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willing to send to him, we have, for example, under the
Department of Agriculture, the Farm Credit Act, the Farm
Syndicates Credit Act, the Small Farm Development Pro-
gram, the Fruit and Vegetable Storage Construction Assist-
ance Program, the Crop Insurance Act and the Prairie Grain
Advanced Payments Program.

Those are ail under one department. I could give 10 or 12
under the Department of the Environment and 15 to 20 under
the Department of Indian Affairs and Northern Development,
and another 15 to 20 under the Department of Industry, Trade
and Commerce.

I think it is realistic and makes common sense to review
these programs so as to amalgamate them under one small
agency, perhaps under the Department of Finance, to which
the individuals concerned, whether they be fishermen, farmers
or small businessmen, can then go.

I want to say again that I agree with the minister's thrust in
this regard; I agree that he should look further into the
amalgamation of these programs so as to save money and to be
able to direct the help in a better fashion. As things stand now,
farmers and fishermen do not know where the hell they are
going, and they are frustrated because of the bureaucracy that
exists in all of these programs.

Senator Oison: With the exception of the last few words
that my honourable friend added, I think the way to respond
to his representation is to tell him that he is now describing
what we have been doing for a long time.

a (2010)

THE CONSTITUTION DEBATE
MEETING OF PROVINCIAL PREMIERS

Hon. Jacques Flynn (Leader of the Opposition): Honour-
able senators, I should like to ask the Leader of the Govern-
ment if he has anything to report on the meeting of the
provincial premiers which took place in Toronto today.

Hon. Raymond J. Perrault (Leader of the Government):
Honourable senators, I have a late report that the premiers
have issued a statement. I received this information by tele-
phone, so that my remarks do not constitute an officiai report
or reaction from the federal government. Apparently, five of
the provincial premiers have announced that they are going to
take the federal government to court to challenge the validity
of the proposed action. Two are undecided-I think one of the
news sources described their position as "wavering,"-what-
ever that may mean. I understand that Premier Hatfield of
New Brunswick had made no comment as of 8 o'clock this
evening. I understand that Premier Blakeney of Saskatchewan
states that the Saskatchewan position will be announced after
the federal government announces whether certain amend-
ments will be made to the proposed draft bill which is part of
the reference to Westminster.

Senator Flynn: Did he mention what the amendments were?

Senator Perrault: I do not have the wording of any reported
amendments; I have only this rather brief body of information.

[Senator Marshall])

I understand that the distinguished Premier of Ontario has
stated that he fully supports the federal government's initia-
tive. That is all I have to report.

Senator Flynn: When you mentioned "the distinguished
Premier of Ontario" you should have done the same thing as
Mr. Chrétien did when he spoke in Toronto last week, calling
Mr. Davis and Mr. Broadbent great statesmen, because when
you support the present government you are a statesman;
otherwise you are a nobody.

Some Hon. Senators: Hear, hear.

Senator Flynn: And when you approve like the other side
does, you are trained seals. I might just mention that Senator
van Roggen was the noisiest of them ail.

Senator van Roggen: When was that?

Senator Flynn: Just a moment ago.

Senator van Roggen: That was Senator Austin.

Senator Flynn: I am willing to settle for that.

But speaking of going to court, I would like to ask the
Leader of the Government if my understanding is correct: in
view of the decision of the Supreme Court in the matter of the
reference last year concerning the Senate, does the government
think, in light of section 44 and other sections of the proposed
legislation in the resolution, that it is legal to go against the
Supreme Court by going to Westminster? Does it think that
Westminster can do something outside of Canada that the
Parliament of Canada cannot do here? Is that the position of
the government?

Senator Perrault: Honourable senators, that is not the posi-
tion of the government. The position of the government is that
the measures which are, we hope, to be before a joint commit-
tee of Parliament in the very near future are both legal and
appropriate to the needs of Canadians in the time in which we
live. It is not the government's intention to proceed illegally in
any action. It is felt that the anticipated course of action is
legal.

The honourable senator mentioned earlier the reference I
had made to the attitude of some of the premiers, and made a
comment with respect to certain premiers who were designated
as being distinguished and statesmanlike. One fact that
emerges from this whole process is that it is almost impossible
to determine where the Conservative Party stands. There
appears to be utter division in the ranks of the Conservative
Party.

0 (2015)

Senator Flynn: Of course, that has nothing to do with the
question.

Senator Perrault: That answers your earlier question.

Senator Flynn: When you speak of division within the
Conservative Party, I should like to inquire about Mr. Ryan's
position on this matter compared to that of Mr. Trudeau. Can
the Honourable Leader of the Government explain that? I
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doubt it very much. There is not that kind of division in the
Conservative Party.

In any event, it is quite clear to me that the Supreme Court
said that the Senate could not be altered substantially without
the consent of the provinces. But what the goveriment is
proposing in its resolution now is a substantial change, made
against the will of at least half of the provinces. Do you
maintain it is legal to by-pass the Supreme Court by going to
Westminster, asking Westminster at one and the same time to
partriate the Constitution and to solve our own problems,
change our own Constitution-not simply returning it but
changing the substance of our Constitution because the federal
and provincial governments cannot agree?

Senator Perrault: I am sure the honourable senator, who is,
I fear, a bit carried away by his own rhetoric this evening, is
aware of constitutional law.

Senator Flynn: I am.

Senator Perrault: I am sure he is aware of constitutional law
to the extent that he realizes that a reference or a request
directed to Westminster to make certain amendments to the
Constitution in no way runs contrary to the Supreme Court
decision with respect to the Senate.

Senator Flynn: Certainly.

Senator Perrault: To answer the previous question as to
whether there is absolute unity on the part of the Conservative
Party with respect to constitutional matters, including patria-
tion, may I quote from an amendment moved by the honour-
able member for Edmonton East in the other place, seconded
by the honourable member for Provencher, just a short while
ago:

Whereas some provinces have repeatedly refused to
endorse the patriation of the Constitution of Canada from
Britain, it is moved that the Parliament of Canada submit
an address to Her Majesty the Queen that Her Majesty
may graciously be pleased to cause a bill to be laid before
the Parliament of the United Kingdom to provide for the
amendment in Canada of the Constitution of Canada.

These Conservative members of Parliament moved that
resolution to unanimous applause from their ranks and from
other sections of the house. But it is inferred this evening that
there is an unanimous view that the Constitution should not be
patriated unilaterally.

Senator Flynn: Patriation alone is something quite different
from the resolution before the other place. Of course, the
Leader of the Government cannot understand that. But, then,
we cannot ask him to be more brilliant than he can be.

[Translation]
Senator Asselin: On a supplementary.
As regards amendments to the Constitution, could the

Leader of the Government tell us how many senators on the
other side of the house are prepared to support the govern-
ment, especially on section 44 which proposes to keep the
Senate out of the Constitution reform?

How many senators will follow the government on this
question?

If the Leader of the Government wants to count the senators
who are against this section, perhaps he will recognize that
there is no unanimous consent on his side either.

[En glish|
Senator Perrault: Honourable senators are aware, of course,

that I have proposed to the Senate that we have an inquiry
with respect to the documents tabled here last week; and the
honourable senator in his usual eloquent fashion will be able to
speak at great length on section 44 and other sections; indeed
he may be able to persuade a number of people in this place
and the other place that certain changes should be made. The
fullest opportunity will be accorded to honourable senators to
debate and set forth their views regarding this important and
historic initiative by the government.

Senator Asselin: Again you did not answer my question.
( (2020)

FOREIGN AFFAIRS

ALGERIA-AID TO EARTHQUAKE VICTIMS

Hon. Heath Macquarrie: Honourable senators, having
heard the brilliant exercise in cataloguing, categorizing and
perhaps cauterizing which my leader did on certain people a
while ago, I am reluctant to expose myself to his analysis; but I
should like to by-pass Westminster and ask the government
leader a question about Canadian aid to the sadly afflicted
state of Algeria, especially in connection with the earthquake
which resulted in death and destruction to the population of El
Asnam.

I wish to commend the government for moving, as it did,
over the weekend. Might I ask the government leader if what
has been announced so far represents the totality of the
Canadian contribution-to use a word which 1 believe his
leader used last week.

Hon. Raymond J. Perrault (Leader of the Government):
Honourable senators, I have as yet no official statement from
the Secretary of State for External Affairs concerning the
terrible tragedy in Algeria. However, I hope to be able to bring
that statement to the Senate tomorrow afternoon.

GRAIN
SALES TO CHINA

Hon. Sidney L. Buckwold: Honourable senators, I have a
question for the Minister of State for the Canadian Wheat
Board-

Senator Asselin: Did you send a notice?

Senator Buckwold: No notice.

Senator Asselin: Surprising.

Senator Buckwold: I read with interest today news of a
giant grain deal being negotiated between China and the
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