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Since the Suprerne Court hearing has becn set back 10
Fcbruary 22. 1 belicvc that sve have vet anoîher chance 10
rcview our positions. i amn doing so now and hope that
Prenmier Pcckford is as wcll. i have alwavs believed a
ncgotiaîcd seuîlement is possible and certainly desirable.
The federal governm-ent renmains ready t0 meet ai anytime
and in any place 10 continue discussions on the offshore.

If negotiations or discussions are nol resumcd prior to a
Supremne Court ruling, the federal governiment will be
ready 10 mccl the provincial governmlent immcdiately
upon a court decision regardless of what that decision
may be. A legal resolution will not in jîseif gel develop-
ment under way. Co-operation between governiments is
necessary no mnalter who owns the offshore.

i cannot respond 10 your questions concerning Premier
Peckford's attitudes or strategy in negotialions. Tie fed-
eral governimenî would like 10 have a negotiatcd setule-
ment as soon as possible because we believe it would bc
good for the poeple of Newfoundland and Labrador and
for ail Canadians. Whether an offshore settlement is
possible in the near term wiil not deter my ministers from
pursuing ail avenues 10 assist Newfoundlanders in their
proud efforîs to achieve econoiei and social progress.

Yours sincerely,
Pierre Fllioît Trudeau

FOREIGN AFFAIRS
SI. PIERRL AND MIQUEILON CANADAUA R SNCE MS>,RITI.MFI

BOL NIARY

Hon. H. A. Oison (Leader of the Government): i have a
relatively short response to a question asked by Senator Mar-
shall on November 24 as 10 whether discussions were held
dealing wiîh Canada's position concerning St. Pierre and
Miquelon during the Prime Minister's recent visit 10 France.

Honourable senators, the Prime Minister discussed the
Canada-France maritime boundary problem with the Presi-
dent of France during his visit 10 that country. It was agreed
that there bc an early resumption of negotiations relating 10
the St. Pierre and Miquelon situation. It is expected that
negotiations wiil resumne before the end ofiJanuary 1983.

Hon. Martial Asselin: An invasion in the future?
Hon. Jack Marshall: On that particular question. would the

Leader of the Governmenî furnish this ehamber wiîh a list of
those negotiating on behaîf of the Canadian and French
governments'?

Senator Oison: It is my opinion that the ministers are the
persons responsibie. and 1 am not sure wheîher it is the
practice to namne ail those who assist. Jn any event, i shahl take
the question as notice.

CANADA POST CORPORATION
DFFINITMON OF01< -ýT TER'

Hon. H. A. Oison (Leader of the Government): Honourable
senators, i have a response 10 a question askcd by Senator

Roblin on Novemiber 24 concerning possible par1iainentarý
debate oser the regulation providing the definition of *'lcttcr".
1 ask that this answer bc incorporatcd in flnsard as though it
hadl been rcad.
* (2025)

TUhe Hon. the Speaker: Is it agrced, honourable senators'?

Hon. Senators: Agreed.
The aswroIu:

The governmen. has not changed ils position rcspcîing
the confidentiality of correspondence betwcen the Canada
Post Corporation and interested parties with regard t0 the
definition of "letter".

The governmenî considers that the procedure bcing
followcd by the Canada Post Corporation ailows for the
protection of the public inîerest. This process involves the
publication of a proposed regulation, public comment,
discussion and consultation, amendmient by the corpora-
lion and submission of the amended version to the Gover-
nor in Council. Cabinet has 60 days within which bo
review and either accept or rejeel the proposai. In this
case, the Governor in Council rejected the proposai which
would seem 10 indicate that the syslemn is working.

Therefore. a full parliamentary debate is not being
contemplaîed at the prescrnt moment. Senator Roblin is of
course frec as a legisiator 10 introduce debate on the
subjeet in the Senate through an inquiry, a motion or even
an amiending bill should he wish to do so.

EN ERG V
ITTR0 CANAI)A-PERC HASt 0l 13P CASNADA

Hon. H. A. Oison (Leader of the Government): Honourable
senators, 1 have a reiatively short answer Io a question which
was asked by Senator Murray on November 24 concerning the
relationship beîween Petro-Canada and the Governor in Coun-
cil. The question had 10 do wiîh terms of reference, among
other îhings.

If Senator Mlurray looks ai the Petro-Canadla Act. he wiii
find îhaî the role of the Governor in Council is specified in
many clauses. In particular, i would encourage him 10 look aI
sections 2, 5(2), 7(2), 7(3), 7(4). 7(5), 8(li). 8(2), 8(3), 9(l)
10(5) il and 13( 1).

Hon. Jacques Flynn (Leader of the Opposition): The
answer you are giving is more a legai opinion.

Senator Oison: If Senator Mlurray, after hc has studied ail
of those sections. which do. in fýact, expiain in soi-ne detail the
relationship between the Governor in Council and Petro-
Canada, has any furîher question in his mind i shahl be giad 10
try 10 answer il.

Hon. Loweil M'urray: One is accustomed to the instinctive
answers of the smart-aiecs who advise the minister on ques-
tions that are put in this chamber. One undersîands iess weil
the tendcncy of the minister bo make himself the echo of or the
sounding board for that kind of repiy.
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