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The House met at 3:00 P.M.
Mr. Speaker in the Chair.

MR. SPEAKER (Russell) : Order, please!

Pursuant to Section 29,
Subsection(l)of the Parliamentary Commissioner(Ombudsmaﬂ
Act, the seventh annual report of the Parliamentary
Commissioner was received in my office a short while ago.
I now table the report and will arrange to have copies

distributed to all hon. members very shortly.

ORAL QUESTIONS

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. tﬂe Leader of the
Opposition.

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, in the absence of

the hon. the Premier, who has not been in the House now

for going on three weeks -

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh!

MR. TOBIN: That is not so!

MR. NEARY: It is so! I am forced to direct -
MR. STAGG: The Leader of the Opposition

has not been in the House since April 6th.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, it is too bad we
do not have television in this House. It would be much
better than the Muppet Show.

Mr., Speaker, I am forced to direct
my questions to the Government House Leader (Mr. Marshall).
I would like to ask the hon. gentleman if the administration
have taken any new initiatives in the last week or so to
try to resolve the offshore dispute or to settle up their
differences with the Province of Quebec, or are they

waiting for this Province to sink to the depths of poverty

3noea



June 30, 1982 Tape 1821 EC = 2

MR. NEARY: before they take any initiatives

to try to get these big mega-projects going in this

Province?

MR. SPEAKER (Russell): The hon. the President of the
Council.

MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, I certainly cannot

one~-up the hon. the member for Stephenville (Mr. Stagg) in
his answer. BAs the hon. gentleman is forced to ask a

question, unfortunately, I am forced to reply to him.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, the situation on

the offshore is as it was a couple of weeks ago. The
position is that this government is ready, willing and able
to negotiate at any given time. Unfortunately, the federal
government is not disposed to negotiate with us; the
federal government instead harps on what they perceive to

be a precondition, which precondition
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MR. W. MARSHALL: of this government is that

ownership be set aside during the period of negotiations

and permanently in the event that agreement was reached. 1In
cffect, Mr. Speaker, that precondition means that the Province
of Newfoundland is saying, 'We will enter into negotiations
with a view to entering into an agreement, if you will agree
that afterwards you will not tear up that agreement.' And I

do not think that is, Mr. Speaker, an unreasonable precondition.
On the other hand,the federal government sets a precondition

and that precondition is that ownership not be set aside. So in
effect what they are saying when they say that, Mr. Speaker, is
that we enter into negotiations provided we can reserve the
right at any time thereafter to tear up the agreement. Now,

Mr. Speaker, we act and we hope we act in the interest of the
people of Newfoundland. I think the people of Newfoundland
perceived this to be so on April 6th when they returned forty-
four members. And we feel that we would be breaking faith

with the people of Newfoundland if we entered into negotiations
with a view to consummating an agreement which gave either

side, either this Province or the federal government, the right
to tear it up after it has been entered into. So we are
awaiting, Mr. Speaker, with anxious anticipation a statement
from the federal government that they are prepared to negotiate,
to negotiate in good faith, to negotiate on the basis that
ownership be set aside, which was the basic foundations on which
the negotiations were set up in the first place. In other
words, what we are seeking From the federal government, Mr.
Speaker, is a commitment chat when we enter into an agreement
they will not tear it uv afterwards, as the Commonwealth of
Australia did in respect to its agreement with the states of

Australia. I do not think, Mr. Speaker, that that is unreasonable.
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MR. W. MARSHALL: I do not think any government

acting in the interest of the people of this Province could
do anything otherwise.
MR. 5. NEARY: A supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER (Russell): A supplementary, the hon. the

Leader of the Opposition.

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, the answer just given
by the hon. gentleman is silly and just demonstrates further
the hostile attitude of this Province, which is an impediment
and a hindrance to ever getting a negotiated agreement with
anybody, with that kind of an attitude. Would the hon.
gentleman tell the House what needs to be done in order to
bring the parties back to the bargining table so that they can
attempt to resolve their differences and negotiate an agreement
in good faith? What has to be done? Will this Province, for
instance, withdraw its case presently before the Newfoundland
Appeals Court if Ottawa agrec to withdraw its caose (rom thoe
Supreme Court® Or even better again, will both parties aqree
to just ignore the court rases and sit down to the table and
negotiate in good faith Tefore Newfoundland goes down the

economic political tube, before everything moves over to Nova

Scotia’?
MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the President of the Council.
MR. MARSHALL: Now, Mr. Speaker, there are two

things that need to done. The first thing that has to done is the
liintenance of confidence on the part of the government of

this Province as to the future of this Province and the determination
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MR. MARSHALL: as to the assertion of
our rights. If we addpted the attitude exhibited by the
hon. gentleman when he referred in his first questions to
us sinking to the depths of poverty or going down the
economic tube, that is the attitude that the hon. gentlemen
exhibit time and time again, and it is the type of attitude
that would lead to selling Newfoundland down the tube the

same way as they sold them down the Churchill River, then

the Hamilton River,when they entered into the Upper Churchill

agreement.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. MARSHALL: It is precisely that psychology

that led , Mr. Speaker, to the gigantic giveaway , the biggest
giveaway in the history of the Canadian nation. That will not
happen, Mr. Speaker, while this government is in power.

The next thing that needs
to be done, Mr. Speaker, is an expression of sincerity by the
Government of Canada indicating that it intends to negotiate
in good faith. And they have not exhibited this sincerity
in the past,and I draw the hon. gentleman's attention to
three specific instances that occur to me with respect to
this. First of all, the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources
can on the one hand look the people of Newfoundland straight
in the face and say that they are not advocating or advancing
in court the ownership matter when at the same time the lawyers
for Ottawa were before the court, the Federal Court of Canada,

advancing the ownership issue.

AN HON. MEMBER: Not so.
MR. MARSHALL: That is not a statement by

me, Mr. Speaker, that is a statement that can be verified from
the record.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
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MR. MARSHALL: Another indication of the
type of sincerity we require is the Minister of Justice of
Canada (Mr. Chretien) gets up and indicates that there
twelve other instances similar to the present one where the

Supreme Court of Canada accepted a direct reference. When

the Parliament of Canada's Library Assistants looked into this, tbey

found out that not one single instance of this had any
credibility. That is not an indication of

sincerity as well, Mr. Speaker. Imagine, the Minister of
Justice for all Canada, it has to be from lack of confidence
or for some other reason that the hon. gentleman could make
such an amazing statement that could be so easily refuted
ang certainly reflects the lack of sincerity.

Another indication of the
lack of sincerity, Mr. Speaker, is the matter of the transmission
corridor,where we are denied our rights as a Province of Canada
and as citizens of Canada where they say unequivocally that
Bill C 108 has been deferred for six months when the last
paragraph of Bill C 108-and I will Table Bill C 108 tomorrow,

I do not have it handy, but I will Table it for the hon.

members so they can see it - and the last paragraph of Bill
C 108 says -
MR. NEARY: We have it. I have it down

in my office.
MR. MARSHALL: _ "It will not be proclaimed
until the federal government wishes it to be proclaimed".

So what we reguire are two
things, Mr. Speaker,, on the one hand, we require from the

federal government an indication of its sincerity, an
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MR. MARSHALL:

indication it will not use its position to try to obscure
the facts and mislead the people of the Province and
mislead the people of Canada, a sincere indication on their
part that they are prepared to negotiate and negotiate in
good faith. So that is what we are looking for. And the
other thing we need is an attitude - we do not have to look
for this because I can guarantee it, Mr. Speaker -we have
to have an attitude which is not the lap doggish attitude
of the hon. gentlemen there opposite of getting down on
their knees to Ottawa all the time and by taking such
attitude that unless we give everything away we will

be in the depths of poverty and we will go down the economic
tube. The latter part we can guarantee to the people of
this Province, that we will stand up for the rights and

the legitimate rights of Newfoundlanders as Newfoundlanders
and as Canadians.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear.

MR. MARSHALL: But what we require, Mr. Speaker,
in order to resume nhegotiations is an expression of sincerity
on behalf of the Government of Canada which heretofore has
not been forthcoming.

MR. NEARY: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER (Russell): Supplementary, the hon. Leader

of the Opposition.

MR. NEARY: In that answer, Mr. Speaker, we
found out just how narrow-minded the hon. gentleman can be.
They are approaching this thing with a buttoned-down mind,
they are paranoid, Mr. Speaker, they have no confidence in
themselves as negotiators. It is not us on this side of

the House who are crying out for a negotiated settlement;
all the heads of the churches in Newfoundland have urged

the hon. gentlemen to get back to the bargaining table.

The business community, business and industry is trying to
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MR. NEARY: encourage the hon. gentleman to
get back to the bargaining table. 2And even a former Minister
of Energy, Mr. Barry, the member for Mount Scio, urged the
hon. gentleman to get back to the bargaining table. Neyotiations
is a two-way street, The hon. gentleman is asking the
Government of Canada to show scme sincerity. Well is this
administration prepared to show some sincerity in negotiations
and get back to the bargaining table and negotiate in good
faith? And will the Premier, while he is attending the

First Ministers' Conference up in Ottawa now, will he take any
new initiatives to try to get together with the Prime Minister
and try to bring about a resclve, a settlement, of this matter

before all the businesses in this Province go bankrupt?
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MR. SPEAKER (Russell): The hon. President of the
Council.
MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, there is no group that

more earnestly desires to have this matter resolved through
negotiations than this government.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. MARSHALL: But before this government can in good
faith sit down and negotiate this particular issue,there
obviously has to be a recognition on both sides that we are
entering into an agreement which neither side can tear up,
either one day, one year, five years or ten years later.
Surely, Mr. Speaker, that is not too much to ask.

He asked whether the hon. the Premier
and the Prime Minister would be getting together on this
subject in Ottawa, The subject that they are getting together
on is the economy, and the state of the economy - and I mean the
state' in all its senses —the state of the econcmy of Canada
that has been occasioned by the fiscal management of the
federal qovernment. But in connection with this business of
get together ,it has to be remembered that before the negotiations
commenced it was the Premier of this Province who requested of
the Prime Minister of Canada that they get together for the
purpose of setting the parameters of the talks themselves in
the hopes and in the expectation that this was
necessary in order for there to be fruitful negotiations. And
it was the Prime Minister of the country, Mr. Speaker, who
refused to get together with the Premier. So I am quite sure,
knowing the Premier and knowing the policy of his government,
that this government is ready, willing and able, either in
the person of the Premier,who is presently in Ottawa, myself
who is the minister responsible for negotiation, or any other

minister or any other member of caucus to get down and sit down

an



June 30, 1982 Tape 1825 M - 2

MR. MARSHALL: in earnest negotiations. But before,

as I say, there can be negotiations surely there has to be
agreement on the basic tenet that any agreement entered into
has to be one which either side cannot reserve the right to
tear up,because that is what the issue is all about. The
federal government refers to preconditions. The hon. gentleman,
who is the man servant - I cannot call him the maid
servant- but he is certainly the servant of the federal

government and exhibits all of their wishes and all
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MR . MARSHALL :

of their comments, urges us to get together. So I say

to him who is so close to the Mr. Lalonde who he would
not trust as far as he could throw him,and to Mr.Trudeau,
if he wants to do service to this Province, then what
the hon. gentleman should do,since he is so close to

the federal government,is to urge them to negotiate in
good faith and to negotiate on the basis of an agreement
which the federal government will undertake with the
people of Newfoundland and the people of Canada that they
will not tear up afterwards. We are prepared to give

this undertaking and we have given it,and once it is
given we will enter into negotiations. We will not only
enter into negotiations but,as we have already indicated,
we are prepared to withdraw all court action. We only
took a court action because we were forced to as a result
of the intervention of the federal government in the

SIU case. And we took that action and the federal
government in turn has taken another action. That action
has been unprecedented in Canadian annals despite the
attempts by the Minister of Justice (Mr. Chretien ) of
Canada,in a base way and in a way that requires explanation
by him,to indicate was precedented in effect has been
unprecedented. So they have taken an unprecedented action
which has been accepted in an unprecedented manner by

the Supreme Court of Canada to hear this issue before

it has gone through the normal process. So we are prepared
to withdraw, as the Premier has indicated, the court
actions. All we want and we honestly desire is an
expression of sincerity by the federal government, their
indication that they will sit down and negotiate with

us in good faith and will negotiate with us on the

basis that we will both enter into an agreement which
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MR .MARSHALL: we undertake and we expect them
to undertake will not be torn up afterwards.
MR.NEARY: Mr. Speaker, a supplementary.

MR.SPEAKER (Russell) : A supplementary. The hon.

Leader of the Opposition.

MR.NEARY: Mr. Speaker, the answer just
given by the hon. gentleman has all the logic of a
Mad Hatter administration. Mr. Speaker, we represent
nobody on this side of the House except the unemployed
in this Province -

SOME HON.MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR.NEARY : - businesses that are going
bankrupt, yvoung people who are looking for employment,
senior citizens who have to pay more for their drugs

these are the people

Tl
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MR. NEARY:
we represent on this side of the House and we are not
servants of Ottawa or anybody else outside of this
Province.

what I would like to know now,
Mr. Speaker - the hon. gentleman has attached now another
string to his bow. Instead of now talking about setting
aside the ownership permanently, he is now using the excuse
that somebody can tear up an agreement. Now, Mr. Speaker,
could the hon. gentleman elaborate on that? Because my
understanding is if there is an agreement negotiated, it
has to have the approval of the Legislature of this
province, the Parliament of Canada, the signatures of both
parties. How can it be torn up? I mean, surely the hon.
gentleman is not that narrow-minded and not that suspicious,
Mr. Speaker, to think that an agreement that is negotiated
in good faith, signed by both parties, approved by the
Legislature of this Province, approved by the Parliament
of Canada, that the next day they are going to tear it up.

I mean, what kind of logic is that?

MR. SPEAKER (Russell): The hon. the President of the
Council.
MR. MARSHALL: Well, Mr. Speaker, it is not

just logic, it happened. It happened in the case of
Australia and it can happen here.

MR. NEARY: Oh, we are down in Australia
now, are we?

MR. MARSHALL: What the hon. gentleman does not
understand - and the hon. gentleman cannot understand
anything because I think the hon. gentleman has little
cupie dolls of the Prime Minister of Canada and

Mr. Lalonde and Mr. Chretien, Mr. Ouellet -

MR. SIMMS: Rompkey .
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MR. MARSHALL: - Mr. Rompkey and all the

rest of them, you know, that he venerates every morning

so he cannot see beyond them. But let me try to explain
to the hon. gentleman. If ownership is not set aside

and the parties do not agree to set aside ownership,

what happens :hrough the instrument of the supremacy

of Parliament is that notwithstanding the fact that an
agreement is entered into, if ownership has not been

set aside and set aside on the basis of a constitutional
amendment, it can mean that either side, no matter what
the agreement, no matter what the agreement, can bring

in legislation which can cancel that agreement in the
future. Now, this is not ordinarily available, Mr. Speaker,
to individuals, but because of the principle of supremacy
of Parliament, it is available to Parliaments. It is
available to the House of Parliament and it is available
to the Legislature, and if the hon. gentleman wants to see
an example of it, I can give him one that is foursquare
and that is the Reversion Act. The Reversion Act repeals
a previous act, which in cffect repeals an agreement,

and we have no shame or we make no excuses because of it.
We have taken that dramatic action because of the fact
that that agreement we view to be completely unconscionable
and one that was entered into on the basis of undue

influence and many other instances.
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MR. MARSHALL: So the fact of the matter is

the hon. gentleman does not understand. When we say the parties
agree to set ownership aside , we mean that the parties agree
to set ownership aside ~nd they will not pursue that issue.
We mean that they will éngraft the agreement on joint -
management in a constitutional amendment which will preclude
any one of them unilaterally from cancelling that agreement.
We mean,in effect, that either side foregoes the right that
they have by reason of parliamentary supremacy and the right
to legislate ,to unilaterally tear up the agreement. And
that is what the issue is all about. So if the hon.
gentleman thinks that this is based on bile and invective

and hate for Ottawa and all the rest of the appellations

that the hon. gentleman loves to dwell in I draw to his

’
attention the fact that the continent or the Commonwealth

of Austrailia is governed by the same laws as Canada in

this respect in that they have this principle of parliamentary
government, of supremacy of parliament. The net result of
that was a similar agreement was entered jnto which was in

fact torn up by the Commonwealth of Austrailia,which is

the counterpart of the federal government. Having seen

an example like that we have seen two things. We

have seen, number one, the theory,and we have seen the
practice; and we have enough practice from our relationships
with the federal government in relation to our hydro

to realize that we are not going to subject the people

of Newfoundland to further punishment and to further bitterness
along this line. We want to negotiate,but in summary, Mr.
Speaker, we insist that before we enter into an agreement

it has to be one that cannot be torn up by either side.

In order to do this I repeat so the hon. gentleman can

get this through his silver cranium that ownership has to

be set aside, It has to be set aside permanently or else,

if that is not done'what can happen is either side can tear
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MR. MARSHALL: up the agreement. And we are not
by way of giving Ottawa the opportunity,under any government
of any party, the possibility of tearing up any agreement

that we enter intec with respect to the offshore.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear.
MR. NEARY: Supplementary, Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPERKER (Russell): Supplementary, the hon. Leader

of the Opposition.

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, I am beginning to
think that the member for Mount Scio (Mr. Barry), the former
Minister of Energyv, was absolutely 100 per cent correct
last weekend when he said that the nersonalities in these
negotiations should be changed, and there was an example
of it right there. The hon. gentleman is so suspicious
about somebody tearing up something, Mr. Speaker, that he
will not get back to the bargaining table and negotiate

a settlement to this dispute. The fact of the matter is,
Mr. Speaker, there is a stalemate, there is a dead-end.

At the present tims business is becoming discouraged,

the unemployed in the Province are discouraged, the

heads of the churches are discouraged, everybody in the
Province is discouraged. They gave the administration

a mandate, a mandate to negotiate a settlement and they

are not carrying out their mandate, Mr. Speaker.

ang
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MR._ NEARY : Let me ask the hon. gentleman
once more what can be done, because it is going to take one to
two years, if not longer, to settle this matter in the courts.
MR. WARREN: Right.

MR. NEARY: That means the offshore is
delayed for another year or two. The development of the

Lower Churchill will be delayed for another year or two. The
cost is escalating. The cost of developing.the Lower Churchill
is now up around $4 billion.

MR. MORGAN: Speech! Speech! Question!

Question! Questionl

MR. NEARY: It would be Soon uneconomical -
MR. SPEAKER (Russell) : Order, please!
MR. NEARY: Why does not the hon.

gentleman go back and finish his dance with Maggie?

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh.

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, it will soon
be uneconomical to develop the Lower Churchill.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh.

MR, SPEAKER: Order, please.

The Question Period
is only thirty minutes long, and maybe other hon. members
to my right would like to ask some guestions. So I would
ask the hon. Leader of the Opposition (Mr. Neary) to

be precise with his question, please.
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MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, we cannot

wéit much lonéer. Now let me ask the hon. gentleman again-

in all sincerity, there is a stalemate, there is a dead-end.
Nobody is talking at the moment = what can be done to over-
come that situation -

MR, BARRETT: Get Trudeau out of office.

ﬁR. NEARY : - so that negotiations can resume?
Is there anything that anybody can do to get the parties back

to the bargaining table? Or should we just throw up our arms

in despair and say nothing can be done? This year will run

out and there will be no move towards getting the offshore
development going or the Lower “hurchill developed? Is there
anything at all that can be done showing good faith on both
sides? Not just blaming Ottawa- the hon. gentleman has to

take his share of the blame also. What can be done? Or who

can do anything to try to get the parties back to the bargaining

table to get these problems resolved?

MR. SPEAKER (Russell): The hon., President of the
Council.
MR, MARSHALL: The hon. gentleman went ahead

with a very interesting speech. Now one of the things he gets
on with, you know, the usual thingr you always find when some
one is afraid to meet reason that they get into personalities,
and that applies to the hon. gentleman and anybody else who
wants to talk about personalities.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear.

MR. MARSHALL; Personalities, Mr. Speaker,

do not enter into this at all. I challenge the hon. gentleman

to get up and answer what is being put to him, Mr. Speaker, because

he cannot do it. And to get up and answer the fact that what
is going to happen is if ownership is not set aside that the
federal government and/or the provincial government is reserving
the right to tear up the agreement. And does the hon. gentleman

think that we should enter into an agreement which can be torn

an
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MR. MARSHALL: up by the federal government
at will? - be it a federal Liberal government, a Conservative
Government or an NDP GCovernment,or Mr. Rompkev is party or
the Rhinoceros party or you name whatever party it may be,
Do vou think, Mr. Speaker, that we wouldthen be acting in the
interest of the people? Now let the hon. gentleman and the
other people talk , Mr. Speaker, not with respect to personalities,
but let them talk with respect to the reason that is being put
before them.

With respect to the stalemate.

I have said what has happened. This government is ready, willing,

3N
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MR. W. MARSHAL: able, anxious, open-armed to meet

the federal government at any given time with respect to
negotiations. We do not feel that this should be resolved

in any event by court cases. We do not have this great sanctity
of attitude towards judges in that this should be decided
perhaps by one judge being a majority decision of the Supreme
Court of Canada, although it would probably be more than a majority
from what we have seen in the past, but regardless of that,

Mr. Speaker, we do not believe that this is a matter for
judicial decision. This is a matter for political decision,

for agreement in the Canadian way,and we are ready, willing and
able to negotiate in the Canadian way. But in order to do it,
when we are representing the people of this Province,we say
again that it has to be an agreement that the other side is
going £o enter into on the firm understanding and undertaking
that they will not tear up this agreement after it is entered
into. And I ask the hon. member, instead of dealing with
personalities, to address himself as to whether this is a
reasonable, sensible, rational and responsible stand for the
government of the people of this Province. And he can get on
with all he likes about the matters of despair and the economic
situation. Sure the economic situation is bad, A lot of the
reason for this, Mr. Speaker, is the enormous $20 billion deficit
that has occurred in the national capital. A lot of this

has resulted from the high interest rates that have occurred.

A lot of this has resulted from the incapacity of the federal
government to deal with the economic situation that not only
affects the people of this Province but affects the people of
all of Canada. And if the hon. gentleman there opposite or
anybody else thinks that we are going to put this up on the

pyre that we are going put our rights with respect to the development

an:.
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MR. W. MARSHALL: of our resources on the offshore

up to case the mistakes under which this Province and the rest
of Canada is labouring >surely and simply because of the
mistakes of the federal government, he has got another thought
coming to him.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. MARSHALL: We are prepared to negotiate,

we want to negotiate,and I challenge the hon. gentleman instead of
getting into personalities to address himself to that. Do he

and his party feel that this government should enter into an
agreement that the federal government can tear up at will?

Does he feel that we should enter into an agreement such as

they did in Nova Scotia, where the federal government has all

the say in the management of the offshore? Does he not

realize if that occurs that all of benefits will flow, not

to Nova Scotia exclusively but also in large measure to the
Eastern Shore of the Province of Quebec, as we know? Does he
feel, Mr. Speaker, that the benefits of the offshore should

be tagged simply to egualization payments so that all we do

is substitute equalization payments with our own resources?

Or does he feel, as we proposed, Mr. Speaker, that the revenue

and the benefit should be equated to average incomes, to average
employment, to average taxes, to average infrastructure of health,

and education?



June 30, 1982 Tape 1831 NM - 1

MR. MARSHALL:

That is what he should address himself to, Mr. Sneaker. Instead of
on the one hand personalities, and on the other hand,

Mr. Speaker, to this business of despair and, you know, because

of the situation the federal government got us in that we

should give it all away. It might interest the hon. gentleman, and
perhaps he might like to remind this House, that a recent

survey done by his own party, I understand with the

financing of the Federal Liberal Party once again, has shown

that this government on its offshore stand is in a stronger
position that even it was on April 6th.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. MARSHALL: So make no wonder, Mr. Speaker, with

that knowledqge make no wonder the hon. qgentleman's hair is
white. It is a wonder he has got any hair at all.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

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

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, I am not going to be
intimidated by the hon. gentleman.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. NEARY: What we are askig the hon. gentleman

to do, and the administration, is to use a little reason and

a little common sense and try to resolve this matter before
Newfoundland is ruined economically. Now, Mr. Speaker, let

us get back to this matter of tearing up an agreement. I am
rather intrigued by the hon. gentleman's comments. This is

a new concept now that they have introduced into the
negotiations as what they see as a stumbling block. The first
real issue they were hanging their hat on was that the
Government of Canada would not agree to put aside the offshore
ownership permanently. That was their first stumbling block.
Now they are brushing that aside and now they are talking about
somebody tearing up an agreement.,and I am intrigued by that. Let

the hon. gentleman tell this House what happens when an agreement

ank?
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MR. NEARY: is negotiated. Mr. Speaker, no one will put a gun
to the hon. gentleman's head or to the Premier's head to sign
an agreement. They will only sign an agreement when it is

in the best interest of the people of this Province and the
people of Canada. 1Is that not correct, Mr. Speaker? Sco before
the signatures go on on the agreement,the agreement would have
to be brought into this House and it would have to be debated
in this House and approved in this House; the same way it would
have to be brought inte the Parliament of Canada, Mr. Speaker,
brought into the Parliament of Canada and then, only then, will
it be signed by hon. gentlemen opposite and signed by the
Government of Canada. And Mr. Speaker, after going through
that process and that procedure to negotiate a binding

agreement,
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MR.NEARY: then T fail to sec how the hon.

gentleman can even in his -

SOME HON.MEMBERS: Oh, oh!
MR.SPEAKER (Russell): order, please!
MR.NEARY: - wildest imagination figure

that an agreement of that magnitude can be torn up.

MR.SPEAKER: The hon. President of the
Council.
MR.MARSHALL: I have no doubt, Mr. Speaker,

why the hon. gentleman can fail to see the light.It is not A
new concept. It might be a new revelation to the hon.
gentleman, it might be the first time that we are getting
through to the hon. gentleman. I hope it is because the
hon. gentleman is so friendly with Mgssrs.Lalonde and Chretien
and Trudeau that maybe he can get through to them, and
Mr. Rompkey, where we cannot. Now let me explain it and
let me explain it so the hon. gentleman can perhaps
understand it,even though that might be an impossibility
in itself.

Mr.Speaker, there is a principle
of supremacy of parliament. Any law that this legislature
makes, any agreement that this legislation makes, can be
repealed. It can be repealed by an act of this legislature
by bringing in another act cancelling it. The hon. gentleman
knows this. He sat in the legislature for over twenty years,
he has seen a lot of acts rcpealed and he has secn this
happen. The same thing can happen with respect -

MR.SPEAKER (Russell) : Order, please! I will permit

the hon. President of the Council thirty seconds to finish up his
answer. Then Question Period will be over.

MK. NEAKRY: Boy,you are finished anyway.

RRLRTRR]
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MR .MARSHALL: Thirty seconds is a long time,

Mr. Speaker, to try to get over some thirty or forty or

fifty years of ignorance-

MR.SIMMS: Hear, hear!

MR .MARSHALL: et me say this to the hon.gentle-
man that what applies here is the principle of the supremacy
of parliament,and when you enter into an agreement the
parliament of this Province, the legislature or the

Commons can bring in an act cancelling that agreement,
repealing the legislation. What we ask when we say that
ownership be set aside is that it be set aside in a
constitutional procaess so that neither side can change

the agreement without the consent of the other. That is

the true essence of an agreement between individuals and

we want to make that apply to the two governments. And

surely even in the hon. gentleman's estimation , surely

that is not unreasonable.

PRESENTING PETITIONS

MR.SPEAKER (Russell): The hon. member for Port au Port.

MR .HODDER: Mr. Speaker, I beg leave to present
a petition on behalf of twenty-three residents of the
community of Abrahams Cove in the district of Port au Port.
The prayer of the petition, Mr. Speaker, says that 'We, the
residents ol Abrahams Cove and surrounding communities,
petition the provincial government to upgrade our woods
road . The road is located near the center of Abrahams
Cove and is used by approximately fifteen families and
is essential to our livelihood. The road needs ballast
over a small bog measuring approximately 250 feet and
would cost in the vicinity of $1500. We ask the Department
of Forestry to provide funds for this project.'

Now, Mr.Speaker, I think the

petition speaks for itself.
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MR. HODDER: The woods road is very important
to the community. It is a very small community which has
not asked for a lot in the past vears; I think this is
probably one of the first things they have asked for.

They are not millionaires in this little community; they
are mostly small boat fishermen who try to make a living

as best they can.

AN HON. MEMBER: How many people?

MR. HODDER: The hon. member asks how many
people. I would say there are somewhere around perhaps
thirty families.

MR. MORGAN: I am sSoOrry.

I could not hear where it was.

MR, HODDER: Abrahams Cove,in the district
of Port au Port, is near the crossroads where the
road changes to go to Piccadillv or to go to the Cape
St. George area. It is negr that area.

Well, Mr. Speaker, the people
in this area are dependent on the forest for their fuel.
As I said, they are not rich people but hard working
people who need this particular road. It is not a lot
of money, and I would ask the Minister of Forestry
(Mr. Power) to look into this matter - not just to take the
petition and to file it away somewhere - to look into
this particular case, to have some of his officials
loock at the road to see if the citizens cannot be helped,
because this has caused some hardship for them during the
months when they have to get the wood out to their homes.

I ask that the petition be

rabled and referred to the department to which it relates.

MR. SPEAKER (Russell): The hon. the Minister of Forest

Resources and Lands.
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MR. POWER: Mr. Speaker, we will certainly
be glad to respond to the petition presented by the member.
Certainly wec have a system in Newfoundland of priorizing
woods roads and where roads shall be built,either for
access to domestic cuttina of timber or for pulpwood or

for saw logs. Certainly in the Province over the last
four or five years, through the assistance of a DREE
agreement, this government has built a tremendous number
of access roads. This year we will spend several millions
of dollars in creating access roads in the Province to

get access to wood and pulpwood and saw logs for the

people of this Province. In the case of the community
mentioned,we will certainly do the very best we possibly
can, realizing, Mr. Speaker, that we have many, many
requests for access roads around the Province and sometimes
it is not practical to build a $100,000 road to get to
$50,000 worth of wood. So we have a system of priorizing
our access roads in the Province and certainly we will
take this petition in light of all of the other requests

that we have in the Province and do the very best we can

with it.

MR. SPEAKER (Russell): Are there any other petitions?
MR. ANDREWS: Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the Minister of
Environment.

MR. ANDREWS: Mr. Speaker, on behalf of my

colleague, the member for Windsor - Buchans (Mr. McLennon),
1 ask permission to table a petition from some 230 citizens,
residents of the Millertown area, expressing their concerns
about a proposed spray programme by Abitibi-Price under

the supervision of the Department of Environment.

In doing so, I appreciate the concerns of the citizens

here. I have had discussions with the gentlemen who

305



June 30, 1982 Tape 1833 EC

MR. ANDREWS: brought the petition to

St. John's, but I would also like to reassure the

citizens of our concerns and our intentions

qo 5 |
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MR. ANDREWS:
to very severely monitor the programme and remind this hon.
House that permission has not been granted for the company to
go ahead and carry out this small test project.

1 would also like to say once
aqain for the umpteenth time that this product that is being
sprayed is safe for humans. It does not contain dioxons of
any kind. It is not Agent Orange. T will say that again; it
is not Agent Orange.

So with these things in our minds,
Mr. Speaker, and if the company comes with a proper proposal
that will guarantee to our benefit and under our monitoring that
the programme will be monitored properly,we will permit this,
but not if they will not follow our directions right down the
line.

This test project offers us a
possibility and a good possibility to learn something about
the advantages or the disadvantages of such a project. We have
been informed by Fforestry people that such a project on a large
scale could greatly increase the yield of fibre in the Newfoqndland
forest, possibly. We do not know. We were also in some
trepidation o5f the dangers of this type of programme affecting
the whole environment, in particular the wildlife aspect. But
it is with this in mind that if approval is given it will be to
find out. We do not want to live constantly in ignorance. There
is a possibility that it could be of some great benefit to ocur
society in Newfoundland, there is also a possibility that down
the road it could do us a lot of harm.

So this is a small test project and
if it does go ahead I certainly think we will know a lot about

our environment and about how chemicals work.

)
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MR. SPEAKER (Russell) : The hon. Leader of the Opposition.
MR, NEARY: Mr. Speaker, certainly last night

when the hon. gentleman appeared on television he did nothing

to instill confidence in the minds of the people of Millertown,
or any other part of Newfoundland,as far as this spray programme
is concerned. The interviewer had the upper hand of the hon.
gentleman all the way and I think most Newfoundlanders were
shocked to learn, Mr. Speaker, that the Environmental

Advisory Board was not allowed to consider this matter, and

that one of the hon. gentleman's officials, one of the officials
in the hon. gentleman's department -

MR. ANDREWS : I did not say that.

MR. NEARY: No, but the interviewer had spoken

to one of the officials in the hon. gentleman's department, The
hon. gentleman could not answer it and that is what shocked me
about it, how little the hon. gentleman knew about this subject.
And you talk about living in ignorance, Mr. Speaker) There was
an example last night right in living colour in your living-
room of somebody living in ignorance.

DR. COLLINS: Is this debate?

MR. NEARY: No, it is not debate. Mr. Speaker,

I am supporting the petition.

DR. COLLINS: Oh good.

InLe
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MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, I am
supporting the petition, but I would warn the hon.
gentleman that he should take all the steps under

the Environmental Act, the legislation in this Province
and allow the advisory board, the Environmental Advisory

Board to take a look at this project before approval

is given.

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

MR. SPEAKER (Russell): Order, please!

On a point of order, the
hon. the Minister of the Environment.
MR. ANDREWS: T think the hon. the
Leader of the Opposition(Mr. Neary) is a little
confused. That is the next step in the environmental
procedure, that before this goes any further, at this
point in time, it goes to the Pesticide Advisory
Board, the proposal by the company.
MR. NEARY: That is not a point of
order, Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPEAKER: The hon. minister has
not raised a valid point of order.

The hon. the Leader of
the Opposition.
MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, the hon.
gentleman told us in the House last week that the
company was pretty near getting the permit to go ahead
with this project., Now, the hon. gentleman, now when
he is backed up in a corner and the pressure comes on,
now the hon. gentleman says it will be referred to the
Environmental Advisory Board, and that is exactly the

point -

ans

Prl



June 30, 1982, Tape 1835, Page 2 —- apb

MR. ANDREWS: You do not know how
the plan works, boy. Read that.
MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, if I may.
That was the point that was made last night by the
interviewer.

And also, Mr. Speaker,
let me ask the hon. gentleman this question about
the animals in the area. We understand from the
people of Millertown, who are familiar with that
area, that it is one of the areas of Newfoundland that
has the highest moose population in the whole Province,
and other animals, Mr. Speaker, a very high population.
The hon. gentleman talks about monitoring; right now
they do not know what the animal population is in the
area, the hon. gentleman's department does not know,
so how is he going to compare, if he does monitor the
project, six months, a year down the road? What is
he going to compare it with when they do not have the

statistics in the hon. gentleman's department?

MR. ANDREWS: Do you want me to
answer?
MR. NEARY: Well, the hon.gentleman

had an opportunity to answer it last night and he

could not answer it.

MR. ANDREWS: That was because I had

not given permission for the spray project. You are
assuming that we have given permission.

MR. SPEAKER: Order, please!

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, there should
be an assessment of that hundred acres they are going

to spray to determine the number of animals, the kinds

of animals in that area so that at least we would have
something to compare the information that we are going to
six months or a year from now, we will be able to compare

it with what is there at the present time.

Ans”
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MR. NUARY: Mr. Speaker, this 2,4,D

was used in South Viet Nam, the hon. gentleman

admitted
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MR. NEARY :

that last night, and that is enough to scare the people. Any
kind of spraying, Mr. Speaker, is pretty scary business.

And what they are doing, Mr. Speaker, the reason they are
spraying is they want to destroy the hardwood because it

is retarding the growth, so the hon. gentleman tells us,of
the softwood. And, Mr. Speaker, if they want to destroy the
hardwood,Ottawa just announced a big employment programme,
why not employ Newfoundlanders and go out and cut the wood,
or do some forest management in that area? Why is there a
need to spray at all?

And so, Mr. Speaker, I support
the prayer of the petition which was circulated by the people
of Millertown. I am very sympathetic to these people in
that area. And I would hope that the hon. gentleman would
go through all of the procedures and all the process before
he comes down on the side of the company. This government,
Mr. Speaker, this administration always seems to come down
on the side of big business. And this is one time that I
hope the hon. gentleman will resist that temptation and
make sure that every avenue has been explored before any
permit is given to the company to spray a hundred acres
five or six miles from the community of Millertown.

MR. SPEAKER (Russell): Are there any other petitions?

Private Members Day.

The hon. President of the
Council.

MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, I wonder if I
may in the spirit of conciliation request,if it is possible
at all the government would be amenable, it is a government
private members motion that is coming up , but the

Opposition were agreeable to it, Mr. Speaker, we could dispense
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MR. MARSHALL: with it today for the purpose
of going on with government business. Of course, it is up to
the House and the Opposition as well. But our side would

be prepared to do it.

MR. SPEAKER (Russell): The hon, Leader of the Opposition.
MR. NEARY: Well, Mr. Speaker, we have

no objection to dispensing with Private Members Day as long

as the government will introddce measures that are meaningful

to the people of this Province.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. NEARY: We would like to know, Mr.
Speaker, what business the government intends to transact- -

We are satisified to forego Private Members Day.

MR. SPEAKER : The hon. President of the
Council.
MR. MARSHALL: I can respond to the hon.

member by saying, of course, the matter that is

ARRN
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MR. W. MARSHALL: before the House now on regular

business, the appointment of parliamentary secretaries which

I would not anticipate would have too much debate although it

may well; it is a very dangerous thing for a person on the
government's side to say. But it is just a non sequitur as it werc,
you can take it in that sense- and then we will follow with the
Budget Speech and then afterwards, but not necessarily in this
order, we have to deal with the Hydro Bill, which requires

a certain amount of borrowing for the great works that we intend
wrought in this Province, there is a matter of the Workers'
Compensation Act, which is going to make certain accomodation
particularly with respect to the Ocean Ranger situation,and one

or two other bills, mainly around the financial provisions of the
thing. But I would suggest to the hon. gentleman, without wishirg
to confrontationalist or that, that we will have a debate

on the Budget.

AN HON. MEMBER: You have convinced us.
MR. MARSHALL: Convinced. Okay, thank you, Mr.
Speaker.

I thank the Opposition.

MR. SPEAKER (Russell): Do we have unanimous consent to

dispense with Private Members Day?

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Agreed.

MR. SPEAKER: Agreed.

MR. MARSHALL: Order 45 Bill No. 45.

MR. SPFAKER: The hon. the Leader of the

Opposition (Mr. S. Neary) adjourned the debate last night.

MR. S. NEARY: Mr. Speaker.
MR. SPEAKER: The hon. the Leader of the Oppasilion.
MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, I do not have too

much more to say about this. Mr. Speaker, I used all the adjectives

and all the hard language that I could muster up yesterday

1021
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MR. S. NEARY: afternoon to indicate to the
House and to the people of this Province what we thought of
these appointments where the administration is now in the

process of appointing four additional parliamentary secretaries

to ministers. We feel this is unnecessary, we feel it is

ARRY
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MR. NEARY: a waste of Eaxpayer money and,
Mr. Speaker, it is another example of extravagance and political
patronage on the part of the administration.

Mr. Speaker, they are going to
ram this bill through the House whether we like it or not.
This government in a very short time, since April 6th, has
become very arrogant, very dictatorial and they are making

decisions, Mr. Speaker, that are not logical.

___MR. TULK: The Premier has to have his
holidays.
Mii. NEARY: It is not necessary for ministers

to have parliamentary secretaries. We have one department

that has already been devided and the Minister of Communications
(Mr. Doyle) who has only a budget of a hundred-and-some-o0dd
thousand dollars, we have the Minister of Rural

and Northern Development (Mr. Goudie) who has a very small

department.

MR, TULK: You left out agriculture.

MR. NEARY: Is agriculture part of his
responsibility?

MR. TULK: o Yes.

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, the number of political

appointments that are being made by this administration are

frightening.
MR. TOBIN: wWhat?
MR. NEARY: Political appointments, straight

political appointments. The hon. gentleman made one recently
with the Chairman of the Agricultural Marketing Board. The

hon. centleman would not consider that a political appointment?

MR. TOBIN: No.

MR. NEARY: It is a political appointment.
AN HOW. MEMBER: A political garbage bag.

MR. NEARY: I see.

But it is a political appointment.

20
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MR. NEARY: But I am not talking exclusively
about the hon. minister, 1 am talking about the administration
as a whole, all the ministers, the number of political appointments
they are making. They are by-passing the Public Service Commission.
AN HON. MEMBER: That is not true.
MR. NEARY: It is true. They are going on
bended knee, they are going and genuflecting in front of the
Premier and kissing his picture and saying, 'Mr. Premier, we do
not want to accept number one on the list we want to accept
number two or three. We do not want to accept the recommendation of the
Public Service Commission.'

Mr. Speaker, the administration
brought in a policy that is frightening. When the Premier wrote
a memo to the ministers and said, 'You do not have to pick number
one on the list, but il you do not pick number one vou have to
come and seek my permission in order to appoint anyone other than
number one on the list.

Mr. Speaker, they are so
disgusted with the arrogance and the behavior of the government
members that ne wonder they are leaving the gallery. Mr. Speaker, that
is a bad, bad policy. It leaves the hiring in the Public Service
wide open for abuse. But we are not talking about that now, we are

talking about

ARs
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MR. NEARY:
parliamentary secretaries,which are an unnecessary evil.
They are an unnecessary evil and all the Premier is trying
to do is the Premier is trying to buy the loyalty of four
members of his backbench who are disgruntled and disillusioned
and discouraged because they did not get any recognition or
because they did not get invited into the Cabinet. That is
the problem, Mr. Speaker.

So the Premier decided he needed
more lap dogs and more flunkies, Mr. Speaker, to use the
hon. gentleman's term. These, Mr. Speaker, these are
parliamentary lap dogs, or parliamentary flunkies, that
is what they are. And I think, Mr. Speaker, that the people
of this Province, the taxpayers who are struggling, will be
disgusted when the word filters out from this House that what
we are doing here is instead of debating a bill, or debating
measures or policies that would help the unemployed in
this Province, instead of debating measures that would help
people pay their mortgages, or help people cope with the cost
of living, or help young people who are getting married to go
out and buy a new homes, instead of helping senior citizens
to cope with the high cost of drugs, prescriptions, instead of
helping young people get trained for employment, instead
of helping the sick and the needy and the handicapped, and the
halt and the lame, instead of bringing in these kind of
policies and these kind of measures, in the dying days of this
part of the session of the House, Mr. Speaker, they are bringing
in a bill to appoint four of their buddies parliamentary
assistants, parliamentary lap dogs and parliamentar flunkies,
flunkies who will carry the suitcases and the briefcases for the

ministers, and when they go off to the Super Bowl and
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when they go globe trotting and waltzing with Margaret
they will have a lap dog or a flunkey to carry their
briefcase or to carry their papers, Mr.Speaker. And,
Mr. Speaker, that is enough to turn the stomachs of
the taxpayers of this Province. Mr. Speaker, I do

not know if there is anything else I can say about
this.

MR. BUTT: Sit down. You are only making
a fool of yourself.

MR.NEARY: The hon. gentleman happens to
be one of the lap dogs, Mr.Speaker,No wonder he is
interrupting me over there. The hon. gentleman had
qreat ambitions.When the election was overand he had increased
his majority , his chest came out about six inches

and he said,'l am Cabinet material, I am doing to be
invited into the Cabinet.! And what a swift kick he
got, Mr. Speaker, what a letdown.

SOME HON .MEMBERS : oh, oh!

MR.NEARY : Mr. Speaker, what a letdown
for the member for Conception Bay South (Mr. Butt) and
what a letdown for all the other hon. gentleman who
could not weasel their way into the Cabinet, who
threatened a palace revolt. Mr. Speaker, I am convinced
that after the member for Mount Scio (Mr.Barry), who

was the Minister of Energy, after he resigned~I would
think that he had a pretty fair following in the
Cabinet-and when the hon. gentleman resigned as Minister
of Energy and he appeared to be very popular, a very
popular minister throughout the Province,I would think
that there was dissention in the ranks that we have

not even heard about yet,and that the Cabinet was divided
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MR.NEARY: and there was a power struggle
going on within the Cabinet. And T would think that the
present Minister of Energy (Mr.Marshall)

MR.TULK: The member for Stephenville (Mr.
Stagg) has never supported the Premier.

MR.NEARY: That is right. And I would think
that the hon. member for Stephenville (Mr.Stagg), who is
now one of the parliamentary lap dogs, I would think that
the hon. gentleman was a follower of the Minister of
Energy at that time, the member for Mount Scio (Mr.Barry).
But then the hon. gentleman had to denounce him.In order
to get back into the good graces of the Premier and the

Government House Leader,
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MR. NEARY: the hon. gentleman had
to denounce the member for Mount Scio (Mr. Barry). * So,

Mr. Speaker, I would think at the time there were two

factions -
MR. BUTT: Nobody wants your job.
MR. NEARY: I have one of the most

responsible jobs in this Province. You have to have
eyes in the back of your head. You have to have eyes
in the back of your head, Mr. Speaker, to watch this
honourable crowd.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh!

MR. NEARY: Mr. Speaker, what a
responsibility this is, to try to keep this crowd
straightened out and to try to keep them honest.

Mr. Speaker, I would
think there were two factions in the Cabinet at that
time, one led by the minister who resigned and one led
by the Premier and his Siamese twin, the Minister of
Energy (Mr. Marshall). So, Mr. Speaker, the election is
over, the minister resigned -
MR. TOBIN: You only won by 21 votes.
MR. NEARY: Well, Mr. Speaker, the
fact of the matter is that when you win you win. It
is not like the N.H.L., or it is not like the American
Baseball League, there are no semi-finals, there are
no play-offs, you either win or lose. And it does not
make any difference, winning by one vote is just the
same as winning by a million, the same thing. If you
win you win.

Aand T am sure my friend,
the member for Naskaupi (Mr. Goudie) feels that he is a
winner, and rightly so. The hon. gentleman had to go
through a judicial recount to prove that he was a
winner. The hoh. gentleman is a winner.

MR. TOBIN: He doubled his majority.

3[R
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MR. SIMMS: Here?

MR. NEARY: Right there, yes.

MR. SIMMS: He doubled his majority
sure.

MR. NEARY: Doubled his majority,
thirty-six.

MR. TOBIN: Talk about your majority
now.

MR. NEARY: Yega. Mine was even more

than the hon. gentleman's, but majorities do not mean
anything. You either win or lose in pelities. You
either win or lose.

Now, Mr. Speaker, we have
these two factions in the Cabinet. As a result of the
resignation of the former Minister of Energy(Mr. Barry)
with his following, it looked like there may be a
number of people who were disgruntled in the Cabinet who
may do something drastic. And then you had the Siamese
twin, the Premier and the present Minister of Energy
(Mr. Marshall). So in order to win the support of the
followers of the member for Mount Scic; who is now
just a backbencher in this House, and the fact that they
had been overlooked when the Cabinet reshuffle was
taking place, these two things combined, Mr. Speaker,
made it look like there was going to be a palace revelt.
And so what did the hon. the Premier do? He called them

in, they genuflected and they kissed his picture
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MR. NEARY: and he laid on the hands to
make parlimentary flunkeys or parlimentary lap dogs of the hon.
gentlemen -

MR. STAGG: That is not fair

MR. TULK: What else are you? 'Neil says,
' Jump!' and you say, ' How high?!'

MR. STAGG: It might be true but it is

not nice to say it.

MR. NEARY: - with a promise -
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. NEARY: - Mr. Speaker, it was done with

a promise of things to come. And hon. gentlemen are sitting over
there now in wild anticipation, Mr. Speaker. They cannot wait.
They were told by the hon. the Premier that within a matter -

MR. HODDER: Like dogs in heat.

MR. NEARY: Yes, they are just like dogs

in heat over there now, Mr. Speaker -

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. NEARY: - waiting to get invited into
the Cabinet. And the Premier has told these hon. gentlemen that
all they have to do is to wait five or six or seven months

.
when there is a major Cabinet reshuffle, when some of the
ministers who did not support the premier will then be put
out to pasture, and this would be a training ground and seven OI
eight months from now they would be invited into the Cabinet and
all would be sweetness and light. Now, Mr. Speaker, let me
say this to the hon. gentlemen, that I sat on the government side
of the House for six and one-half years as a private member, as a
backbencher, and there is nothing more frustrating, Mr. Speaker, as
being a backbencher on the government side of the House, supporting
MR. STAGG: There is one thing more
frustrating, being a backbencher on the Opposition side of the
House.
MR. NEARY: Oh, this is where the action is,

over here, Mr. Speaker.
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MR. NEARY: And, Mr. Speaker, I would say
this,to wind up my few remarks, that the hon. the Premier
has only bought temporary peace. He has only gquietened
down his backbenchers for the time being. With forty-
four members, Mr. Speaker, with the larye number of
backbenchers, T would say that there is an awful lot of
discontent in the backbenchers on that side of the House,
that they are awfully disillusicned, that members are
getting awfully discouraged. They have to sit there

day in and day out completely mute like dummies. When
they see the Minister of Energy (Mr. Marshall) get up
and make a fool of himself as he did during the Question
Period today and on other occasions, they hang their
heads in shame. When they see the Premier blow his cool

and become hysterical and manic in the House,
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MR. NEARY: waving his arms, wild-
eyed, ready to fight, and when they see the Minister of
Fisheries (Mr. Morgan) the mess that he has mddg of the
fisheries in this Province, the chaotic condition of the
€isheries, and to hear the hon. gentleman blame it on the

CBC because they will not interview him, they hang their
heads in shame. But, Mr. Speaker, they have to support

that kind of philosophy, that kind of poliey whether they

like it or not. And if they want to get their little

handout, if they want to stand in line and wait their turn,
Mr. Speaker, they may be rewarded one of these days.

MR. HULD.ais Some of them may be.

MR, NEARY: Some of them may be rewarded
with a parliamentary lap dog appointment, like the member

for Stephenville (Mr. Stagg) or Conception Bay South (Mr.
Butt) or St. John's West (Mr. Barrett). The member for

St. John's West was a born flunky. He has all the
characteristics, Mr. Speaker, of a valet, a personal

wvalet, a gentleman who can carry briefcases and carry
suitcases and wash out the underwear ol the hon. gentlemen
when they are in their posh hotels. The member for St. John's
West would be good at washing out their socks and hanging them
up to dry, and giving their Boxer shorts a 'rinse.The hon.
gentleman is built for it, made for it, born for that kind of
a position. The hon. gentleman never thought in his wildest
imagination that he would ever be able to realize his ambition
as a parliamentary valet or a parliamentary flunky. The

hon. gentleman was born to that job.

So, Mr. Speaker, if hon.
gentlemen would just be patient, line up, they may be rewarued
in the end. They may be rewarded in the end, and I would
suspect that is wherc some of them will be rewarded. Because

six or seven months from now when the reshuffle does take

A7



June 30, 1982 Tape 1843 PK - 2

MR. NEARY: place and some of the old

guard are turffed out or flicked out, you are still going
to have discontent in the ranks of the backbenchers. There
is no way you can overcome it. You cannot buy the members off.
¥ou will only buy them off in the short-term, on a temporary
basis, and then the trouble will erupt again. One ,they will
become jealous, envious, and greedy, Mr. Speaker. And
MR. HODDER: Create their own little bureaucracies.
MR. NEARY: That is right. And they will
form their own little cliques in the backbenches and in the
Cabinet, and I would think that you are going to have trouble
for a long time to come, Mr. Speaker.

So having made those few
vemarks , Mr. Speaker, I have to tell the House that we are
going to vote against this bill. We are not in favour,

we are not in favour of this kind of extravagance and waste.
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MR. 5. NEARY: And, Mr. Speaker,in all fairness
to the taxpayers of this Province we will be voting against

these appointments.

SOME_HON. MEMBERS: Oh, oh!

MR. SPEAKER (Aylward): Order, vpleasel

MR. W. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker.

MR. SPEAKER: When the hon. the President of the

Council speaks, he will close the debate.
The hon. the President of the Council.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, having listened to

the hon. gentleman, I can only marvel at the consummate good
taste and judgement of his Royal Highness Prince Charles and
Lady Diana in refusing to call their first-born Stephen.
SOME HON. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, nothing that the
hon. gentleman has said, you know, requires any reply. This
bill has been introduced for the purpose of establishing
parliamentary secretaries, which is another great step forward
in this administration of involving people who are elected

to this House in the affairs of government. We did this, as the
hon. gentleman knows, by establishing committees, committees

to examine into the estimates and all sorts of committees,
committees coming out of your ears everywhere - the flag
Committee, the hon. member for St. John's North (Mr. J. Carter),
made one of his most distinguished contributions to it, the
Election Committee,:-the Resource Committee, Government Services
Committee and so on. We have done it by strenghtening the House
by the Question Period. TFor want of something better, the

other day I happened to pick up the records of the House
of Assembly in 1951 and reading through it . And do you know

what they had to do in that day, Mr. Speaker? They were not allowed
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MR. MARSHALL: to ask questions. Did you know that?
They had to get up and give notice that in some time in the
future they would be asking a guestion on such-and-such a
topic. That is the way it was. But we changed all that.

We put in a Question Period, and this is another part of the
strenghtening of the fabric of government. The hon. gentleman
calls them flunkeys and such other pejorative terms that he is
very versed in using, but in point of fact the four or five
members involved, and other members will be involved in the
future, will make a considerable contribution to the workings
of government and what this represents is yet another step of
this government in the involving of elected members in the
affairs of government and seeing that the very capable people
on this side of the House can make an effective contribution.
T would also point out at the same time, Mr. Speaker, that the
bill touches upon the Opposition House Leader (Mr. Hodder) .
Now there was no such thing as Opposition House Leader, I
remember when the former Premier ~ created such a position.

I happened to be in the elevator at the time with the late
hon. Leslie Curtis, and he was at that time retired, but I
remember him mentioning to me, he said, 'Opposition House Leader?
I have never heard of it. I never heard of it in the annals
of parliamentary democracy. There is no such thing exists.'

The hon. member from Port au Port (Mr. Hodder) does not exist.

MR. STAGG: Propose an amendment.
MR, MARSHALL: But we put it in and we have given the

Opposition House Leader security.

So this is just another instance of -

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Delete it. Delete it.

MR. MARSHALL: We can delete if the hon. gentleman wishes
to do it.

SOME HON. MEMBERS: Delete it. Delete it.

ATy
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MR. MARSHALL: We have taken steps here to secure
the Opposition House Leader in his position and we will continue
to support it. The hon. the former Speinker here is too shy, he
remembers his non-partisan times, he refers from time to time

to the hon. gentlemen- I think it is very apt, and I think it is

very appropriate - as Snow White and the seven dwarfs.
MR. SIMMS: Seven political dwarfs.
MR. MARSHALL: Seven political dwarfs. If I remember

some of their names that come to mind that could appear to all
of them, Sleepy and Dopey and Sleezy - I do not know which one -
MR. SIMMS: Winky, Sleepy -

MR. MARSHALL: - Winky, Weepy and Sleepy, I do not Kknow

which one we would call which. But, Mr. Speaker, from the speech -

MR. SIMMS: I hope the media gives me the credit
for it.
MR. MARSHALL: Yes, I do not want to steal the hon.

gentleman's thunder, but every now and then he still thinks

he is in the Chair, Mr. Speaker, and I still spy him talking to
the members of the Opposition. Is that not disgraceful? You know,
absolutely disgraceful.

MR. SIMMS: I apologize. I apologize.

MR. MARSHALL: So I thought he would be too

reticent because he has had it written down and has been passing
it to me and urging me on for the past five or six days.

MR. SIMMS: Because you are are nasty,see, boy.
MR. MARSHALL: That is it. But anyway, Mr. Speaker,
there was nothing to reply to in what the hon. gentleman said.
We have great pride in introducing this bill which is going to
involve government members in the affairs of government and we

heartily commend it for second reading.
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On motion, a bill, "An Act To Provide For

The Appointment Of Parliamentary Secretaries To Ministers Of
The Crown," read a second time, ordered referred to a Committee
of the Whole House on tomorrow. (Bill No. 45).
MR. MARSHALL: We will get into first readings now.
Motion 3. This is'an Act Respecting An Increase Of Certain
Pensions. I am sorry not to give yvou warning of that,
Mr. Speaker, notice of it.

On motion, Bill No. 53, "An Act Respecting
An Increase Of Certain Pensions," read a first time, ordered
read a second time on tomorrow.
MR. MARSHALL: Motion 4.

On motion, Bill No. 54, "An Act Respecting
An Increase Of Certain Pensions For Transferred Employees," read

a first time, ordered read a second time on tomorrow.
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MR. MARSHALL: Motion 5.

Motion, the hon. the Minister
of Finance to introduce a bill, "An Act To Amend The
Gasoline Tax Act, 1978," carried. (Bill No. 55).

On motion, Bill No. 55 read
a first time, ordered read a second time on tomorrow.

MR. MARSHALL: Budget Debate, Motion 1.

MR. SPEAKER (Aylward): Motion 1, Budget Debate.

The hon. the President of the
Council (Mr. Marshall) adjourned the debate.

The hon. the President of the

Council.
SOME HION. MEMBERS: Hear, hear!
MR. MARSHALL: Mr. Speaker, I have no intention

of speaking to the House and the Opposition for too long
a period of time, who have been, I consider, subjected
to enough of that punishment already today. But there
are one or two points that I would like to bring out in
the