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Copies of a list of overruns on ail government projects
in excess of $500,000.
LEGAL AND CONSTITUTIONAL AFFAIRS
COMMITTEE AUTHORIZED TO MEET DURING SITTING OF THE
SENATE

Hon. H. Carl Goldenberg, with leave of the Senate and
notwithstanding rule 45(l)(a), moved:
That the Standing Senate Committee on Legal and
Constitutional Affairs have power to sit today at four
o'clock in the afternoon, even though the Senate may then
be sitting, and that rule 76(4) be suspended in relation
thereto.
Motion agreed to.
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QUESTION PERIOD
[ Translation]
THE CONSTITUTION
FEDERAL-PROVINCIAL NEGOTIATIONS-STATEMENT BY PRIME
MINISTER

Hon. Jacques Flynn (Leader of the Opposition): I have a
question for the Leader of the Government following a statement made yesterday by the Right Honourable Prime Minister
during his more or less off-the-cuff conference, since he usually has it on Thursdays, concerning his famous letter to
Quebecers.
In commenting on this letter, the Right Honourable Prime
Minister is reported to have said:
I have said nothing new. My attitude has always been
the same.
Does this mean that he has not changed his mind about
constitutional reform-that is, his attitude in favour of the
status quo-since the tabling of the infamous Bill C-60?
[English]
Hon. Raymond J. Perrault (Leader of the Government):
Honourable senators, there is anything but the status quo in
the attitude of the government with respect to the Constitution. May I remind the Honourable Leader of the Opposition
that on May 21 last the Prime Minister said:
As for us, our only prerequisites for change are the two
which I outlined in Quebec as early as January, 1977.
First, that Canada continue to be a real federation, a state
whose Constitution establishes a federal Parliament with
real powers applying to the country as a whole and
provincial legislatures with powers just as real applying to
the territory of each province. Second, that a charter of
fundamental rights and freedoms be entrenched in the
new Constitution and that it extend to the collective
aspect of these rights, such as language rights.
[Senator Perrault.]
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I have said at the time and I say again today that we
consider everything else to be negotiable.
Surely this is not a statement by a leader who advocates
maintenance of the status quo. Yet, there have been those who
have continued to attack the government for alleged "inflexibility." They have said that the process of constitutional
revision is too rigid and too centralizing. The government
rejects that view.
One can understand readily why many Canadians, including
those in Parliament, quite properly, are anxious to see constitutional negotiations proceed brilliantly and successfully.
Consequently, they profess to be worried about anything that
appears to be remotely rigid.
The fact is that the federal government is approaching the
whole process of constitutional reform with great flexibility. A
number of statements have been made in that direction by
others, including those by the Honourable Marc Lalonde and
the Honourable Jean Chrétien.
[Translation]
Senator Flynn: I have a supplementary. Supposing that the
statement made by the Right Honourable Prime Minister after
the referendum is different from the one he made yesterday
during his press conference, if we exclude the possibility of
transferring to the provinces some jurisdiction over telephone
communications, are there other specific areas where the
Prime Minister has said that the provinces could acquire new
or more specific jurisdiction?
[English]
Senator Perrault: Honourable senators, the entire process of
negotiation involves the presentation by the provinces of their
views with respect to these and other matters and the presentation by the federal government of its position in respect of
certain matters.
As far as the division of certain responsibilities with the
provinces is concerned, the Prime Minister, in a statement
made on May 29, said:
At the February 1979 Conference on the Constitution, I
repeated what I had been saying for ten years: that I was
ready to limit, for example, spending power ... in fields
which the provinces consider to fall under their jurisdiction; or take the federal declaratory power-I have always
indicated we were ready to consider limiting it in some
economic fields ...
This remains my attitude . . . But I would not like the

provinces to think that I am prepared so far as to abdicate
aIl federal sovereignty and jurisdiction in certain economic fields-
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The Prime Minister has suggested the possibility of a discussion on the matters referred to by the Leader of the Opposition, and, indeed, on ail matters, in an earnest endeavor to
achieve agreement on the new Constitution. If the Leader of
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the Opposition requires a further supplementary statement, I
would be pleased to bring it to the Senate.
Senator Flynn: We will wait until tomorrow.
REGIONAL ECONOMIC EXPANSION
ATLANTIC PROVINCES-DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY

Hon. Richard A. Donahoe: Honourable senators, my question is directed to the Minister of State for Economic Development, and it is in that capacity and with those responsibilities
that I assume he would be aware that the expenditures of the
Department of Regional Economic Expansion have declined
from 2½ per cent of total government expenditures in 1970-71
to only 1.2 per cent in 1978-79. During that period the income
of Canadians in the Atlantic provinces was 34 per cent less in
terms of real income in 1974, but in 1978-the last year for
which I have any information-it was 35½ per cent less. So it
must be clear, even to the minister, that DREE has not
produced the results that were hoped for.
With that information in mind and given the ad hoc application of government economic development programs in eastern
Canada during the past decade, my question is: When will the
government be announcing a comprehensive Atlantic development strategy designed to address the fundamental economic
problems of that region?
Hon. H. A. Oison (Minister of State for Economic Development): Honourable senators, it seems we will have to go
through this exercise every day. Here we are again with the
honourable senator saying that his question is predicated on
the premise that we have an ad hoc economic development
program in eastern Canada. There is a program under DREE
that has been operational for a long time. I do not have time in
the Question Period to give him the scope of that program, but
I would be glad to bring it in here. I would not ask to print it
as an appendix to Hansard because the program is so large
and comprebensive, but perhaps it could be tabled or sent
directly to his office.
He is now asking for another program on top of all that and,
of course, from time to time there are going to be modifications to the economic development program, including the
activities of DREE. Those announcements are not always
made in one package because conditions and priorities change.
If the senator would like me to start into that, I could give him
a rather long indication of some of the priorities that have
changed in the last few months, even without having notes in
front of me. Those things ought to be accommodated in the
changing priorities that are useful for that part of Canada.
Senator Donahoe: The minister may feel that is a satisfactory and adequate answer, but my question was not premised
upon the question of the ad hoc policy as much as it was
premised upon the decrease in the percentage of the national
revenue allocated to the economic development program in
eastern Canada. That decrease has been very significant, and
if the minister does not like going through this exercise and
thinks that it is an unnecessary exercise, he has a very easy

out. All he has to do is to see to it that the things I am
complaining about through the medium of this question are
rectified. Then I will be happy and instead of standing up in a
critical mood I will compliment him on the good results he has
achieved with a policy that he says is so broad and comprehensive he could not give it to us here this afternoon.
In the absence of any assurances this afternoon from the
minister that his government is concerned enough about economic programs in Atlantic Canada that it will do something
to relieve that region's dependence on handouts, will he at least
assure us that the DREE budget, which fell 22.4 per cent
during the seventies as compared to a 60.6 per cent increase in
the expenditures of all other departments, will be upwardly
adjusted so as to demonstrate the government's true concern
for Atlantic Canada?
* (1430)

Before the minister takes his feet, I should like to say that if
he is going to tell me that this is not a question he should be
asked, and if he says that the responsibility for an upward
increase of the DREE budget is the responsibility of another
minister, could we have his assurance that he personally will
support the suggestion that the increase be given, and that he
will use his influence with the appropriate minister to sec that
this kind of remedial assistance is given to the Atlantic
provinces?
Senator Oison: Honourable senators, without agreeing with
the preamble, and just setting that aside for the moment, I can
tell the honourable senator something he already knows.
Senator Flynn: You never do.
Senator Oison: These preambles usually destroy the premise
on which questions are based, so 1 will forget about it for the
moment and tell Senator Donahoe, quite frankly and honestly,
that the minister responsible for the Department of Regional
Economic Expansion brings in his budget from time to time,
and it will be modified by cabinet from time to time. I shall
support whatever position the government takes.
Senator Flynn: Blindly.
Senator Donahoe: The minister is so good at finding red
herrings that he should be based on the Atlantic coast instead
of in the west.
Senator Oison: Honourable senators, I know what game is
being played here, and it is all great fun, but Senator Donahoe
knows very well that one does not single out a particular
minister and try to get him to commit himself to what he is
going to do in a certain area when that area is the responsibility of another minister. That trick has been played as long as I
have been around here. The next thing he will say is: "Why
didn't you resign if you didn't get what you were promised?"
Some Hon. Senators: Hear, hear.
Senator Oison: As I understand it, the honourable gentleman has spent some time in a cabinet, so he knows that he is
not going to get away with that kind of thing. It is an affront

