this Province
now that whenever a new administration comes into
office, not necessarily even a new party, all of the
sins that went before are blamed upon the leader of
that past administration. And I would say to the
hon. gentleman for Green Bay, the Premier of this
Province, that he too should be aware that his turn
will come and if this is the way it is going to be,
then that is the way it is going to be.

,But, Mr. Speaker, the
- Smallwood administration made it guite clear that
they maintained the claim to ownership. The claim
has never been compromised nor can it be. The Moores
gdministration écted kind of strangely on it, because
the real reason the reference never went ahead in the

Supreme Court
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MR. ROBERTS: was that the Moores Administration did

not push it. Whatever the reason, they would march right up to the
edge and it never was submitted to the court. And my understanding

is that it was never submitted because the government of the

Province never would take the decisive steps needed. I would have

no hesitation having that question submitted because I believe our

case is strong. But I do not think that is the relevant point. I

do not think the relevant point at this stage is ownership, I think
the relevant point at this stage lies with the gquestions of control
of jurisdiction and those are different, Sir, those are very different.

SOME HOM. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. ROBERTS: Mr. speaker, before I go much further I want
to very briefly say how surprised I was by the tenor and the tone of
the remarks made by the gentleman from St. John's East (Mr. Marshall),
the Government House Leader on Monday. I did not hear all of his speech,
I do not regret fhat,having read it this morning. I do not regret that
I did nét hear it, but I do ;ant to say that I was surprised he took
the low road which I had not expected of him. Quite candidly I nad
expected better from the hon. gentleman and I had certainly expected
better from a leading figure of the administration. I will touch
upon one or two of the points he made in the course of what I have to
say, but I do want to say that overall I think his speech was a

distinct disservice to this House and this Province and I regret that.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. ROBERTS: I do not mind debate. I have been known, I
think Your Honour will agree, to mix it up in debate happily and that
is part of the function of this House, perhaps the most important part.
We are here to talk, we are a parliament and my learned friend from-

St. John's Morth (Mr. J. Carter) is it?

MR.T.B.ROWE: John Carter?
MR. ROBERTS: Yes, so ne is not learned in the law,but he

igs learned in other things, a most intelligent man. He does not always
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MR. ROBERTS: use it but a most intelligent man, pe would
be the very first to agree that parliamgnt if from the French

‘parler; to talk. This is a talking body to debate, but I think

the kind of speech made by the gentleman from St. John's East

(Mr. Marskhall) really was a distinct disservice and T will leave

it by simply saying I was surprised that he lowered himself to

that level and I would hope that we will not see a repetition. I

do not care if he wants to argue with the kinds of positions which

we on this side put forward, chat , Sir, is what it is all about.

But I think the tone and the tenor of what the gentleman from

St. John's East (Mr. Marshall) said was beneath him -

MR. FLIGHT: It . showed a basic fault of his.
MR, ROBERTS: - beneath him, Sir, and it ought to be

beneath any member of this House.

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from St. John's
East (Mr. Marshall) made a great deal about the extention of boundaries,
and there are numerous references in his speech about the fact that
boundaries can be extended and somehow that will - that is the open
sesame, that is the slicing of the Gordian knot oa the offshore oil and
gas issue.

Let me read just one paragraph, it was found
on.page 157 of the Hansard Report of that day, and I will read the
entire paragraph as it was reported in Hansard, the gentleman from
St. John's Bast (Mr. Marshall) speaking.

"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 say it is impdssible for the two parties, that
is the twe govermments, the Federal Government and the Provincial
Government, to agree lrrespective 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," the hon. gentleman being

my friend, the Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Jamieson), "and attempts
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MR. ROBERTS: to give the impression, and I beliewve 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 issme."

and then my hon. friend goes on to talk
about boundaries, and he makes it quite clear that in his opinion
the extension of the boundaries of the Province, using the procedure
set forth in the 1870 British North America Act amendment, will
somehow take care of the ownership issue.

Now, I want to say simply, Sir, that of all

the false specicus doctrines I have ever heaxd advanced, that is

the falsest, most specious, and least correct. It is not worth a

jot or a tittle in law.

Mr.J.CARTER: Why not?
MR. ROBERTS: Why not? A good question; let me supply the

answer. The extension of the boundaries of the

561
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MR. E. ROBERTS: Province does not give the Province
any ownership rights.

Consider, for example, if this House
or the government by Order in Council were to extend the boundaries
of the city of St. John's, which they may do as I understand the act,
at any time by Order in Council, would my hon. friend from St. John's
North(J.Carter) then think that the St. John's city council, a body
corporate by virtue of a statute of this Province, is vested with the
ownership of the Dew Drop Inn in Topsail. No, of course it is not.
DR. J. COLLINS: The city is vested with the ownership
of the jurisdiction then.

MR. E. ROBERTS: Ah, now the gentleman, the Minister
of Finance has just finally understood. The ownership, the ownership

of jurisdiction.

DR. J. COLLINS: Do you understand it?
MR. E. ROBERTS: My hon. friend may be a good pediat-

rician but he is a terrible lawyer.

DR. J.COLLINS: Well, there may be others in this
House who are texrible lawyers too.

MR. E. ROBERTS: ~terrible lawyer. You should go back
to treating children, Sir, and not acting like a child.

DR. J. COLLINS: There might be others in this House
who are terrible lawyers also.

MR. E. ROBERTS: Let me say to the Minister of Finance,
that ownership,of jurisdiction is a meaningless phrase. The ownership
of property carries with it certain rights, so does the jurisdietion
to say what is to be done with that property, and they are different

issues and I shall deal with each one. I, first of all

DR. CCLLINS: Meaningful.
MR. E. ROBERTS: Yes the words ownership of jurisdiction,

they ray mean something to the hon. member but that, Sir, does not mean
they are meaningful to anyone else.

I would simply say, Mr. Speaker, that
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MR. E. ROBERTS: extending the boundaries of this Pro-
vince does not give us any ownership rights. Furthermore, and I will
come back to the federal precedents because my learned friend from St.
John's East (W. Marshall) dealt only with selected statutes, we look
at what has been done in Canada, we lock at what has been done, not
what a specious legal argument suggests ought to be done.

The ownership, I believe, is ours now
and I would have no hesitation in putting our case to the courts. And
I will deal, in a minute, with the need for some certain and definite
resolution of it.

But, Mr. Speaker, let me deal with the

boundary issues first. Extendinq the b&ﬁndary of this Province, extend-
ing the boundari;s of a province is possible under the terms of the
1870 British North America Act Ammendment and I will not weary Your
Honor and the House by reading all of it - I am sorry, the 1871. It
is 34, 35 victoria, Chapter 28, whould Your Honor wish t7 leok it up,
and the original copy of it will be found in the Victoria Tower in the
House of Lords end of the Westminster Palace Building in London, should
Your Honor wish to nip across the pond to have a lock at it. And it says
that Parliament of Canada may from time to time establish new provinces,
and that is Section 2, and Section 3 is, "The Parliament of Canada may,
from time to time, with the consent of the Lesislature of any province
of the said Dominion, increase, diminish or otherwise alter the limits
of such province upon such terms or conditiens as may be agreed to by
the said Legislature, da-da, da-da, da-da."

But, Sir, and that power has been used.
The creation of the Provinces of Manitoba - not Manitoka, I am sorry -
Saskatchewan, Alberta, the extension of the Northern boundaries of Ont-
ario and Quebec in 1912, those are examples of that. Mr. Speaker, there
is nothing in that that enables the Parliament of Canada to extend the
toundaries of Canada by agreement with a province. Does Canada own -
how far out do the boundaries of Canada go? We claim a twelve-mile
territorial sea, that is all that Canada claims. We have a 200-mile

economic zone in which we control the fisheries. I believe we
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MR. E. ROBERTS: maintain a claim and we ought to,
and I think it is a just one, to the continental shelf, to the margin

of the shelf for the sub-sea regources, which would include oil and

hydrocarbons.
AN. VO, “EMBER: What about the Hamilton Bank?
MR. E. ROBERTS: Well, the Hamilton Bank is part of the

continental shelf. It is a hundred metre line, roughly - I am sorry-
two hundred metres, roughly one hundred fathoms, roughly six hundred
feet, but it is the two hundred metres, that is considered to be the
verge of the continental shelf.

But, Sir, even if we, as Canada,
own that, for the Parliament of Canada to divide it up will require

the

o6



March 7, 1980 Tape 212 EC -1

MR. E. ROBERTS: consent of all the
provinces involved in it at the very least. And there has never been
an exercise of that power conferred by the 1871 British North America
Act, other than with the mutual consent of all the provinces involved,
which means in the case of the offshore boundaries of this Province,
at the very least the five eastern provinces of Canada.

Mr. Speaker, let me take it a step
further, because that argument, while it is sound, while it answers
the hon. gentleman's point completely, is rather irrelevant. Because
the transfer of the cwnership of natural resources has never been
equated with the boundaries of the Province. And I would refer hon.
gentlemen to a little light reading, to the precedents in Canada,
the Alberta Natural Rescurces Act, the Manitoba Natural Resources Act,
the Saskatchewan Natural Resources Act, which are the legislative
enactments by means of which the three Western provinces - the three
Prairie Provinces, not British Columbia - got title to their natural
resources. And without going into them in any detail, I would simply
poiht out that those acts were enacted by the Parliament of Canada ;nd
by the Legislatures of the provincesand they tock the form of a
ratification of an agreement that had been reached - and we have rany
precedents for that.

And then, Sir, they got force of law
by Westminster - the British North America Act, 1930 - 20, 21, George Z'
chapter 26, "An Act To Confirm and Give Effect To Certain Agreements
Entered Into 3etween The Government Of The Dominion Of Canada 3And The
Governments Of The Provinces Of Manitcba, British Columbia, Alberta And
Saskatchewan Respectively."

I would refer hon. members in particular
to Section 1, which I shall read: "The agreement set out in the scheduie
of this act" - they were the agreements I just spoke of - "are hereby
confirmed and shall have the force of law notwithstanding anything in the
British North America Act, 1860, or any act amending the same, or any act
of the Parliament of Canada or any Order in Council or anvy terms or

conditions of union made or approved under any such act as aforesaid."
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MR. E. ROBERTS: Sir, the only way - let there be

no doubt of this, there is nobody who could argue with any substantive
merit that the only way that our title to the ownership of the resources
can be vested in this Province beyond any dcubt is either by a declaration
of the highest court of the land, the Supreme Court of Canada, whether it
is upon a reference or upon a matter of litigation brought before them

or an amendment to the British North America Act.

A reading of the letter of the former
Prime Minister, the Right Honourable Mr. Clark, makes it quite clear, Sir,
that he accepted that position.

My hon. friend from Bellevue (Mr.D.Jamieson),
the hon. the Leader of the Opposition, demenstrated quite clearly Mr.Clark's
letter sdifferent in many significant respects from the letter written by
our own Premier. Mr, Clark's letter speaks of constitutional amendments,
and that is why it does, Sir, the reasons that I have just set forth. And I say
if we own it we do not need any dealings with the Government of Canada on
the ownership issue, and if we do not own it, the Govermment of Canada cannot
give us that ownership. It can be done only by an amendment to the
Constitution of Canada, and that, Sir, requires the unanimous consent of
the provinces. There is no statute, no rule that says what it takes to
amend our constitution. In fact, we have never been able to agree in
Canada on how to get our amendment.

I was at the conference in Victoria in
1971 when we came as close as we have ever come in this country to amending
it, to getting a formula to amend it, and that did not work out - the
Government of Quebec backed off. The matter has never been resolved.

And short of a further resolution, obviously, and it is agreed upon by
all concermed, that it takes unanimous consent on any issue that affects
the nation, and this one affects the nation as a whole.

So, Sir, let us hear no more talk -
we will hear it, I have no doubt, but simply standing in this House

saying, 'We have ownership,' does not give us a jot or tittle to title.
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MR. ROBERTS: I can stand here and say I own the Royal Trust Building.

MR.J.CARTER: I hear a traitor.
MR.F.B.ROWE: That is unparliamentary.
MR. ROBERTS: Now, my friend from St. John's North

(Mr. J. Carter) says he hears a traitor. Would he care to say who

that traitor is?

MR. J. CARTER: I hear treachery,that is what I should say.
MR. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, I do not know what he should

say, I heard what he said. Now would he care to say who that traitor

is?
MR. THOMS: Stand up and be counted.
MR. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, let the hon. gentleman be a

man. He made a statement. Was he referring to me?
MR. J. CARTER: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order.

MR. SPEAKER (Butt): On a point of order, the hon. member for

St. John's North.

MR. J. CARTER: I said I hear a traitor. I did not idemtify
any gentleman. I should have said I hear treachery because I quite
agree that to point out that anyone in this House is a Eraitor is
unparliamentary and unacceptable and I certainly do not intend to
make that statement. But I certainly would stand by the sentiment

and that I certainly feel that the hon. gentleman has been making

treacherous statements and I would certainly stand by that.

MR. ROBERTS: Mr . Speaker, to that point of ordexr.

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. member for the Strait of Bell

Isle.

MR. ROBERTS: I distinctly heard the member for St. John's North

make the statement that he hear a traitor. I was the member speakinge
Now I say to him,if he has an cunce of honour, which I have always been

prepared to concede tc him, or an ounce of integrity, or an ounce of

guts, intestinal fortitude,he will either stand by that statement or

he will stand and withdraw it unreservedly and offer me the apology to
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MR. ROBERTS: which I am entitled under the rules of
the House but, furthermore, to which I am entitled by what I have
said in this House. I will not stand for that kind of scum,
contemptuous statement from any member. T take a back seat to
nobody, Mr. Speaker, in this House. I am not a traitor.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. ROBERTS: I am not finished. Sit down. I am

not finished with the gentleman from St. John's North (Mr. J. Carter)
yet. I have heard low, contemptuous, verminous statements, but

for one member to stand in this House and say another is a traitor,
that is the Tory line. That is why we are in the trouble we are

in this day. T ask, Mr. Speaker, that he be directed to withdraw
that statement according to the rules of the House, or prove it.

MR. SPEAKER (Butt): A point of order, the hon. member for

St. John's North.

MR. J. CARTER: Mr. Speaker, I thought I cleared it up by

my previous statement. I certainly unreservedly withdraw any
statement th;t the hoﬁ. gentleman is a traitor. I said that just a
few moments ago. I do ﬁot see that it needs to be carried any
further.

MR. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, I would ask for a direction from

Your Honour that the hon. gentleman be asked to withdraw it.

AN HON. MEMBER: (Inandible) .
MR. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, he got up and weasled and further-

more I believe he owes an apology, Sir. Can an hon. member get away in
this House with calling another hon. member a traitor and not be required

to apologize.

MR. MARSHATLL: Mr. Speaker, to that point of order.
MR. SPEARER: To the point of order, the hon. the President

of the Council.
MR. MARSHATLL: Mr. Speakexr, the hon. gentleman is - his

temperature is a little bit up because of the -
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AN HON.MEMBEF: and so it should be.
MR, MARSHALL: - because of the exchange, The hon. member

for st. John's North (Mr. J. Carter) got up and gquite, I think, to my
hearing anvway, unreservedly withdrew any statement that might be
deemed to be offensive and I do not see any voint in - I

mean, that is all that can be done i1f ¥ou withdraw it.

MR.THOMS: He did not withdraw it.
MR. SPERRER (Butt): To the point of order. It is clear to me

that the hon. member for St. John's North (Mr. J. Carter) did withdraw
so I would ask the hon. member Zor the Strait of Bell Isle

(Mr. Roberts) to continue.

ME. ROBERTS: I would simply say to the hon. member for

St. John's North (Mr. J. Carter), he should be aware of Dr. Johnston's

words that patrioctism is the last refuge of the scoundrel.

Mr. Speaker, I have £ive minutes left,
may I have consent of the House for an extra fifteen or twenty

minutes? if not I will move an amendment.

AN HON. MEMBER: By all means.
MR. ROBERTS: . I mean I would like a few more minutss and

I am prepared to move an amendment if need be-
MR. SPEAKER: By leave?
MR. FLETIHT: Begrudgingly, That was begrudged if ever

anvthing was. Very begrudingly.

MR. ROBERTS: My understanding is I have fifteen minutes
beyond what I have been allowed by the rules put - that is fine.

Fi
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MR. E. ROBERTS: Now, Mr. Speaker, I can appreciate
that the gentleman from St. John's North (Mr. J. Carter) does not
agree with what I say, but I would say to him that casting aspersions
upon my character is hardly the way to answer it. Let him or his
colleagues try to answer the arguments as btest they can.

I think I have put forward a
case that stands in constitutional law and in law - the hon.
gentleman shakes his head, Well, Sir, I am sorry, I will need
higher authority, with all respect,than the gentleman from St.
John's North. I do not ewven accept the gentleman from St. John's
East (Mr. W. Marshall) who has an infinitely higher authority
but makes even less sense on this issue. At least we do not
expect more from the man from St. John's North.
MR. L. BARRY: How much research went into
your opinion?
MR. E. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, more research
went into my opinion then went into the gentleman'from St. John's
East.And if my friend from Mount Scio (Mr. L. Barry), temporarily
absent from his duties as constitutional law professor at
Dalhousie to which he fled when the electorate gave him the

back of their hand - he was thrown out of the Province once and

he came sneaking back in -~ I beg your pardon/
MR. L. BARRY: Came back in with a flurry.
MR. E. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, you know, I would

like a full debate and if the govermment would only set the time
aside I think it would be a most useful exercise of time. I
would like the government as well/if they feel so happy about it
and so confident,to table the opinicns they have received. T
would like the minister to tell us why the government will not

go ahead and have not gone ahead to date with the reference to

the Supreme Court.

MR. L. BARRY: Do you want us to write the case
for the federal government?

MR. E. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman
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MR. E. ROBERTS: can not even write our own case
let alone the federal govermment's case.

Mr. Speaker, you know, I have
sald that boundary extenzion does not give ownership nor does
it. I have also said that the presedents in Canada are that
the transfer of natural resocurces have been done by amendment to
the British North America Act. That stands, Both those statements

stand as good statements of good law. I have heard - I am sorry.

MR. L. BARRY: what was the first point?
MR, E. ROBERTS: The first point is that the

extension of boundaries does not in itself confer ownership.

And I am sure that my friend from Mount Scio (Mr. L..Barry),

learned as he is, will agree with that. He has to agree with it because
it is true.

MR. L. BARRY: The extension of boundaries is
irrevelant.

MR. E. ROBERTS: I agree the extension of

boundaries is irrevelant., It was his friend from St. John's East

{(Mr, W. Marshall) who dragged the red herring in. I agree that

it is irrevelant. I have been saying all along it is completely

irrevelant.
MR. L. BARRY: (Inaudible) analogy he gave.
_MR. E. ROBERTS: No analogy. Mr. Speaker, I do

not know if the gentleman from Mount Scio was here on Monday or
not. He may have been as disgusted with the speech of his friend
from St. John's East as we were, but his friend from St. John's
East did not speak of an analogy, that was the whole pith - I

do not have a lisp - but the pith and substance of such argument
as the hon. gentleman from St. John's East could muster was that
the extension of boundaries using the 1871 amendment was the
whole -

MR. L. BARRY: {Inandible)
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MR. E. ROBERTS: - right, he said so.
MR, L. BARRY: I was here.
MR. E. ROBERTS: Well, the hon. gentleman may

have been here but he did not listen, or if he listened he did

not hear, and if he heard he did not understand. I mean, it is

here in black and white in the lovely blue bound volume of

Hansard. You know that goes on and on and on. Did they

require a court case to determine who should get it and I am

talking of Manitoba.

MR. L. BARRY: The message was simply that the
federal govermment could not do it. Could not do it. They could not do it.
MR. E. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker., even if the federal
govermment could do it that would not do any anything, it would

not give us ownership. The Cabinet can extend the boundaries of the
city of St. John's, extend them out to Cape Race on one side, Cape
Bauld on another and Cape Ray on another and call it the city of

St. John's. That does not give the council of the city of St. John's
ownership of anything within those boundaries.

MR. L., BARRY: | The federal government could

apply for a constitutional amendment.

MR, E. ROBERTS: Oh, oh!
AN HON. MEMBER: Right.
MR. E. ROBERTS: Now, how they come with us.

Of course it could, Sir. That is what Mr. Clark said, that

is what Mr. Trudeau said, that is what we have been saying all
along, it will take a constitutional amendment and that requires
unanimous consent of the provinces.

MR. L. BARRY: No. You are wrong. There is
where you are wrong.

MR, E. ROBERTS: No! Mr, Speaker, the hon.
gentleman, with all due respect, may or may not know some law
but he knows little about constitutional law. I will say, Sir,

that the Constitution of this country on an issue of this type
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MR. E. ROBERTS: can not be amended by any means
short of a constitutional amendment with the unanimous consent of
all ten Provinces and all eleven governments.

MR. L. BARRY: I will give you the precedent to
show you tomorrow,

MR. E. ROBERTS: The hon. gentleman can give me
all the precedents he wants. Name the precedent. Name it, What

is the precedent?

MR. J. CARTER: You are missing the point.
MR. L. BARRY: I will present them in the course

of my speech.

_MR. E. ROBERTS: oh, yes, he will do it tomorxow,

or tomorrow or tomorrow and tomorrow creeps in this petty pace.
Now, Mr. Speaker -

MR. L. BARRY: as a matter of fact any first

year political science book will show you the same thing. Look

at (inaudible), " Dreidger, Dawson.

MR. E. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, if I may, without

the yapping of the gentleman from Mount Scio (Mr. L. Barry).

MR. SPEAKER (Butt): Order, please!
MR. E. ROBERTS: His learned colleague began by saying

he requested that he be allowed to speak without interruption,

may I request the same -

MR. L. BARRY: You were allowed (inaudible).
MR. E. ROBERTS: I was, but then it degenerated

when the hon. gentleman got into it, and it ceased to be.

MR. L. BARRY: I wanted to point out you were

wrong there,

MR. E. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman
may think I am wrong but I will tell you that his thought that I

am wrong does not make me wrong if anything it perhaps makes me

right. Res ipse logquitor is the legal maxim I would quote to

my friend from Mount Scio in that respect.
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MR. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, let me go on to

the third point. I dealt with the ownership issue but I

want to talk about what I think is the real issue and not
just this guestion of ownership or even thé question of
control. I want to talk about the need for certainty because,
you see, it is obvious,I think, and I very much hope we all
do -~ and I say that as probably the one Newfoundlander who
has no shares in o0il or gas companies of any sort whatsoever.

AN HON. MEMBER: It is sad if you do not.

MR. ROBERTS: The hon. gentleman thinks it is
sad. Well , Mr. Speaker, I am sorry if he is sad. I am
heartbroken that he is sad. I wounld like to get on with
the point of it as copposed to his sorrow and sadness.

If we are on the verge of
commercial development it is essential that there be certainty
as to who has the ownership, the control and the jurisdiection
of these resources. The only reason that the drilling has
gocne ahead now is not that anvbody has accepted the governmeént's
regulacions, the real reason they have gone ahead it &wofold.
My hon. friend from Bellewvue (Mr. Jamieson) talked on it the
other day. One 1s the super depletion allowances, the five
cent dollars the oil companies are playing with. John Crosbie,
blessed named, that patron saiat of Newfoundland wanted to
erd those super depletion allowancss. I have no idea whether
the new administration in Ottawa will continue them or not
but the budget so gloricusly brought in by Mr. Crosbie, the
budget that resulted in the defeat of the Tory administration
in Ottawa ended the super depletion allowances. Secondly the
real reason, the additional reason or the fact that made it
possible that it was going to go ahead was the sgreement
between the Premier, as he now is, in his capacity as

Minister of Mines and Energy and Mr. Allister Gillespie at
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MR.ROBERTS: . that time Minister of Energy,
Mines and Resources in Ottawa back in 1976 or 1977 or 1978
whenever it was. I am a little vague because these
agreements have never been made public so I would guite
simply make the statement that the agreement embodies in

that exchange of letters is what enabled the offshore
drilling to go ahead and I would say to the Minister of

Mines and Energy (Mr. Barry) that I would hope he would
produce those letters and table them. They are in existance,
they duke and body an agreement and I will say, not having
seen the letters, I have not read them, I have been told what
is in them but I have not seen them.

MR. NEARY: It really started under a -
Liberal -

MR. ROBERTS: It originally started but the

companies backed off and they came back in and they came back

in only -

AN HON.MEMBER; (Inau@ible)

in 1971.

MR. ROBERTS: I am talking about the pull back

and then the return. And they came back in only because the
Government of Canada and the Government of Newfoundland and
Labrador came to an agreement and that was why they went ahead.
But, Sir, that will hold us through the exploration stage. It
will not hold us through the development stage. The development
stage is going to require the commitment and the expenditure

of immense sums of money. We are not talking, I understand,
hundreds of millions,we are talking billions of dollars to
build the recovery systems, the transportation systems, the
processing systems, to put them into place to operate them

and no responsible corporation is going to commit that kind

of money without being certain - and there is no certainty

now as to the ownership, The very depth of the passion and

lack of reason shown by hon. gentleman opposite indicates
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MR. ROBERTS: they are not certain of it. If
they were certain they would not have to say treason, they
would not have to be on their feet shouting and screaming
and bawling. I do not know who they are trying to convince.
I suspect they are trying to convince thereselves because
they realize that there is no certainty on this issue, that
nothing short of a Supreme Court of Canada declaratiom or
an amendment to the Constitution of Camada will resolve the
issue to the point where responsible corporations or more
importantly the banks and financial institutions who have
to put up the momey will provide the runds.

MR. BARRY: Do you not think you are adding
to the certainty?

MR. ROBERTS: Yes, Mr. Speaker, I believe I
am adding to the certainty. The hon. gentleman from Mount
Scio (Mr. Barry) - I will go into my next point neow because
he just led me into it, right where I want to be. The hon.
gentleman from Mount Scio (Mr.Barry) and his coileagues

to date have rejected what we on this side have said and
then they attempt - and this is why I originally had the
quotation, not for the benefit of my friend from St. John's
North (J.Carter), but why I got out my little

and had a look at Dr. Samuel Johnson, the statement that
patronagism is the last refuge of a scoundrel which is

a well known aphorism . The hon. gentleman opposite reject

any gquestion and then refuse to give any information. 5o
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MR. E. ROBERTS: I say now, to my friend from Mt. Scio
(L.Barry) and to the gentleman opposite, if we on this side as my
friend, the Leader of the Opposition (D. Jamieson) made it quite clear,
are prepared to cooperate in a by-partisan way on any move, any meas-
ure to increase or to strengthen or to make more certain the position
of this caucus. We believe that the ownership of this is vested in
the people of this province, the crown in right of Newfoundland and
Labrador, never any gquestion. But we do say it is not certain and if
my learned friend opposite really wants, we believe, Mr. Speaker,

I believe I am going to live for many years, but I certain of it., I
may take a stroke right here today, the hon. gentleman opposite might
be so lucky.

But, Mr. Speaker, and you know, that
it is a belief founded, it is a reasonable belief founded on what I
understand of the situation. But I will say to my learned friend
opposite that if he and his colleagues genuirely, genuinely want to
enlist the aid of all Newfoundlanders, they should adopt these.sug-
gestions or a variation of them. I do not care who gets the credit
for it. Put forward by my friend, the Leader of the Opposition, that
we should have a select committee of this House.

We have had select committees on
shop clesing acts and all sorts of things, but if this is the issue
that we believe it is, if it is of the importance we believe it is,
then let all the members in on it. We are getting no informatiocn,
Sir, what we are getting is declamations. We are getting guestionings
of motives, we are getting aspersions cast upon our patriotism. We
are getting the experience of being called a traitor bv a gentleman
who ought to know better. That is what we are getting and I say, Sir,
we on this side, not only resent it, we on this side, Mr. Speaker,
feel that the government are deliberately, based on the evidence we

have kbefore us, are deliterately trying to subvert any hope of this,
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MR. E. ROBERTS: They are trying to make it into a

partisan issue for base political purposes.

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : (Inaudible)
MR. E. ROBERTS: Yes, I would certainly permit a

question, Sir.

MR. L. BARRY: Would the hon. member not agree that
if the Federal Government had the political will regardless of what
the legal position with respect to ownership and/or control juris-
diction was, that in fact the Federal Government could agree to deli-
gate the exercise of its ownership rights and any jurisdiction it had
to a Newfoundland Govermment Crown Corporation.

MR. E. ROBERTS: My learned friend, Sir, has obviously
either seen my notes or for once his mind is working properly and logic-
ally kecause the next point I have is - let us look at objectives.

And that is the point I want to come on to and I will answer the hon.

gentleman's gquestion. I believe he and I are of one mind on this.

AN. HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible)
MR. E. ROBERTS: What we should be looking at is not

these spurious declarations cf ownership or of accusations of treason
or questions of patriotism. Anyhow, do we resent it? I resent it.

I am as good a Jewfoundlander as anvbody else, no better. sy friencs
in Lewisporte(F. White) or Grand Bank(L. Thoms) or LaFoile(S. Nearv)
or St. Mary's the Capes(D. Han&ock) or anyone eise, every bit as good
a lewfoundlander as anybody else. By God, Sir, we deserve better. I
have Leen sent here by my constituents, seventy-seven per cent of them
the same majority as the Premier had to speak for them and we all
deserve, yes the same majority, as the Premier had on a percentage
basis. He was the top Tory and I was the top Liberal at least in
that regard.

MR. E. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, we deserve better. We
have had our patriotism questioned and we are not going to stand for

it, nor are the people of Newfoundland and Labrador. And I think the
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MR. E. ROBERTS: people of this province will see
through the govermment if, in fact, the government are embarked on
a shoddy course of chicanery that I suspect they are based on what
we have heard and seen to date. And we will take them on. If they
want to have an election eon it, let us have it. Oh, I will face the
people of this province anytime on this issue and glad to do it.

We saw that, Mr. Speaker, the issue
of our patriotism, of our right -

AN. HON. MEMBER: (inaudible)

MR. E. ROBERTS: Yes, or if the hon. gentleman wants
to have an election tomorrow on off-shore that, we saw an answer to.
On 18 February the Tory wvote went up five points, ours went up ten.
More Liberals elected than at any time since 1965 in this province.
Mr. Speaker, I am pleased at a Liberal Government in Ottawa, yes,

the Tory Government would have driven
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MR. E. ROBERTS:

us under. I am pleased that I voted Liberal and I will do it again.

MR. S. NEARY: Hear, hear!
MR. E. ROBERTS : Given the choice, Sir, between

Mr. Clark and Mr. Trudeau as Prime Minister, I will vote a thousand

times for Mr. Trudeau to every once for Joe Clark.

MR. S. NEARY: Hear, hear!
MR. E. ROBERTS: I knew Mr. Clark at university when

he ran the University of Alberta paper badly - the vear I ran the
Varsity well in Toronto. He has done considerably better since then,
I might add, but not nearly well enough.

Mr. Speaker, I want to come back to
looking at objectives. I only have a minute or two and perhaps I might
have toc beg the indulgence of the House for a few minutes more bacause
the point raised by my learned friend from Mount Scio (Mr. L. Barry) is
really the issue. Because the ownership question, as I have shown, is
irrelevant and he agrees with me. I think he agrees with me that the
constitutional amendment is not a practicable route to go. What we
want to do is look at the cbjectives. We have to look at what we in
Newfoundland and Labrador must have with respect to those -
the hydrocarbons are there. And I suggest we nave to have two things -
first of all there has to be certainty and that means either an amendment
to the constitution or a declaration by the Supreme Court of Canada in
respect of a reference or a litigated matter going up to them, or an
agreement between the two levels of government; and we also have to have,
I believe, in this Province, the ability to influence significantly -
perhaps even to control, but certainly to influence significantly - the
rate of development, the control of the development, the social and
economic issues of the development and, of course, we have to have the
maximum return in dollars we can get. And I believe the way to get that
is through a political settlement. I think this is perhaps what my
learned friend is getting at. He realizes that the route the government

are on now, Sir, is headed for disaster. The route set forth in the
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MR. E. ROBERTS: Throne Speech is a prescription

for disaster.

MR. NEARY: Hear, hear!
MR. L. BARRY: {(Inaudible) .
MR. E. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman has

done many things in his past of which he ought heartily te be ashamed,
including participating in the Lower Churchill charade which cost us

$100 million.

AN HON. MEMBER: Right.
MR. E. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman mayke

has no sense of shame, T grant him that.

MR. L. BARRY: (Inaudible).
MR. E. ROBERTS: Now, Mr. Speaker, let me carry on,

Sir, and spell out what I believe we in this Province should attempt to
do. I think we should move on a bipartisan basis, not a non-partisan
basis. And there may well be differences on many points, but I think the
government of this Province should firSF of all realize that this is a
question that goes to the heart and the soul of this Province and not
attempt their base chicanery, which is what they have been trying to ;

perpetrate - talk of traitor, talk of treason.
MR. J. CARTER: (Inaudible}.
The hon. gentleman from St. John's

North (Mr. J. Carter) ought to be ashamed of himself. The hen. gentleman
from St. John's South (Dr. J. Collins), for all he may disagree with me,

has not said that-

MR. J. CARTER: (Inaudible).
MR. E. ROBERTS: Well, the hon. gentleman says no, and

yet he was in the House. He either was not listening or did not hear.
And he said, read the speech of his soulmate, his political bedfellow,

the gentleman from St. John's East (Mr. W. Marshall) - read it.

AN HON. MEMBER: It was a marvellous speech.
MR. E. ROBERTS: Yes, the hon. gentleman from St. John's

East thinks it is a marvellous speech, dut then again, that speaks for

itsel=z.
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MR. E. ROBERTS: Now, Sir, I think we should set up
a Select Committee arid then we should be prepared. The government have
to do the negotiations, they are the government. They won the right
in the election - no question about that. They sit there by right of
the votes of the people ~ no argument, no question, no challenge.

We sit here equally by that right and there can be no argument and no
question and no challenge. And let us then spell out what we need as

a Province, what we require to meet our needs as a people and let us

go forward and let us set up a Select Committee. Let us go to Ottawa
then and negotiate the agreement. Of course it can be delegated. I
appeared yesterday, in Grand Falls, before the Public Utilities Board
as a humble lawyer. And that Board acts in gpart by virtue of an act
of the Parliament of Canada, the Motor Vehicle Act or whatever it is
called and it confers certain rights by virtue of that Act. The
Minister of Agriculture (Mr. Goudie) , whoever he is, is here the
gentleman from Naskaupi I believe is in that position. Natural products
marketing boards exist by virtue of - The Parlia?ent of Canada, the
Government of Canada, acting under authority of the Parliament, can

agree at any time
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MR. ROBERTS: to delegate things and that is the way out

of it. Let us try to work a pelitical solution.

MR. BARRY: The offer went to Mr. Jamieson when he -
MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : Order, please!

MR. BARRY: Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman -

MR. SPEAKER: order, please, if I may. The hon. member's

time has expired.

MR. ROBERTS: I gather that. May I have -

AN HON. MEMBER: By leave.

MR. SPEAKER: By leave.

MR. ROBERTS: I thank my hon. friends opposite, Sir.

Mr. Speaker, I do not know what went on
in the past but I will simply say - I do not know what went on in
the past. I was not privy to what between the Government of this

Province and the Government of Canada.

MR. BARRY: (Inaudible) .
MR. ROBERTS: . The Leader of the Opposition made a

marveilous speech on Monday past in which he set forth his position
and it is a very honourable and honest and straightforward and

strong one and I adree with it. But I have not been privy to

the Government of Canada, or to the Govermment of this Province since
the 18th. of January 1972, whenever it was we were thrown out. I
have no idea what is going on. I do not know about political polls
and things. I do not know what the Cabinet is doing. I only know
what we are told in the House and what we read in the press and what
I learn of my own knowledge. But I want to say, Sir, that that

is the only solution that will work because the other solution as

I think my hon. friend would agree, has at the very least, and I

am searching for a measure of consensus now, at the very least has
the very great demerit of complete uncertainty and quite conceivably
could result, I think he will concede, in suspension of all development

activities offshore. Because I say to him no oil company is going to
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MR. ROBERTS: apply for a lease, the next stage in the
process, no oil company is going to apply for a lease until this
issue is resolved to a degree of certainty. He can shake his head,

it is not going to happen.

AN HON. MEMBER: That is right.
MR. BARRY: - the Clarke principles.
MR. ROBERTS: Mr. speaker, the Clarke principles is

exactly what Mr. Clarke's present political position is, and that

is not very much.

MR. BARRY: The letter by the Prime Minister.
MR. ROBERTS: A letter by the Prime Minister of Canada

which was taken no further.

AN HON. MEMBER: It was quite different from the Premier's
letter.
MR. ROBERTS: and that letter I have just been reminded

again is quite different from the letter which the Premier of the
érovince sent forward to Ottawa, significantly different, a letter
which speaks of constitutional amendments. Mr. Speaker, that
is all like Mr. Clark, it is past, is it not.

Now, Sir, what we must do is where we go
from here. I say no o0il company is going to apply for a development lease
from the government of this Province until the uncertainty is removed.
And there has been no challenge to that nor can there by any. &and T
say it is of paramount importance that we must remove that uncertainty
and I say there are only three ways to do it. One is by constitutional
amendment. Another is by a reference to the Supreme Court and a third
is by a political settlement, by an agreement. And the government
are pot going to get an agreement the way they are going. Confrontation,
talk of treason, talk of questioning of motives, that is not geing to
produce any agreement. That is going to produce an unholy row in which
the final suffers, the people who are hurt are the people of this Province,

the people we are sworn to protect.
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SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. ROBERTS: So I will conclude, Mr. Speaker. There -

is a great deal more I can say, a great deal more I would like to

say because I think this issue is of paramount importance. There

are an infinite number of topics growing out of the Throne Speech

I would like to speak upcn. The needs of my constituency which

are being ignored deliberately, scandalously by the present administration,

maybe I could talk about those for hours and I will but not at this stage.

I want to say quite simply, Sir, that I think this issue is of C
great importance. I would hope the government of this Province

are prepared to respond positively. We on our side, Sir, and I speak

for the nineteen of us, are prepared to approach this in the fashion —
I have outlined. But we are also prepared, Sir, to stand here or

on the hustings-at any time the Premier cares to wait upon his

Hon. the Governor I have no doubt he will be granted dissolution,and

at any time he wishes to do-it I would welcome it. I would like

nothing better, Sir, but a general election on this issue any time

the present hon. gentlemen wish to have it.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. ROBERTS : I would like nothing better, Sir, and if

the hon. member for St. John's South (Dr. Collins) asks what, I
would simply say to him that I can talk at him but I cannot make
him understand and I have talked at him in every kind of languége
that I could. I cannot make him understand, Sir, I am about to
give up the attempt. You know there are some things that passeth
all understanding. Trying to put toothpaste back into the tube
is extraordinarily difficult. So is trying to talk sense into

the hon. gentleman, the Minister of Finance (Dr. Collins).

AN HON. MEMBER: {Inaudible).
MR. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, I do not know what the “ '

hon. gentleman understands. I am not sure he understands anything.
I mean he makes it obvious he understands little about finance. But,

Mr. Speaker -
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DR. COLLINS: I understand you are supposed to be
a federal Liberal (inaudible).
MR. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, the hon. gentleman is trying

to twist words. I have said I voted Liberal and I said T will do it

again.
DR. COLLINS: They would feel much more comfortable (inaudible).
MR. ROBERTS: But that does not mean I support the federal

Liberal Party on every if, and, but. Does the hon. gentleman support

the Tory Party on everything?

AN HON. MEMBER: On the Northern cod stocks?
MR. ROBERTS: Mr. sSpeaker, what I have said on this issue

speaks for itself. The hon. gentleman sat in his seat but unfortunately
his mind was apparently as closed as his eyes.

AN HON. MEMBER: It is in Hansaxd.

MR. ROBERTS: It is in Hansard. T hope it is. And T would

suggest that the hon. gentleman should go home and read it. It is a
lot more intelligent than most of the things, T suspect, that he ;eads.
Now, Mr. Speak-et, as I have said again without
that needless interruption -~ the hon. gentleman trys to be a debator
but he comes only half armed the same as he trys to be a wit and he

comes half armed. Mr. Speaker, I want to say quite sincerely that

we on this side are prepared to do our share if the
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MR. RCBERTS:

government are prepared, as I would hope they are, to approach it

I think I have shown ~ and no hon. gentlemen opposite can argue -

that the ownership question for the boundaries extension route is

not the route to go. I am not sure the litigation route is the route to
go in the short-term. I will have no fears over the longer texm.

The constituticnal amendment route is not going to work. There are

no precedents that would justify this kind of amendment to the
constitution without the unanimous consent of the provinces. I do not
know whether we would get it or not. I understand it has not been
gotten. Whether it would be gotten or not I do not know but I am not
so sure that is the way to go. The way to go is to negotiate a political
settlement. The way to go is to come to this House, to lay out all

the information, not to have these cheap, snide little remarks, 'Oh

do you agree with the federal Liberal Party?' I mean the hon.

Minister of Finance (Dr. Collins) ought to rise above that, Sir. If

that is the kind of politics he is going to engage in he should go

elsewhere.
MR. J. CARTER: (Inaudible) .
MR. ROBERTS: My friend from St. John's North (Mr. J. Carter)

said something? What did he say? I 4id not have the benefit of

that rare shaft -

- MR. J. CARTER: Did you lose something when the voice went
up?
MR. ROBERTS: Mr. Speaker, if I lose something that is

the way I would lose it not like hon. gentlemen opposite from whom
it comes from a different orifice entirely. Now, Mr. Speaker,

the fact is there and the situation is there and the government

have a choice. They can take the high road and show that they are
men and women who believe in Newfoundland and Labrador as I am
prepared to concede they are or they can take the low road, the road

they seem to have esmbarked upon. They can try to make this into a
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MR. ROBERTS:
narrow, partisan issue, into an issue which will be of some electoral
benefit, they hope, to the Tory Party. The people of Newfoundland and
Labrador know better than that. The people of Newfoundland and Labrador
are’'very astute. They have shown that in election after election after
election some of which we have won, some of which the hon. gentlemen
opposite have won. They showed it on February 18th. If they want to
have an election, the government want an election, let us have it. T
am always delighted to see my constituents, Sir, and March in the
North is a lovely month, a lovely month indeed.

Mr. Speaker, I would hope the government
will take the high road and the government will - maybe my friend
the Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Jamieson) ought not to have put
forward the suggestion because maybe hon. gentlemen opposite are so
small they will say, 'Well if it comes from the Opposition side we
will not accept it'. Well then let them find another way to achieve
them. I could not care who gets the dinky little credit. We are
'not going to claim any of that. Hopefully we can rise above that.
We can rise above it. ' What I want the government to do, Sir, is
to take the people of this Province into their confidence honcurably,
honestly and with integrity, not the treason talk, not the treachery
talk, not the guestioning of motives, not the low based scurrilous
conduct from a bunch of men and women who if they do that are not
fit to be the government of this Province. But rather to come forward
as Newfoundlanders and Labradorians, as people who believe in this
Province, who believe that we have a great future, who know that we
have made mistakes and that we are prepared to learn from those
mistakes and to go on forward into the Ffuture with some confidence.
We, Sir, on this side will do our part. It is up to the government
now. We have made the offer it is up to the government, Sir, whether
they accept it and go forward or not. The people of this Province
will be the judge and history will record the results. Thank you,

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

MR. SPEAKER (Simms) : The hon. member for St. John's North.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. J. CARTER: ) Mr. Speaker, I suppose any of us who have

been in this House for any number of years eventually earn a nickname
and I think by today's speech the hon. gentleman opposite has earned
a very useful nickname and it is that of 'Digger'. He has dug his

grave or his political grave with his own tongue. He has left -

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. J. CARTER: He has left the clear impression - forget

what he said the impression remains and that is all that is going

to remain with the people of Newfoundland and with this House -

he has left the clear impression that somehow or other these resources
which were put there many thousands, I suppose, millions of years

ago and not necessarily for our benefit but they happened to be there,

are not ours somehow or the fact that we -

AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudiple).
MR. J. CARTER: This is the impression that has been left.

This is the impression that has been left.

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please!

AN HCN. MEMBER: {(Inaudible] .

MFR.. SPEAKER: Order, please!

MR. J. CARTER: You can analyze - Hansard will supply what

the hon. gentleman actually said. But the impression is quite clear
that the hon. gentleman does not somehow believe that these resources
are or should be completely ours.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Heax, hear!
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MR. J. CARTER: and I certainly regret having made some
unparliamentary statements while he was speaking but I do not regret
saying that the attitude that he evinced was treacherous. To hold
such an attitude, that these resources are not ours, is tantamount

to treachery. It is a sell-out to the federal govermment.

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

MR. J. CARTER: Now, we all heard -

AN HON. MEMBER: Is the gentleman calling us traitors over here?
MR. J. CARTER: No I am not calling the hon. gentlemen traitors.
MR. MARSHALL: on a point of order, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER (SIMMS) : A point of order. The hon. President of

the Council.

MR. MARSHALL: The hon. member for St. John's North is

up addressing the House and we are all very interested in what he
said. We listened by and large to the Leader of the Opposition (Mr.
Jamieson) without interruption and the hon. gentleman is entitled

to be heard withcut hon. gentlemen on the oppesite side shouting
across remarks like they are making. If the hon. gentlemen do not
agree with it that is their prerogative. They can get up and
debate. None of us agree on this side with anything the Opposition
House leader (MR. Roberts) said as well but we cannot continue on

the debate in this manner. The hon. gentleman is entitled to be

heard.
MR. STIRLING: on that point of crder, Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPERKER: On the point of order. The hon. member

for Bonavista North.

MR. STIRLING: Mr. Speaker, on that point of order. There
is no point of order. What was happening is that people on this
side of the House were trying to clarify whether or not we were
being called traitors again because of the obvious, absolute
distortion of the facts and there is no point of order. Aand we

are attempting to give the member the opportunity to be clear as

to whether he was calling us all treacherous or traitors.
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MR. SPEAKER (SIMMS): Order, please!

If I might, with respect to the point of order
let me point out that in order to avoid any confusion - and I refer
to previous rulings that have been made, cnhe on November 25th from
Hansard, 1975 - to avoid confusicn which might develop later that
every hen. member has the right to be heard without interruption.
But in applying that, of course, there are obviously circumstances
in which when an honourable member is speaking he invites and is
willing to have certain dialogue and to pose certain questioms and
is willing to yield for certain answers. When that in the Chair's
opinion is the case then the Chair will not interrupt because it is
being done.

As far as I can judge with the acquiescence
of the hon. member for St. John's North (Mr. J. Carter) comments
were being exchanged back and forth the House. If the hon. member
wishes to be heard in silence then he certainly has that right and
I would like to make that perfectly clear Lo all members on both sides
of the House.

The hon. member for St. John's North.
MR. J. CARTER: Mr. Speaker, I would like to be heard in
limited silence. The hon. gentleman, the previous speaker who I
have referred to as 'Digger' in my opinion missed the point entirely.
Now there may be some constitutional doubt as to who holds what
absolute rights over the offshore but there is no question in my mind
that if the Prime Minister of Canada says unequivocally that he gives
up any right that he or the federal govermment may have, has or may
have or could be construed to have in the offshore resources of a
particular province then obviocusly those resources are ours by default.
That is as plain as night and day.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. J. CARTER: This was Prime Minister Clark's position

and this ought to be the position of Prime Minister Trudeau but it is

not and it was quite clear when he came - now he was not Prime Minister
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when he came down here thank heavens but he was out at the Memorial
University and he spoke, he spoke publicly and his speech was not
only broadcast live on television it was canned, it was taped and it
was rebroadcast and regurgitated both in part and in whole several
times - and he said time and time again that his position was, oh
he gave the usual shrug of his shoulders and he said, well the courts
would have to decide this. Now that is the position. 1In fact
the hon. Leader of the Opposition reminds me of the converted
cannibal which on Friday would only eat fishermen.

But anyway, Mr. Speaker, to get back to
the point of this speech. The Speech from the Throne allows members
to say anything. At this time anything that a member says is
relevant. The rule of relevancy in fact no longer applies. This
allows a member to speak on about his district or to speak about
any point that he wishes. And ordinarily I would use this opportunity
to go on about my distzict and about other concerns but I intend
largely to stick with the Speech from the Throne this time becaiuse
of this concern I have about the offshore oil with the one exception,
I would like to mention the very dangerous situation that the City
of St. John's has been left in partly because of the weather and

partly because of an unacceptable faith that the Ccity -
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MR. J. CARTER:
Council has in mild spells coming to Newfoundland. We are in the
month of March now and what falls by day freezes by night so we
do not have snow banks we have ice banks.And I just got off the
telephone about an hour ago talking about a friend of mine who had
broken his leg in three places on a bank of ice just yesterday. Now
it was not right in the city it was in the outskirts of the city
but this illustrates just how dangerous the situation is. It is so
bad that elderly people are afraid to go out in the day time, night
time, anytime,because there is not room to walk safely and they are
afraid that they will injure themselves.And I do not think-there is
too much can be dome at the moment because what should be done or
should have been done and it would take a team of very abled men
armed with pickaxes to cut away the ice,.It has gotten s¢ that no
machinery can handle it but I would just like to deplore the situation
and hope that we never allow St. John's to get into the same shape
aqaih.

I am quite aware that the Liberal
Party of 1979 and 1980 is not the Liberal Party of 1949 and 1950.So
that the Liberal Party as presently composed is not the party of
Valdmanis or of Synawauld or all the old faces, it is not the party
of Vardy, Doyle or Shaheen.
AN HON. MEMBER: Moores
MR. J. CARTER: Obviously the Conservative Party
has changed its character and quite sincerely, and I mean this quite
seriously that the present members who have been elected to this House
on the Liberal side of this House are probably the finest members of
the Opposition that have ever been elected, I mean this quite sincerely,
They represent districts that are difficult to service, the more ocutlying
districts and they have a hard time to -
AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible)
MR. J. CARTER: Individually I think they are fine

gentlemen with one or two possible exceptions.
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MR. J. CARTER: But I have to say this Mr. Speaker,

that collectively they are a grave disappointment. And this is the
paradox. Here you have fine gentlemen elected individually who should

be able to sit down and discuss something sensibly, but collectively

they have taken this absurd paradoxical position on the question of

of fshore jurisdiction. It boggles the mind, words fail me to try and

find the words to comment upon this paradoxical situation. I just do

not understand it and I think that- their position is a most unacceptable
one ., I hesitate to use the word Judas Iscariot but this keeps popping
into my mind. Thirty pieces of silver , even the suggestion of hanging
comes to mind. Obviously since their prejudices is not founded on
reason, you know it cannot be removed by argument: so perhaps I am wasting
my time. All I can do is point out that I think that they are-digging
their own graves and perhaps I should welcome that. But I hope I am
encugh of a parliamentarian to hope that the Opposition will not
disappear altogether because quite frankly if they persist in this
.direction the Opposition are just going to disappear in Newfoundland.
The -pecple of Newfoundland are not going to stand for it. So I would

hope that the Leader of the Opposition -

SOME HON. MEMBERS: (Inaudible)

MR. J. CARTER: If I might have silence Mr. Speaker,

or more silence .

MR, SPEAKER: Order please!

MR. J. CARTER: If I could have more silence.

MR. SPEAKER: Order Please.

MR. J. CARTER: I would hope that the Leader of the

Opposition who is a very talented diplomat who has travelled widely

and who obviously knows the Prime Minister, Pierre Trudeau and knows
him personally has served on the same Cabinet, I presume they are on
a first name basis. And I presume since he is the Leader of the Liberal
Party in Newfoundland, he has some access to him, in other words he ean
either telephone or cable him and say"now what. about lunch sometime”

and go up and have lunch with him. I would hope that he would sit down

934



March 7, 1980 Tape No. 221 RA-3
MR, J. CARTER: to lunch with him and in his most

diplomatic manner say to him " Now Pierre why are you being so lousy?

Why are you sticking the knife into us?
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SOME HON. MEMBERS: Bear, hear!
MR. J. CARTER: Why are you sticking the knife into us?

why are you doing this? Is your digestion at fault?

AN HON. MEMBER: I would like to (inaudible).
MR. J. CARTER: This is what I think he should do because

I think that the attitude of the federal govermment is absolutely

hypocritical. . I would hate to have the Prime Minister's nerve in a

tooth.
SOME HONMN. MEMBERS: Ch, oh:
MR. SPEAKER (BUTT) : Order, please!
The hon. member wishes to continue without
interruption.
MR. J. CARTER: Hon. members might notice that I was loud in

my willingness to give unlimited time to the Opposition House Leader
(Mr. Roberts) to make his statement. And I will repeat myself to
say that I will be the first one to respond to any request for

unlimited time for hon. gentlemen opposite.

AN HON. MEMBER: * (Inaudible).
MR. J. CARTER: Oh, obviously. There is quite a.difference

there. You know forgiveness can only go so far. You know when the

Lord said, "Turn the other cheek", he was talking about your face.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. J. CARTER: So I would like to point out that if hon.

members wish to get up,even get yp more than once, obviously they
have to do that by leave but I would be the first one to support
such a move on behalf of hon. gentlemen and I think the sentiment

is shared over on this side. So that hon. gentlemen will not have
to make endless amendments to the Speech from the Throne, so that

if they want to get up and try to justify their position and their
federal party's positicn I am sure that we on this side will give
unlimited time or relatively unlimited time so that they may try

to make these points because I would like to see them try to Jjustify

the unjustifable.
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MR. STIRLING: Are you speaking on behalf of the government?
MR. J. CARTER: No. I am just saying I feel that this is

the sentiment on this side of the House that we will give unlimited
time for hon. gentlemen to try and justify this position because I

do not think it is justifiable.

AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible).
MR. J. CARTER: _ I am sure there will be no problem. In

fact what more proof does the hon. gentleman want?

MR. STIRLING: Would you permit a guestion?

MR. J. CARTER: Yes I will permit a question. T will permit a
question. Yes certainly.

MR. SPEAKER (BUTT) : A guestion. The hon. member for Bonavista

North (Mr. Stirling).

MR. STIRLING: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. In that manner and
in the spirit in which the member for St. John's North says in that

we are going to be united in this, could he now confirm that the House

leader (Mr. Marshall) agrees to that position?

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. member for St. John's North.
MR. J. CARTER: Mr. Speaker, I do not think you need any

greater proof than the pérson who just finished speaking, the hon.
'Digger' from the Straits of Belle Isle (Mr. Roberts). He was given
an extra twenty minutes in which to bury himself.

Now, to try and resolve the paradox that I
presented or that the hon. members across the way presented, here
we have twenty or almost twenty kind men, sensible, reasonable, good
quality Newfoundlanders who represent their districts well. And
yet as a group are such a disappointment and have taken this unacceptable
attitude towards the federal government position on offshore oil. -
Now the only way I can try to possibly resolve this is that perhaps
they are sort of as a leftover of Liberal philosophy of the last
decade or the two decades ago, this giveaway philosophy because there
was a long list. There was a long list of stuff given away. I have

said that the party, they are no longer the party of resettlement. Any
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MR. J. CARTER:

members who favoured resettlement have long since either been thrown

out or have changed their views. But there is no guestion about it,
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MR. J. CARTER:

that this giveaway philosophy still seems to be an undercurrent of
Liberal phnilosophy in Newfoundland. For some reason or other we are
not happy unless we are giving it all away. We gave it away to Shaheen,
we gave it away to Doyle, we gave it away to this one and that one, and
it is a giveaway philosophy and I would hope that hon. members would try

and change, change from the -

MR. NEARY: (Inaudible) McConnell
Advertising.
MR. J. CARTER: Well perhaps a certain amount of

Liberal philosophy overflowed it was so omnipresent, perhaps some of

their philosophy overflowed, but I would hope that -

AN HON. MEMBER: My cup runneth over.

MR. J. CARTER: I would hope that - Yes, that cup ran
overflowed

MR. L. STIRLING: Did you go to the convention Jonn?

Were you at the convention?

MR. J. CARTER: Which convention is that?
MR. L. STIRLING: The convention (inaudible) mainland

paid for Ly the public.

MR. J. CARTER: No I did not. I was not at that.

MR. NEARY: You were not?

MR. J. CARTER: No, my record is clean.

MR. NEARY: I saw vour physog' on television.

MR. J. CARTER: I was rot at the 1978 annual meeting.
MR. NEARY: Your face was there.

MR. J. CARTER: No, ne, no I was not there. I was not

even there in spirit.

MR. L. STIRLING: Way did you leave the Cabinet at the time

and go as a backbencher?

MR. J. CARTER: That is ancient history. That is ancient
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MR. J. CARTER: So, Mr., Speaker, I would hope that
the gentlemen opposite would forget their blind loyalty to their
previous; . previous,previous; previous ,previous,previous leader and

I would hope that they would change their attitude and I would like to
hear them all get up individually and as a group, therefore, try to
justify their attitude towards the Liberal government and the Liberal
government's attitude towards our offshore resources. Because is
this what Confederation means? If this is what Confederation means

then we were perhaps better off without it.

MR. WHITE: Now we hear (inaudible)

MR. J. CARTER: If this is what Confederation means
SOME HON. MEMBERS: {Inaudible)

MR. J. CARTER: No. Think abeut.it, think about it.

If Confederation means that we can have nothing, nothing to call our own
then it is worthwhile re-examining it. It is worthwhile re-examining it.
So is the Liberal party in Newfoundland still going to be the giveaway

party or are they going to come to their senses? That is the question I

pose and I would be very very -

AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible)
MR. J. CARTER: Perhaps the Liberal octopus has sung

its swan song but in any event I would like to hear what they have to say.
Or perhaps failure has gone to their heads. So, Mr. Speaker, there is

not too much more that I can say, I think that the point has been made, and

I think that the person who spoke before me made the point much better. He
has abviously stated his party's position on offshore resources and I would
just hope that it is not too late for them to change their attitude, becauss
they obviously have a certain amount of influence with their federal counter-
parts and I just hope that they change their tune. I see very little hore
of it and it is a very very sad day for Newfoundlard when the ©pposition
should take such a giveaway attitude. So I just hope that they come to

their senses before it is too late. Thank you very much.
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MR. SPEAKER: (Simms) The hon. member for Grand Bank,
MR. L. THOMS: Mr. Speaker, I gquess one should not

ignore rats but I.think in this case T am certainly going to ignore the
speech given by the member for St. John's North (Mr. Carter). The tone
of this debate, Mr. Speaker, was set on the very first day when the
Premier of this Province in his wisdom decided to let the House Leader
(Mr. Marshall) lead off for the government side. That is when the tone
now I do not think that we are going to fall for what the House Leader
is hoping that would happen on this side of the House. We are not going

to be that stupid or that blind.
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MR, L. THOMS: Before going any further though,
Mr. Speaker, I would like to congratulate the mover and seconder of
the address in reply both of whom,I thought, did a very commendable

and splendid job.

MR. NEARY: Hear, hear;
MR. L. THOMS: I think the member from Fortune-

Hermitage (Mr. Stewart) will agree with me when T say that it is
unfortunate that the television service on the South Coast of this
Province is extremely poor and indeed non-existent in most cases

and that the people of his district probably did not :get the opportunity
to see his speech in this House on television on opening day. Mr.
Speaker, as well you know before I had my doubts of whether or not I
would support bringing the television cameras into the House of
Assembly , but since this debate has started I am now completely in
favour of the position that my friend from Lewisporte has taken in that

the television cameras should be allowed in the House,

SOME HON. MEMBERS : Hear, hear;
MR. L. THOMS: My mind has been changed not really

by my friend fror Fogo at all but by the hon. member for St. John's

BEast (Mr. Marshall) and even more so by the hon. member from Stephenville
(Mr. Stagg) and even more so by the hon. member from St. John's North
(Mr. Carter). There would be nothing that would defeat this government
quicker than if the television cameras could come in and focus on these
three individuals on the other side of the House, nothing, I doubt verv
much, I doubt very much whether or not your House Leader would be elected
of all places St. John's East if you had television in this House. And
there is no doubt about it that the old story about the yellow dog really
applies. 5o I would certainly like to support the suggestion, and I
believe there is a resolution maybe coming up on this, of having television

in the House. I would certainly urge, as I said before about the television
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MR. L. THOMS: reception on the South Coast
is a serious problem and I think it is one that something has got to
be done about it. I have a great deal of sympathy for my friend
from Fortune-Hermitage (Mr. Stewart) who made a beautiful speech on
opening day and because of the poor television reception and non-
existence of same in some places they could not even hear him or
see him.

Now, Mr. Speaker, as my friend
I think the Opposition House Leader (Mr. Roberts)said thirty minutes
does not give you that much time, and there are lots of things that
one would like to say about ones district - -
MR. NEARY: That is another thing they did,
they muzzled the Cpposition.
MR. L. THOMS: about ones district that one does
not really have the time to get into, but as he said there will be
other ;pportunities. I would like to start, Mr. Speaker, by having
a few words about again,the Minister of Justice (Mr. Ottenheimer)
is not in his seat now, but I can serve warning on him that it is some-_
thing that I am going to bring up in this House time after time after
time until something is done, and that is the question of the adminis-

trative of justice in this Province.

AN HON. MEMBER: Hear, hear;
MR. L. THQOMS: I have no arguments, I have no

arguments at all with the words in the Throne Speech where the Throne
Speech says, " While we are the inheritors of a noble democratic
legal tradition, we must also be aware of the inequities that temain
within cur legal systam and must harbour a deep, abiding desire to

constantly reform our legal system to attain a more equitable society."

MR. H. YOUNG: Weasel words
MR. L. THOMS: They are not weasel words, no, they

are not, they are motherhood words. They are motherhood words, anykbody
can say them, anybody. But there are some serious problems, there are

soms serious prcblems Zacing the administration of justice in this Province
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MR. L. THOMS: and they cannot be tackled
Piecemeal as we saw last Friday with the Minister of Justice (Mx.
dttenheim) - I agree, I agree with everything that the Minister
of Jtsticé said last Friday. WNo doubt at all that it had to be
dqne, but I would say to hon. mndoérs, Mr. Speaker, that the
Minister of Sustice is not always gding to have an unpopular
Police Chief that he can retire to cure an immediate precblem. He
is not always going to have a situation like that. Now the

image of our whole legal system, the image of the iéwyers, the
courts, the j.udge,s, the provincial courts, our magistrates leave
an awful lot to be desired. The only other group that is probably-
on the same plane are politicians where I was reading very shortly

only about
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MR. THOMS:
sixteen per cent of the people polled in Canada believe that politicians
are not any good . It is an image that has got to change. The image
of the administration of justice in this Province has got to change. And
it is not going to change if we have to wait for particular problems
to surface like they did in the Royal Newfoundland Constabulary. That
is not the answer. Why the Minister of Justice (Mr. Ottenheimer) in
this Province acts like an Ostrich and buries his head in the sand and
says that, you know, I want to do it individually, particular problems
arise and we cure them. But there is no particular problem that is
going to arise that is going to give any more confidence to the people
of Newfoundland in the administration of justice than they have today.
and that confidence I feel just is not there.

The Minister of Justice hides his head in
the sand. Maybe with a new police chief the quota system of giving
out tickets in St. John's, of a constable haQing to meet a quota, it
may change with the new Chief of Police. There is omne thing that a
royal comﬁission could look at. I believe it is wrong -~ and do not
anybody construe what I am going to say as a criticism of the new
Chief of Police, I do not know the man. As far as I know I have
never. met Chief Roche. Okay? 2nd he will probably make a splendid
Chief of Policy. But I believe that it is wrong that the Minister
of Justice has the authority and the right to appoint the Chief of
Police. There should be a broader base. It really puts it in the
realm of a political appointment. Aand the Chief of Pemlice in St.
John's should not be a political appointment. Look at the possibilities
of setting up a Police Commission for the city of st. John's. That
may be the answer. I do not know. This is why I am asking for a
royal commission into the administration of justice.

We saw an example a couple of davs ago when
the Premier made a ministerial statement involving the taking of
a political poll in this Province and in connection with public
funds being used to pay for the P.C. Convention out in Gander.

our Minister of Justice, what is his attitude on it? We cannot
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order an investigation. The Auditor General did not mention any

fraud.

MR. NERRY: He did not mention it in the A.B. Walsh case
either.

MR. THOMS: There was no menticn of it in that case.

An enquiry was set up. When there was an enquiry set up in to the
leaking of a police report in this Province, when the Minister of
Justice (Mr. Ottenheimer) set up that enquiry there was no inference
that there was any fraud or anything but it was set up. Now anybody
who has seen this memorandum to the Executive Council dated July 6,
1978 - and this was one in connection with the payment of $56,000

for the political poll. The company shall design - the have engaged

devine advertising systems - the services to be provided -

MR. NEARY: i Formerly known as Live In Concert Company.
MR. THOMS: Live In Concern Company.
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MR. THOMS:
The services to be provided under that contract were that the
company shall design, research and compile a system of organization
of scheduling for use by the Province in order to expand dissemination
of government policies at the community level; design, research and
implement a system of opinion surveys within the Province to assist
the government in evaluating the affect of legislative policy. The
company should provide a format of youth involvement on a Province wide
basis so that they become more familiar with the policies and practices
of the government legislative programmes. Any resemblance between that
memorandum to the executive council for approval of the funds and what
the funds were actually paid for believe you me is strictly coincidental,
Mr. Speaker, strictly coincidental.

Now I believe that the Minister of Justice
(Mr. Ottenheimer) does have enough evidence. There is enough evidence
in this alone and in the ministerial statement to set up an enquiry
into this particular matter. But the Minister of Justice sits there,
puts his head in his hand, pléys at being an ostrich and says, Oh no,

we cannot investigate this matter.

AN HON. MEMBER: (Inaudible) .
MR. THOMS: Well you had no problem setting up an

enquiry to look into the leaking of the police document. You had
no problem in setting up an enquiry to look into the Walsh situation.
And I would suspeqt that this is just as unsavoury.

Mr. Speaker, there is one thing that
I refuse to do. In spite of what the House Leader (Mr. Marshall)
has said on the other side, in spite of what the member for
Stephenville (Mr. Stagg) has said, in spite of what the member for
St. John's North (Mr. J. Carter) has said I refuse to stand on my
feet here today and say that I am a Canadian and to say that I am a
Newfoundlander. I refuse to say that because it is so obvious. 2nd
I will tell the minister the policy that I follow and I will tell the

minister before I sit down the policy that I follow if the ministerxr
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will shut up and listen. It is as simple as that.

MR. SPEAKER (STMMS): Order, please!

MR. THOMS: Mr. Speaker, at this time I would like to

move the adjournment of the debate.

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. President of the Council.
MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, I move that the House at its

rising do adjourn - before I move the motion I would like to extend
to the members of the Opposition the courtesy of letting them know
what will be coming up next week. On Monday we will be back into

the Throne Speech and/or the Envirommental Assessement Act. We

have not fully decided yet which one we are going to but one of the
two we will be on. And we will be doing that act next week with the
Throne Speech.

Mr. Speaker, I move that the House at its
rising do adjourn until tomorrow Monday at 3:00 P.M. and that this
H&use do now adjourn.

MR. SPEAKER: ’ The hon. member for Trinity-Bay de Verde.
MR. F. ROWE: Probably the House Leader could indicate
to us on Monday morning exactly what he will be -

MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, with due respect what I have
told the hon. gentleman is that we are going to do either one or
the other. And I will let him know as early as I can on Monday but
surely that should be enough notice that we are going to do either
one or the other. You know I am not telling the hon. gentleman we
are going to have the whole Order Paper up for debate. I am saying
one of two things. So we can govern ourselves accordingly.

PREMIER PECKFQRD: And do your homework over the weekend.

MR. MARSHALL: I forget, Mr. Speaker, whereabout I was
on the motion but I move we adjourn until tomorrow, Menday at 3:00
P.M. and that this House do now adjourm.

on motion the House at its rising adjourmed

until tomorrow, Monday, at three of the clock, carried.
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