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1 must say that the Government of Canada is looking
forward with keen anticipation to Mr. Mitterrand's presence
at the forthcorning summit meeting in Ottawa. 1 know that ail
Canadians share the view that we should develop cordial
relations with the new President and with France.

[Translation]
THE CONSTITUTION

MOTION FOR AN ADDRESS TO HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN-
PENDING JUDGEMENT BY SUPREME COURT 0F CANADA-

ALLEGED STATEMENT BY MINISTER 0F JUSTICE

Hon. Martial Asselin: In another connection, the minister
aiso addressing Liberai supporters, and he was reportedly
exuberant, spoke in the foilowing terms:

If the Supreme Court of Canada decided in favour of
the iegaiity of the unilateral patriation of the Constitution
by the federal government-

And by the way, I wonder whether this was not a discreet
message sent by the minister to the Supreme Court while it is
dealing with the matter, the minister then added the foilowing:

If the provinces reject the decision of the Supreme
Court, if they question the legality of the step taken by
the federai goverfiment, we will strictly adhere to the
Canadian Constitution and see to it to restrict provincial
powers and jurisdictions in some areas.

Couid the minister tell us how the federal government couid
restrict provincial powers in certain jurisdictions and areas,
and could he aiso tell us if the speech delivered by the Minister
of Justice refiects the views of the Canadian government?

0 (2020)

[En glish]
Hon. Raymond J. Perrault (Leader of the Goyernment):

Again, honourable senators, the honourabie senator is quoting
from remarks ailegediy made by the Honourable the Minister
of Justice. Significantly, Senator Asselin did not refer to any
text in his presentation, but perhaps he has rnemorized the
remarks attributed to the Honourabie the Minister of Justice.
In any case, as 1 said earlier, inquiries wiil go forward. I will
have a word with my coileague. 1 will discuss with him the
question of these aileged remarks, if, indeed, he made the
remarks quoted by the honourabie senator.

Hon. Jacques Flynn (Leader of the Opposition): It was on
TV.

[Translation]
Senator Asselin: I take note of the minister's statement and

realize that he hastens to contradict what Mr. Chrétien said in
Montreal iast weekend. iHe certainly does. In the light of this
contradiction, 1 wonder if the minister wouid be ready to say
that the views expressed by Mr. Chrétien iast weekend are not
those of the Government of Canada, considering, as he said,
that the Prime Minister has already indicated that he was
looking forward to, meeting President Mitterrand of France as
soon as possible to deal with the issue of relations between
Canada and France. Could he explain the reason for this

uncalled for provocation on the part of the Honourable Jean
Chrétien, who said that as far as Canada is concerned, Mr.
Mitterrand and his government should mind their own
business.
[English]

Senator Perrault: Weii, honourable senators, let us place
this line of questioning in its proper context. My honourable
friend appears to have quoted frorn a tattered newspaper
clipping which he has on his desk. The honourable senator bas
been in Parliament long enough to know-without casting any
aspersions on the Fourth Estate-that newspaper quotations
are flot regarded as the best source of evidence in Parijament.

Senator Flynn: We heard him on TV.

Senator Perrault: I committed myseif to an endeavour to
obtain a text of the Honourable the Minister of Justice's
remarks in Montreal-if. indeed, he made such a speech. I
would think it to be highly irresponsible of me to atternpt to
reply to alleged quotations from a newspaper clipping which
has been brought into this chamber by the Honourabie Sena-
tor Asselin, much as 1 respect him. 1 arn not contradicting the
former minister.

Senator Asselin: You are.

Senator Perrault: 1 have yet to see the text of what the
Honourabie the Minister of Justice actualiy said. It seems to
me that this refusai to comment until a text is produced is the
responsibie approach of the goverfiment under circumstances
of this kind.
[Trans.lation]

Senator Asselin: 1 would like to raise a question of privilege.
1 have neyer quoted from a newspaper clipping. The minister
says that 1 arn quoting from a newspaper ciipping before me. 1
have neyer quoted a news report in this House. 1 arn simply
asking the minister whether he is aware that the Minister of
Justice is reported as having made such a statement in Mon-
treal, and whether it reflects the opinion of the government.
That is simpiy what 1 arn asking him. If he tells me that it is
not the government's opinion, 1 wiil simpiy suggest that he is
contradicting the statement of the Minister of Justice. He wili
then have to inquire and report to us whether the Canadian
government is actuaily suggesting that Mr. Mitterrand and his
goverfiment shouid mind their own business, even though that
government has made no statement whatsoever regarding
Canada since its election.
[English]

Senator Perrault: Honourable senators, I think it was a
vaiid presumption on my part-

Hon. G. 1. Snmith: A presumption, anyway.
Senator Perrault: When I observed that 1 was not certain

whether such a speech had been made, a newspaper clipping
was heid aloft and waved in the chamber by the honourabie
senator.
a (2025)

Let me repeat, in the clearest possible terms, that an inquiry
wiil go forward to the Minister of Justice to determine whether
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such a speech was made. If, in fact, such a speech was made,
the minister will be asked whether or not he would like to
clarify his remarks.

The honourable senator asked for an opinion from me about
certain legal aspects of these alleged remarks. I would remind
him that questions asked in respect of any matter should not
involve a reply requiring legal opinion.

{Translation]
Senator Asselin: Honourable senators, I am not asking my

honourable friend for a legal opinion at all. I know that this is
not the place to do so. I also know that he would not be able to
give me a legal opinion, because of his background. This is not
what I am asking him.

But could he give us a clear and accurate statement from his
government on our future relations with France and tell us
whether that statement will be consistent with what the Minis-
ter of Justice stated in Montreal or whether it will simply be a
denial of that statement.

[English]
Senator Perrault: Honourable senators, I hope that we can

conclude on this note. Following the election of François
Mitterrand, the Prime Minister issued a very clear statement
which expressed the hope of Canada that there be close
co-operation between Canada and France. If Senator Asselin
would like a copy of that statement, I shall be pleased to
provide him with it.

FOREIGN AFFAIRS

CANADA-FRANCE RELATIONS-ST. PIERRE AND MIQUELON

Hon. Jack Marshall: I have a supplementary question. I
wonder if the Leader of the Government could extract from
the Office of the Prime Minister information as to whether
discussions will take place on the relations between Canada
and France concerning the islands of St. Pierre and Miquelon.
There are serious implications with regard to both the 200-
mile limit and the eventualities of the Law of the Sea
Conference.

Hon. Raymond J. Perrault (Leader of the Government):
Honourable senators, the question will be taken as notice.

THE CONSTITUTION

MOTION FOR AN ADDRESS TO HER MAJESTY THE QUEEN-
PENDING JUDGMENT OF SUPREME COURT OF CANADA-

ALLEGED STATEMENT BY MINISTER OF JUSTICE

Hon. G. I. Smith: Honourable senators, I suppose my
question is really a supplementary to one of those asked by my
colleague, Senator Asselin.

In any event, I would like to ask the Leader of the Govern-
ment by what unusual sense of proper practice did the Minis-
ter of Justice, on television-which I happened to see twice
over the weekend-say words to the effect-and I will not
attempt to quote them exactly-that if the Supreme Court of

[Senator Perrault.]

Canada should decide against the federal government, the
Government of Canada will seriously consider what I took to
mean working to rule, and would thus take away from the
provincial governments things which the federal government
had recently given them. More particularly, what did the
honourable gentleman mean when he said that the federal
government might take away from the provincial governments
things which the federal government had recently given them?

Hon. Raymond J. Perrault (Leader of the Government):
Honourable senators, at this time I am not prepared to
attempt to reply to a question based upon professed recollec-
tions of some television broadcast.

Senator Smith: If the honourable gentleman wishes to doubt
my word, I would be glad to get him a script.

Senator Perrault: Good.
Senator Smith: Perhaps he ought to get the script himself.
Honourable senators, this is the first time in a number of

years that I have heard somebody say to me that he doubted
the substance of what I said I had heard. Of course, I have
heard some strange things from the honourable gentleman
opposite, so I should be prepared for anything, even if it is so
close to being-what gentle word can I find to substitute for
"insulting"?

Hon. George J. McIlraith: Be careful.

Senator Smith: Does the honourable gentleman wish to say
something?

Senator Mcllraith: I simply said, "Be careful."

Senator Smith: I am being careful. First, I would like the
honourable gentleman to explain how it is that a member of
the Government of Canada, while the question of constitution-
al change is before the Supreme Court of Canada, can find a
precedent which would allow him to begin discussing that
matter, which is sub judice in the strictest sense of the word?
e (2030)

Senator Perrault: Surely, honourable senators, for a Con-
servative senator to suggest that there should not be free
speech in this country is not consistent with the great Con-
servative tradition in this country.

Some Hon. Senators: Oh, oh.
Senator Perrault: What we have here appears to be an

uncommon attempt by the Official Opposition to pillory a very
competent Minister of Justice. I think it is unfair.

Senator Smith: Isn't that awful!

Senator Perrault: I think it is unfair to haul into this
chamber as "evidence" what appear to be tattered newspaper
clippings which are alleged to carry fragmentary accounts of
some speech supposed to have been made in Montreal.

Some Hon. Senators: No, no!
Hon. Martial Asselin: I never referred to clippings.
Senator Perrault: And here we have another honourable

senator, who happened to tune in a television broadcast,
alleging that he has further evidence.

2444 SENATE DEBATES Miay 26, 1981



Mav2. 181 SNAT DEBTES24_

Senator Asselin: On a point of order, honourable senators-

Senator Perrault: I presume-

Senator Asselin: A question of privilege.

Senator Perrault: I presume that-

Senator Asselin: Wait a minute! I never mentioned any
clipping of any newspaper when I asked my question. When
the honourable senator says that I quoted from a newspaper
clipping, he is wrong and he should withdraw that remark; I
never did that.

Senator Perrault: Honourable senators, I presumed that
Senator Asselin was quoting from something because as be
spoke he waved a newspaper clipping. Perhaps he was sending
semaphore signals.

Senator Asselin: Never, never. I never quoted a clipping.

Senator Perrault: Was that sheet of paper being held aloft
as a sign of surrender? The honourable senator had a newspa-
per page on his desk from which he quoted.

Senator Asselin: That was the Journal.

Senator Perrault: No, that was not the Journal. Secondly,
honourable senators, regarding the Honourable Senator
Smith-

Senator Smith: Yes?

Senator Perrault: -the fact that in some random fashion he
caught some radio or television report with one ear and wishes
to use that as the basis for an attack upon the Minister of
Justice surely is beneath him and all he has stood for in his
parliamentary career.

Senator Smith: Well, it may be that the honourable gentle-
man is saying that the Minister of Justice is beneath an attack
by me. I don't have that poor view of the ability and impor-
tance in Canada of the Minister of Justice. I think he is a very
able man.

Senator Perrault: Hear, hear.

Senator Smith: I don't have that view at all. I am sorry to
hear his colleague in the cabinet so describe him, and I think
the Minister of Justice will be sorry to hear himself being
described that way by one of his colleagues too.

However, I was not listening with one ear: I was listening
with both ears, and I was looking with both eyes, because I
was so startled by such a voyage into, not only the uncharted
but the forbidden that both my eyes and my ears were fully
alive to what was going on.

Hon. Richard A. Donahoe: It was not random; you heard it
twice.

Senator Smith: And in my view it was not at all random,
because I listened to the news on the other major television
network and there I heard the same thing.

I am saying again that the honourable gentleman need not
try, and will not succeed if he does try, to hide behind his usual
screen of useless and irrelevant words, even to the extent of
running down the status of his colleague. The fact is that this

distinguished gentleman, the leader of the administration of
justice in Canada, departed from one of the longest standing
and most observed rules-

Senator Donahoe: One of the most fundamental rules.

Senator Smith: -that when a case has been placed before
the court and is being considered by that court, it is not
discussed-

Hon. David Walker: Ever!

Senator Smith: -in public by either the lawyers or the
people who are involved in it. And when that happens from the
mouth and the lips of the leader of justice in Canada-the
alleged leader of justice in Canada-then, indeed, it is worthy
of the most vigorous denunciation.

As for the honourable gentleman talking about free speech,
well, there are some rules of free speech, although I have never
observed that he observed any. In fact, his speech is not only
free, but nobody would pay even a penny for it anyway.

Senator Perrault: The honourable senator may be apprehen-
sive as to the decision of the court. I want to tell the honour-
able senator, however, that neither the Minister of Justice nor
any of my cabinet colleagues have commented at all on the
merits of the matters before the court. There may have been
some speculation unknown to me about the events following a
decision by the court; I do not know. In any case, honourable
senators, we have experienced so often in this chamber the
opposition's predilection for selective recall-

Senator Smith: "Selective recall"?

Senator Perrault: Yes-engaged in so often by the
opposition.

Senator Flynn: Engaged in by your side.

Senator Perrault: May I suggest that the responsible course
of action is to obtain an accurate transcript of the broadcast?
All radio broadcasting stations are obliged to keep their tapes
for a thirty-day period of time.

Senator Smith: This was a television broadcast.

* (2035)

Senator Perrault: A sound recording of the television state-
ment is available from the station from which the honourable
senator apparently heard some remarks made by someone.
Perhaps he could do us all a service by bringing a transcript of
those remarks to this chamber so that they can be judged on
the basis of merit and not rumour.

Senator Smith: Honourable senators, I would be delighted
to fulfil the request of the Leader of the Government, unless of
course that wonderful institution, the Canadian Broadcasting
Corporation, says that it does not have to answer questions
from senators, as has been its usual response to questions from
this chamber.

As for the honourable gentleman's remarks about apprehen-
siveness over the decision of the Supreme Court of Canada, I
look for its decision to be based on what it considers to be
proper and reasonable, not with either hopefulness or appre-
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hension. I wait, in full confidence that whatever its decision, it
will be in accord with what it considers to be justice.

Senator Perrault: Hear, hear.

Hon. Royce Frith (Deputy Leader of the Government): It
looks like we are off to a good week.

ENERGY

CANADIAN OIL SUBSTITUTION PROGRAM-QUEBEC AND
MARILIMES PIPELINE COMPLETION DATE

Hon. Cyril B. Sherwood: Honourable senators, I have a
question for the Minister of State for Economic Growth.

Hon. Jacques Flynn (Leader of the Opposition): What is
economic growth?

Hon. Lowell Murray: It was 0.1 per cent last year.
Congratulations.

Senator Sherwood: The Minister of Energy finally
announced yesterday that the government will proceed with its
Off-oil Conversion Program, which was first announced in the
budget introduced in October. My question to the minister is
this: Will the government promise to consult the Consumers'
Association of Canada and other organizations which have
expressed doubts as to the likely fashion in which the program
will be administered, before finalizing the details and adminis-
tration of the new program?

Hon. H. A. Olson (Minister of State for Economic Develop-
ment): Honourable senators, that is not a very difficult under-
taking to make, because I believe that there have already been
some consultations. However, if the honourable senator is
asking that a specific meeting be arranged between the govern-
ment and the Consumers' Association of Canada, I shall carry
that representation to the minister. I do not believe that either
he or I ought to give that kind of undertaking.

Hon. Duff Roblin (Deputy Leader of the Opposition): Why
not, for goodness sake?

Senator Sherwood: The program has also been criticized by
Energy Probe, which doubts the possibility of promoting con-
version from what it secs as essentially one scarce fuel to
another. Did the government consider supplementing those
funds which it has already committed to energy conservation
before agreeing to spend $650 million on off-oil conversion?

Senator Olson: Honourable senators, before one can answer
that question, one must agree with the premise to it, and
neither I nor the Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources
agrees that the program involves a switch from one scarce
commodity to another. The fact of the matter is that Canada
has a very substantial supply of natural gas and the potential
to develop more electricity. These are the two major energy
sources which would be used in the substitution for oil. That
being the case, the other part of the honourable senator's
question does not apply.

Hon. Richard A. Donahoe: Honourable senators, I have a
question which I would like to direct to the Minister of State

[Senator Smith.]

for Economic Development. It relates to the matter raised by
my seat-mate.

Hon. G. I. Smith: Then you will probably get the same
answer.

Senator Donahoe: In proclaiming certain details of the
off-oil conversion program, with which the government has
said it will proceed, the Minister of Energy, Mines and
Resources indicated that the emphasis in New Brunswick and
Nova Scotia will be on conversions from oil to natural gas. The
minister outlined a schedule for the extension of the pipeline,
but he described only the various areas of Quebec which it is
expected to reach by autumn 1983. Would the Minister of
State for Economic Development indicate whether it is still the
government's intention that the pipeline to Nova Scotia be
completed by 1983?

Hon. H. A. Olson (Minister of State for Economic Develop-
ment): Honourable senators, I am not sure of the exact date.
Obviously, other regulatory bodies, such as the National
Energy Board, will have to complete their hearings, and a
permit to proceed must be issued before the project can get
under way. The Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources was
talking about something somewhat more firm in that it has
already been approved by the regulatory board.

a (2040)

It is certainly the determination, and it continues to be the
determination, of this government to give Canadians from one
coast to the other access to natural gas.

Senator Donahoe: Before I address a supplementary ques-
tion to the minister, I would point out that the National
Energy Board has no responsibility whatever for forming the
details of the off-oil conversion program. Having stated that
premise, I would ask the minister, in the absence of a definite
commitment by him with respect to time, if he will acknowl-
edge that not knowing exactly when this conversion will take
place, and when this gas will be available, puts the Atlantic
region in a very difficult position? Having announced a con-
version program from oil to gas to apply in Nova Scotia and
New Brunswick, without telling us when the gas will be
available, we are in the position that, as for now, no gas is
available, and the government is unwilling to tell Atlantic
Canadians when gas will be available.

My question then of the Minister of State for Economic
Development is: Will the minister determine if this program
will be indexed to 1980 costs so that when natural gas is finally
made available-if it is-Atlantic Canadians will be able to
enjoy the same advantages that other Canadians can begin
enjoying right now?

Senator Olson: I will take that question as notice in order to
bring a more precise answer from the Minister of Energy,
Mines and Resources. However, I believe the minister has
already made some comments to that effect.
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