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Senator Frith: That is what i have asked for, but the Senate
must agree to the change to my notice of motion.

The Hon. the Speaker pro tem: Honourable senators, it is
moved by the Honourable Senator Frith, seconded by the
Honourable Senator Perrault, P.C., with leave of the Senate
and notwithstanding rule 45(1)(g), that when the Senate
adjourns today it do stand adjourned until Tuesday, December
1, 1981, at 2 o'clock in the afternoon.

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

Hon. Senators: Agreed.
Motion agreed to.

THE CONSTITUTION

MOTION FOR AN ADDRESS TO HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN-
NOTICE OF MOTION RESPECTING DISPOSITION

Hon. Royce Frith (Deputy Leader of the Government):
Honourable senators, I now give notice of the motion. Can we
dispense with my reading it again?

Hon. Senators: Agreed.
Hon. Jacques Flynn (Leader of the Opposition): The

Deputy Leader of the Government is merely giving notice; but
I should mention that we should not be called upon to finally
adopt the motion before the resolution is passed in the other
place, because, as I have already said, we have to assess the
situation as it exists when we have the resolution before us. If
all the problems in the other place have been solved, we might
not need three days of debate. We might even be willing to
shorten the debate. That is one point. My second point is that I
cannot see that we should necessarily decide to terminate
debate at 6 o'clock. We might find it necessary to continue
until 10 o'clock at night.

Senator Frith: Honourable senators, on those two points, I
agree with the Leader of the Opposition that it will be helpful
if we know what the situation is before we vote on it. I do not
want to be held to that, in case we find it necessary to vote
otherwise; but I agree with the principle of the Leader of the
Opposition, that ideally we should know exactly how we stand
when we vote on it.

Senator Flynn: We might look silly if we decide in advance
that we are going to take three days without knowing exactly
what will come to us.

Senator Frith: As the Leader of the Opposition has pointed
out, it may be that we can deal with the matter in less than
three days. That is another reason why it would be helpful to
have the information before us. On the second point, I agree
that we can amend it to a time other than 6 o'clock. Let us
leave it at that for the moment, but that could be part of our
debate.

QUESTION PERIOD
[En glish]

THE CONSTITUTION

ADDRESS TO HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN-POSITION OF
GOVERN MENT OF QUEBEC

Hon. Jacques Flynn (Leader of the Opposition): Reverting
to Question Period, I have a question for the Leader of the
Government. I should say that occasionally, when we on this
side prepare for Question Period, i say, "Please don't put too
vague a question to the Leader of the Government if you don't
want to invite a speech"; but i suppose today's experience will
be another warning. It is very difficult to get a simple answer
to any question that we put to him.

In any event, my question is a simple one, and he can either
give a short answer or make a speech. I wonder if the
government has any official comment on Mr. Lévesque's deci-
sion yesterday to advise the Prime Minister of Canada that the
Province of Quebec is registering its veto on the constitutional
resolution.

Hon. Raymond J. Perrault (Leader of the Government):
No.

Senator Flynn: No comment! That is much better than what
Mr. Chrétien said on television yesterday.

[Translation]
Hon. Martial Asselin: i have a supplementary. Could the

government leader indicate whether a decision will be taken by
the government on the matter of an answer to the Premier of
Quebec on the right of veto? Will he get an official reply?

[English]
Senator Perrault: Honourable senators, there has been no

official letter or communication from the Premier of Quebec
on this point, and I hardly think he can expect an official reply
if he has not communicated in any official way.

Senator Flynn: We have seen the letter and the photocopy of
the order in council as it appeared in the press. Is there any
problem with the Office of the Prime Minister?

Senator Perrault: i was advised this afternoon that there has
been no official request received from the office of the Premier
of Quebec-certainly so far as Mr. Chrétien's office is con-
cerned, and, of course, he plays a leading role in this matter.
We have no information about any communication. If, in fact,
material has subsequently been received from the office of the
Premier of Quebec, that information will be duly brought to
the chamber. There may be documents around, but I have
been advised that there has been no official communication.

Senator Flynn: We saw yesterday the letter to the Prime
Minister dated November 25, 1981, signed by Mr. Lévesque.
Are you suggesting that the Prime Minister has not received
that letter?

Senator Perrault: Honourable senators, a communication
was made with the office of the Honourable Jean Chrétien at
approximately 1.45 this afternoon to ask whether any official
information had been received from the office of the Premier
of Quebec on this point, and the answer was no. If the record

[Senator Flynn.]
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must be corrected, I will be pleased to do so; but the informa-
tion was expressly sought for today's Question Period.

[Translation]
Senator Asselin: I think that the Leader of the Government

should enquire especially at the Prime Minister's office
because it was stated yesterday, and everyone bas confirmed it,
that Mr. Normand, the deputy minister of interprovincial
affairs for Quebec, met with Mr. Kirby at the Prime Minis-
ter's office to deliver by hand the letter and the document in
question.

Did the Leader of the Government ask whether that is how
it happened?

[En glish]
Senator Perrault: Honourable senators, that question will be

taken as notice. If there bas been any further information in
recent hours, that will be acknowledged and the information
will be brought to the Senate. The inquiry was directed to the
office of the Minister of Justice in this particular instance.

FEDERAL-PROVINCIAL RELATIONS
FISCAL ARRANGEMENTS

Hon. Duff Roblin (Deputy Leader of the Opposition): Hon-
ourable senators, before we get to delayed answers, I wonder if
the Leader of the Government would expand a little on the
eloquent address he delivered a moment ago on federal-provin-
cial fiscal relations, because I believe he gave some informa-
tion to the house that will not bear scrutiny. Did he not accuse
the provincial treasury officials of exaggerating their position
by projecting revenues and expenditures into the near future,
the next five years, with respect to federal-provincial fiscal
relations? I think he did. Honourable senators, the information
we are working on in this connection has nothing to do with
what the premiers said, but everything to do with what the
Minister of Finance said. If one wishes to know the situation in
which the Minister of Finance is placing the premiers, one
need only look at one of his own documents.
9 (1520)

I suggested to my honourable friend the last time we spoke
on this subject that he look at the white paper prepared by the
Government of Canada called Fiscal Arrangements in the
Eighties-Proposals of the Government of Canada, and he
would find that information set out on page 50 of that
document. I ask the Leader of the Government whether he has
ever studied that document and whether he has read the
speech, and the documents attached to it, which the Minister
of Finance gave to the provincial treasurers in Halifax the
other day. Has he seen the confession of an error of $600
million in favour of the "feds" and against the provinces, if I
can use that expression, which I now notice has been raised to
$700 million? The actual position of the provinces is much
worse off than that presented in the budget documents.

Is the Leader of the Government aware that in the same
statement to the provincial treasurers in Halifax the Minister
of Finance told them how much he was going to take from

provincial taxpayers in addition to all this because of altera-
tions that were being made to the budget that day? They
amount to some $870 million for 1982-83, the first year of a
five-year period.

In light of those facts, how could my honourable friend
stand up in this house and make the statement he made a few
minutes ago that the premiers and the provincial treasurers
were exaggerating the situation, were not giving the facts,
were padding the issue to reflect their own point of view, when,
in fact, the issue is made plain by the documents of the federal
government itself? I think there is something lacking in the
leader's understanding of this situation.

Further, I would ask the Leader of the Government whether
he has taken the trouble to acquaint himself with the contents
of the document produced by the House of Commons Special
Committee on Federal-Provincial Fiscal Arrangements and
whether he is aware of the connection which it makes between
the tax guarantee situation and the funds available for health
care and post-secondary education, or its recommendation that
those funds be considered as one sum in dealing with these
matters. I am not trying to invent difficulties for the honour-
able leader, but I wish to point out to him what his own people,
his own government and his own documents are saying in this
matter so that we can get to some mutually agreed under-
standing of the facts.

I ask the Leader of the Government whether he accepts the
facts outlined in the speech made by the Minister of Finance,
the facts outlined in the budget documents and the statements
contained in the report of the House of Commons Special
Committee on Federal-Provincial Fiscal Arrangements. If he
does, then he and I will have common ground on which to
debate, but, from his statements so far, that does not appear to
me to be the case.

Hon. Jack Marshall: Answer "yes" or "no."

Hon. Raymond J. Perrault (Leader of the Government):
Honourable senators, Senator Roblin expresses a deep desire
to get the facts on the table and, at least in that regard, we
have an area of common agreement because we want to get the
facts on the table as well. When I gave the figures in response
to Senator Macquarrie's question, I was referring to medical
programs and post-secondary education, for which the alloca-
tion is expected to increase from approximately $11 billion to
approximately $19 billion over four fiscal years. That is the
area to which I had addressed my remarks, and what I said is
fact.

The official opposition has been saying for weeks that the
government plans to make cutbacks, and they have organized
a $20,000 advertising campaign, paid for by the Conservative
Party, to mislead the students in the universities from coast to
coast in this country. Is this the action of a responsible party
interested in getting the facts on the table? To act in this
manner is a classic act of irresponsibility on the part of the
Conservative Party of Canada. I did not pad the figures to
which I referred. I did say that it is time to get the facts on the
table, that it is time to let the people of this country know
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