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it is being levelled off, though it is still ascending, this represents a "reduction" in federal support.
Senator Macquarrie has been around government long
enough to know that this is no "reduction" at ail. The federal
government is saying that if we keep on contributing the way
we have been, yes, the provinces would be getting money for
post-secondary education over the next few years, but we
propose a lower rate of increase. We have to bring this thing
into balance. Yet some of the provincial treasurers describe
this process in terms of "cutbacks". They are not "cutbacks"
at all. Senator Oison has all of the figures in his bookSome Hon. Senators: Oh, oh!
Senator Perrault: Honourable senators, I know how diligently and ably my cabinet colleagues have worked to preserve
these programs and to make it possible for aid to be given to
post-secondary education in this country. It is time to put the
facts on the table and let the people of this country know what
has been going on, as the Minister of Finance has been doing
in Halifax this week.
Senator Macquarrie: Honourable senators, I thank the minister for his defence of the Minister of Finance in Halifax and
for his praise of the Prime Minister in Vancouver, and I accept
them both with the same degree of credibility and credulity.
Hon. Jack Marshall: Honourable senators, I wonder if
Senator Oison would open his books and put them on the
table.

THE CONSTITUTION
MOTION FOR AN ADDRESS TO HER MAJESTY THE QUEENNOTICE OF MOTION RESPECTING DISPOSITION

Hon. Royce Frith (Deputy Leader of the Government):
Honourable senators, I wonder if I might interrupt Question
Period briefly to give you some news with regard to the
schedule next week. We propose that we sit on Tuesday
afternoon at 2 o'clock instead of on Monday evening at 8
o'clock. I shall now give notice of a motion for a Senate order
as to how we shall deal with the debate. We can then debate
that, and honourable senators will have a chance to think
about it. We can debate that on Tuesday. If we have the
constitutional resolution in our hands, we will want to discuss
how we are going to deal with it. If not, we can still discuss
this because it is not based on a particular day but on a
number of days after the motion is voted on in the other place.
• (1510)
So the notice would be as follows:
That the motion of the Honourable Senator Perrault,
P.C., for an Address to Her Majesty the Queen respecting
the Constitution, notice of which was given by the Honourable Senator Perrault, P.C., on November 19, 1981, be
disposed of as follows:
1. On the first sitting day80084-194
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If I may pause to explain certain expressions as I am going
through this, when I use the term "sitting day", if the other
place settled the matter on a Friday we would not sit on the
Saturday. It would be a sitting day, which, according to our
rules, would be Monday through Friday. To continue:
1. On the first sitting day following the final disposition
by the House of Commons of the motion for an Address
to the Queen moved by the Minister of Justice on November 20, 1981, the Honourable Senator Perrault, P.C.,
shall move the motion of which he gave notice on November 19, 1981Then I have added words to give effect to Senator Flynn's
excellent suggestion:
-with such modifications as may be necessary to make
it conform to the resolution adopted by the House of
Commons; and
2. At six o'clock p.m. on the second sitting dayThat is three days, because it is the second sitting day after
Senator Perrault has moved the motion referred to in paragraph 1.
Hon. Jacques Flynn (Leader of the Opposition): To say
"after the day" would make it clear.
Senator Frith: Yes, that would make it clear:
At six o'clock p.m. on the second sitting day after the day
the Honourable Senator Perrault, P.C., has moved the
motion referred to in paragraph 1, the Speaker shall
interrupt the proceedings and put all questions necessary
to dispose of the said motion.
So we shall discuss on Tuesday the suggestion that we have
a Senate order providing that once the House of Commons has
finally disposed of the motion, we shall commence our debate
the next day, that the debate shall proceed for three consecutive days, and that on the third day the vote shall be taken at 6
o'clock p.m.
We are required to give two days' notice of that. That is a
good idea because it gives honourable senators an opportunity
to think about it. I should add that those three days would
provide us with the possibility of having six so-called sessions.
In other words, we could sit both afternoon and evening on the
three consecutive days.

ADJOURNMENT
Leave having been given to revert to Notices of Motions:
Hon. Royce Frith (Deputy Leader of the Government): If
honourable senators consent to this change to my notice of
motion, that we meet next Tuesday at 2 p.m., the motion can
be put, and I will put this forward as a notice of motion.
The Hon. the Speaker pro tem: Is it agreed, honourable
senators?
Senator Flynn: Let us put the question on the motion for
adjourniment.
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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 QUEENNOTICE 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.
[Senator Flynn.]
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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 decision 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 concerned, 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

