
3040

THE SENATE

Thursday, November 19, 1981

The Senate met at 2 p.m., the Speaker in the Chair.

Prayers.

DOCUMENTS TABLED

Hon. Raymond J. Perrault (Leader of the Government)
tabled:

Report of the Canada Post Office for the fiscal year
ended March 31, 1981, pursuant to section 80(2) of the
Post Office Act, Chapter P-14, R.S.C., 1970.

THE CONSTITUTION
NOTICE OF MOTION FOR AN ADDRESS TO H ER MAJESTY THE

QUEEN

Hon. Raymond J. Perrault (Leader of the Government):
Honourable senators, I give notice that on Wednesday next,
November 25, 1981, I will move a motion respecting the
Constitution of Canada.

TRANSPORT AND COMMUNICATIONS

CHANGE IN COMMITTEE MEMBERSHIP

Hon. William J. Petten, with leave of the Senate and
notwithstanding rule 45(1)(i), moved:

That the name of the Honourable Senator Graham be
substituted for that of the Honourable Senator Lewis on
the list of senators serving on the Standing Senate Com-
mittee on Transport and Communications.

Motion agreed to.

BUSINESS OF THE SENATE

Hon. Royce Frith (Deputy Leader of the Government):
Honourable senators, I have prepared a motion for adjourn-
ment until Tuesday next, November 24, 1981, at 8 o'clock in
the evening. However, it will have been noticed that the
resolution respecting the constitutional proposais will be
moved on Wednesday, November 25. It seems to me that it
would be worthwhile our considering adjourning not until
Tuesday, but until Wednesday. Therefore, I would ask you to
allow me time in which to consult the committee chairmen,
and later in the day I will request leave to revert to Notices of
Motions.

The Hon. the Speaker: Is it agreed, honourable senators?

Hon. Senators: Agreed.

[Later:]
Hon. John M. Godfrey: Honourable senators, I should like

to bring up a point that I have brought up in the past and that
I shall continue to bring up. I do not sec why, for instance,
whether or not we sit on Tuesday evening should have any
bearing on the commitments for committee meetings on Tues-
day afternoon. I believe that the Standing Senate Committee
on Banking, Trade and Commerce, of which I am a member,
is meeting next Tuesday afternoon, and I am prepared to be
present, but why should we drag in ail other honourable
senators who are not involved, simply because that particular
committee, or any other committee, is meeting? We should get
into the habit of having committee meetings, and not neces-
sarily tie them in with sittings of the Senate, when ail honour-
able senators have to be present. Why can't we just go ahead
on Tuesday afternoon and have our committee meet, and not
have the Senate sit on Tuesday evening and have ail honour-
able senators dragged in for the benefit of a few?

Senator Frith: Honourable senators, I agree that the meet-
ings of committees should not have any relationship to the
sittings of the Senate, but I must say that my experience is
that they do. Therefore, I intend to check with the chairmen,
as a matter of courtesy at least, to sec what meetings are
planned and to ask cach chairman what his reaction is. Apart
from that, and in principle, I totally agree with Senator
Godfrey.

Senator Godfrey: I have been hearing similar remarks for
eight years, and yet we have never really tried it out, so how do
we know that it has that much influence? The committee met
on the Constitution week after week and had quorums, even
though the Senate was not sitting. We have had numerous
instances to prove that the Senate need not be sitting, but
there is this tradition. Why don't we try it out next Tuesday
afternoon and sec how it works?

QUESTION PERIOD
[Translation]

THE CONSTITUTION
MOTION FOR AN ADDRESS TO HER MAJESTY THE QUFEN-

TIMING OF DEBATE

Hon. Jacques Flynn (Leader of the Opposition): Honour-
able senators, this is perhaps an extension of what the Deputy
Leader of the Government has just said, and I hope I won't
upset the apple cart. The Leader mentioned that he would be
moving the resolutions on the Constitution next Wednesday.
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He did not say that they were to be put on the Order Paper,
but that the debate would start on that day.

I was wondering whether this was a formal decision, and
whether the government will not consider the representations I
made privately yesterday to the leader and the deputy leader,
namely, that the debate here should not start before the other
debate in the House of Commons has ended, unless of course it
should last beyond a reasonable time in which case there might
be an advantage. Logically, however, I do not think we should
be asked to vote on a resolution until we know in what final
form it will come to us once approved by the House of
Commons.
• (1405)

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

Honourable senators, there is a possibility, of course, that next
Wednesday action could be taken to stand the motion. The
meetings being held in the other place at the present time are
to discuss the length of the debate and its terms. As yet, that
information has not been conveyed to me. I understand that
discussions are continuing. However, it was felt important
enough to have this motion on our order paper, and I would be
pleased to meet with the Leader of the Opposition at some
appropriate time-perhaps later in the day-when we have
received more information from the other place, to determine
precisely the type of schedule which may be agreed to by the
other parties over there. Certainly, we should not rule out the
possibility of at least accepting in part the proposal put
forward by the Leader of the Opposition.

Hon. Jean-Paul Deschatelets: Honourable senators, I
should like to ask a question of the Leader of the Government.
Perhaps my question is premature, but was any decision made
during the debate that individual amendments could be enter-
tained rather than having global amendments presented by one
side and then the other? Will he take this matter into
consideration?

Senator Perrault: Honourable senators, I thank Senator
Deschatelets for his suggestion. One of the matters under
discussion in the other place at the present time is whether the
previous agreement as to the consolidation of proposed amend-
ments from the various parties in omnibus form will be put in
place, or whether individual amendments will be considered.

Hon. Martial Asselin: Senator Deschatelets is referring to
the Senate, not the other place.

Senator Perrault: Honourable senators, of course we are
free to establish our own practices here, but I think the
procedures adopted in the other place, with the support of the
leaders of the parties, should have some significance for sup-
porters of those parties in this chamber.

Senator Flynn: They may have significance, but they are not
binding.

Senator Perrault: Of course not.

Senator Flynn: I think the leader will agree with me that the
order that was made with regard to the previous resolution

does not apply to this one, and that the normal procedure
would be for separate amendments.

Senator Perrault: Yes.

Senator Flynn: It would be irregular to move a package of
unrelated amendments.
e (1410)

THE BUDGET
MODIFICATION OF PROVISIONS

Hon. R. James Balfour: Honourable senators, I invite the
Leader of the Government, or the Minister of State for
Economic Development, to explain to the Senate and to the
country the reasons for the second flip-flop in budget policy
announced yesterday by the Minister of Finance concerning
the rules governing tax-free rollovers and share transactions in
cases of corporate re-organization.

Hon. H. A. Oison (Minister of State for Economic Develop-
ment): The honourable senator can call it whatever he likes.
This move was in keeping with what the Minister of Finance
announced the day before. In that particular instance he dealt
with changes to the MURB program and, in case there was
any confusion, he made it very clear that it would be extended
to the end of 1981.

His announcement yesterday, with respect to share transac-
tions and the tax treatment that would be applied to them,
dealt with those kinds of situations which any budget comes up
against-that is, those matters that are already in place and
which were put together on the basis of the regime prior to the
budget.

The Minister of Finance has also stated that he will listen to
representations concerning other matters covered by the
budget.

Hon. Duff Roblin (Deputy Leader of the Opposition): I
should think so.

Senator Oison: He has indicated that, where justified, there
would be provision for the transition.

Senator Roblin: It is a little late for that.

Senator Balfour: Would the honourable senator enlighten us
in that regard and indicate, if he can, whether those additional
measures under consideration include the non-deductibility of
interest paid to earn investment income?

Senator Oison: I am sure some representations are being
made in this regard. However, if I were the honourable senator
opposite, I would not hold my breath while waiting for a
decision. There were good and sufficient reasons for accelerat-
ing the decisions announced on MURBs and on the transfer of
shares because they were, in fact, related to transactions that
were under way. Consideration has been given to what has just
been mentioned and, perhaps, some other anomalies will show
up as a result of representations in the next few days.

I want my honourable friend to understand that all these
changes in the budget are for the purpose of establishing a
better base of equity in the taxation system.
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