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So, Madam Speaker, we are using the unemployment
insurance fund for its intended purpose-to help the workers
of this country, not to fuel the rhetoric of the NDP.

Some hon. Members: Hear, hear!

EMERGENCY MEASURES

PROTECTION AFFORDED BY CHARTER OF RIGHTS

Mr. John Gamble (York North): Madam Speaker, in
answer to a question asked by the hon. member for Saskatoon
West with respect to the effect of the emergency planning
order of May, 1981, the Prime Minister stated yesterday that
the Charter of Rights affords protection to anyone whose
rights are abused under the War Measures Act, the emergency
planning order or anything else. The Prime Minister will be
aware that the first paragraph of the constitutional resolution
provides that the rights and freedoms are subject to such
reasonable limits prescribed by law which can be demonstrably
justified in a free and democratic society.

I ask the Prime Minister whether the War Measures Act is
within the prescribed limits of Section 1 of the new Constitu-
tion, and can it in fact still operate so as to deprive Canadians
of their rights under the Charter? If not, will the Prime
Minister be introducing a bill in this House to repeal the
provisions of the War Measures Act on the grounds that they
will become unconstitutional under the new Constitution?

Right Hon. P. E. Trudeau (Prime Minister): Madam
speaker, I honestly do not know if that is a rhetorical question.
The hon. member should reflect on the fact that this kind of
question will ultimately be decided by the courts. The
preamble to the Charter was introduced, I seem to recall, with
the support of all sides of this House precisely in order to
assure that the War Measures Act or any other emergency
order would not be used in a way contrary to democratic
procedures in this country. Therefore I have no hesitation-
well, now we have the hon. member for Durham-Northumber-
land wanting to get into the act.

Madam Speaker, the law speaks for itself. If the hon.
member is suggesting we should delete the preamble to the
Charter then I suggest he would have-his seatmate is shaking
his head; he does not want that to happen. Therefore, the hon.
member should realize that there is this protection in the
Charter; it was put in there precisely to answer the kind of
doubts the hon. member is entertaining.

DEFINITION OF WAR

Mr. John Gamble (York North): Madam Speaker, it is that
type of response which creates the confusion. Yesterday the
Prime Minister led the Canadian people to believe very
specifically that this Charter, and paragraph 1 thereof, would
override the provisions of the emergency planning order. He
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now says it should be left up to the courts, which of course is
the case. My submission, Madam Speaker, is that he should
not delude the Canadian people.

One of the other great problems with the emergency plan-
ning order is the references to "in case of war", including the
incarceration of Canadians in civilian concentration camps.
While "emergency" is defined under the provisions of the
planning order, "war" is not. Will the Prime Minister agree to
amend that order, offensive as it is, to provide that when
"war" is referred to under this order it is real war between
Canada and some foreign nation, and not apprehended war?

Right Hon. P. E. Trudeau (Prime Minister): Does the hon.
member want me to say something about the cold war, too? I
await his suggestions.

* * *

CORPORATE AFFAIRS

URANIUM PRICE FIXING TRIAL-POSITION OF CROWN
CORPORATIONS

Mr. Chris Speyer (Cambridge): Madam Speaker, my
question to the Prime Minister has to do with the uranium
cartel and its prosecution. As the Prime Minister is aware, the
Crown, through the Attorney General of Canada, commenced
conspiracy proceedings alleging that two Crown corporations
are guilty of conspiracy. Perhaps the Prime Minister is not
aware of this, but presumably on the instructions of the
Minister of Energy, Mines and Resources counsel for these
two Crown corporations are making statements to the Ontario
courts such as this, "The people making decisions were the
Crown, and the Crown is immune." So we have the unholy
spectacle on the one hand of the Attorney General launching a
prosecution on behalf of the Crown, and the Minister of
Energy, Mines and Resources saying on the other hand that
Crown corporations are immune. Will the Prime Minister
please square the circle? Is the Crown divisible?

Right Hon. P. E. Trudeau (Prime Minister): Madam
Speaker, I submit with respect that the question is prohibited
under the Standing Orders of the House. This matter is now
before the courts and it would be as improper for me to answer
the question as it is for the hon. member to ask it. If the hon.
member persists, I ask that the question be ruled out of order.
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INSTRUCTIONS GIVEN TO COUNSEL

Mr. Chris Speyer (Cambridge): I would like to ask the
Prime Minister whether or not the Minister of Energy, Mines
and Resources is giving instructions to counsel representing
these two Crown corporations to take the position that they are
immune from prosecution.

An hon. Member: No answer.
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