
SENAIL DEBAIES

government about the substitution of a member of the commit-
tee. It ought to be clearly understood that it is the Senate, not
the government, that is determining the Senate membership of
a joint committee.

Senator Frith: Honourable senators, on that point-

Senator Roblin: How many times are you going to speak?

Senator Frith: I have not spoken to this motion.

Senator Roblin: You moved it. That is speaking to it.

Senator Frith: Are you not allowed to speak to a motion
that you move? That is a brand new one, I must say.

Senator Roblin: You had your chance.

Senator Frith: Honourable senators, I am not speaking on
this, but on a point of privilege raised by Senator Hicks.

Senator Grosart: It was not a point of privilege.

Senator Frith: Honourable senators, I was referred to as
saying something that was regretted. I just wanted to make it
clear that of course the decision as to who from the Senate is
to be on the committee is made by the Senate. If it is not made
by the Senate, we would not be debating it; we would not be
postponing it or considering any of those things. The decision
has to be made by the Senate. I fully agree with both senators.
I was talking about proposals that would be made, and I said
that the views of the Senate would be taken into account in the
hope that the decision could be made by the Senate and
receive the full support of the Senate.

Senator Hicks: What you said was that the views of the
government would be taken into account.

Senator Frith: I did not say that.

Senator Hicks: With respect, you did.

Senator Frith: I said that the Senate's views would be taken
into account.

Senator Roblin: You did not say that.

Senator Flynn: Honourable senators, I want to confirm that
the motion made by Senator Frith was made at my suggestion,
but under the circumstances-

Senator Lamontagne: Oh, oh.

Senator Flynn: Wait a minute. Everything was going well
before you came in, Senator Lamontagne.

Senator Lamontagne: I said, "Oh, oh".

Senator Flynn: Yes, and you need say no more in order to
disturb the whole place. I was saying that in the course of the
debate that took place before you came in, the climate of the
discussion was very pleasant. So that I may explain-not to
you, Senator Lamontagne, because I would never try that in
my whole life-the reasons behind the motion, I now move the
adjournment of this debate until tomorrow. It does not matter
anyway, because we have to deal with the other motion
tomorrow.

Senator Frith: It will be an interesting day tomorrow.

Senator Flynn: It surely will.
The Hon. the Speaker: It is moved by Honourable Senator

Flynn, seconded by Honourable Senator Roblin. that further
debate on the motion be adjourned until the next sitting of the
Senate.

Is it your pleasure, honourable senators, to adopt the
motion?

Some Hon. Senators: Yes.
Some Hon. Senators: No.
The Hon. the Speaker: Will those honourable senators who

are in favour of the motion please say "yea"?
Some Hon. Senators: Yea.
The Hon. the Speaker: Will those honourable senators who

are against the motion please say "nay"?
Some Hon. Senators: Nay.
The Hon. the Speaker: In my opinion, the "yeas" have it.
On motion of Senator Flynn, debate adjourned.

QUESTION PERIOD
[English ]

THE CONSTITUTION
REQUEST FOR RULES COMMITTEE TO STUDY PROCEDURE

RESPECTING REPORT OF SPECIAL JOINT COMMITTEE

Hon. Jacques Flynn (Leader of the Opposition): I know
that honourable senators would like to be able to listen to the
results of the U.S. election tonight-

Senator Hicks: Reagan has won.
Senator Flynn: If that is final, then we may carry on with

the Question Period for longer than we had anticipated.
I have one question, which is directed to the Chairman of

the Standing Senate Committee on Standing Rules and
Orders, Senator Molson. In view of the debate with regard to
the way the Senate can deal with the report of the joint
committee when it comes to us, would his committee consider
the problem, and if our rules are not clear enough, or if they
are silent on this question, could he repeat to this house, and
perhaps make some suggestions as to how to avoid having a
debate on procedure when we are seized with the report.

Hon. Hartland de M. Molson: Honourable senators, I had
better take that question as notice. As the committee is
empowered to consider any matters which are of importance to
the Senate, I see no reason why it should not be able to do as
Senator Flynn requests; but I would like to have a minute or
two to discuss it.

Senator Lamontagne: Sober!
Senator Molson: Sober second thought.

ETHNIC REPRESENTATION ON SPECIAL JOINT COMMITTEE

Hon. Peter Bosa: Honourable senators, I have a question for
the Leader of the Government in the Senate. Since so much
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cmphasis has been piaced on regional and politicai representa-
tion on the committee, has any thought been given to ethnic
representation by the Leader of the Government and by the
Leader of the Opposition?

Could 1 ask the hunourable leader a supplementary ques-
tion'? Did he flot think that Senator Yuzyk or Senator Rizzuto
or Senator Haidasz could have made a valuable contribution
to that committee? Furthermore, does the leader think that
the only criterion by which members should be selected for this
committee is expertise on the Constitution? Is the commnittee
not a forum where the concernis and aspirations of ail segments
of our society may be considered?

1 ask the Leader of the Government if he bas given any
thought to this particular aspect of the question'?

Senator Perrault: Yes, a great deal.

ENERGY

THF BLDGET POLICY RFSPECTING CANADIAN OWNERSHIPOF
OIL COMPANIES

lion. D. G. Steuart: Honourable senators, 1 have a question
for the H-onourable Senator Oison. It has to do with PetroCan,
and the government's stated objective of Canadianizing-if 1
can use that word-the oul industry and taking every possible
step to encourage greater developmcnt in ail aspects of tUic oul
industry.

1 have had complaints from some people in the service end
of the oul industry in Aiberta that PetrciCan, in the major part
of the service end of its business, turns to the international and
multinational companies rather than to Canadian companies. 1
wonder if the minister bas had a chance to look into this. If
wbat I have reported is a fact, is there anything that can be
donc about it'?

Hon. H. A. Oison (Minister of State for Economic Develop-
ment): I thank the honourable senator for bis question. He did
not give me notice of it, but the same point bas been raised
directly to my office by a number of service companies. 1 arn
pretty sure that in the last few days an inquiry bas gone
forward from the minister responsible for PetroCan to find out
wbetber tberc is any validity to tbe allegation, and, if there is,
they will be encouraged to change their policy.
0 (2130)

Senator Steuart: Honourabie senators, we bave tbe assur-
ance of the minister that if it turns out that the company is
favouring multinational non-Canadian companies, tbe govern-
ment wiii exert ail its efforts on PetroCan to sec tbat tbis
situation is cbanged, and that, ail tbings being equai. the
company wiil favour Canadian companies.

Senator Oison: In response to the bonourabie senator's
question, I wouid refer to tbe positive side and say tbat t is the
deciared weii-stated poiicy of this government to increase
Canadian ownership in deveioping new energy resources, and,
indeed, to own an increasingiy bigber percentage of those
resources after tbey bave been deveioped.

I Senator B0Sa I

THE CONSTITUTION DEBATE

STATEMENT BY CLERK 0F THE PRIVY COLNCIL

Hon. Raymond J. Perrault (Leader of the Government):
Honourabie senators, on October 21, Senator NicEiman asked
a question concerning an alieged statement by Michael
Pitfield.

I have been informed that Mr. Pitfieid's remarks were of an
informai nature and related to the American Constitution, not
the B.N.A. Act. Unfortunately no transcript of Mr. Pitfieid's
remarks is availabie, and they were not accurateiy reported.

Senator Flynn: Did you say -unfortunateiy" or 'lortunate-
y"'?

Senator Perrault: "Unfortunately."

THE ECONOMY

THE BUDGET EFECT ON NUMBER OF BAN KRLPTCIES-
INDUSTRIAL STRATEGY-MEASURES TO FICHI INFLATION JOB

CREATION PROGRAMS

Hon. H. A. Oison (Minister of State for Economic Develop-
ment): 1 sbouid like to reply to questions asked by a number of
honourable senators with respect to the budget measures
announced iast week by the Minister of Finance, witb particu-
lar reference to the subjeets of bankruptcy, inflation, industriai
strategy and job creation.

As I promised during Question Period on October 29, I have
prepared a copy of the budget statement for eacb of the
bonourabie senators, with the relevant sections underlined for
their attention. I will send a copy of the statement to Senators
Charbonneau, Murray and Doody. and I trust that tbey wili
find the information tbey are seeking-in fact, I arn sure tbey
wiii. They wiii discover that in the budget, the government
tried to be responsible and responsive to the needs of
Canadians.

In addition, 1 shouid point out that the sections of the
budget statemient that I arn bringing to the attention of
bonourabie senators include reference to the national energy
program. It is obvious that the measures the government is
taking to ensure a secure energy future for the country wiil
bave a fundamentai impact on our economie development
during the i1980s. I wiii send a copy to eacb of the honourabie
senators, so that it wiii not bc su difficuit for tbem to find the
information.

ENERGY

THE BUDGjET -POLICY RESPECTING CANADIAN OWNERSHIPO-
Oit COMPANIES

Hon. Hi. A. Oison (Minister of State for Economic Develop-
ment): Honourabie senators, I have a deiayed answer in
response to a question asked by Senator Murray on October
30.

The honourabie senator sbould be informed that the
Canadian Ownership Speciai Charge is part of the ways and
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