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a8 Pos;igii';Fems in this package have been explored
i;g;:s‘by the federal representatives during

formally of Sions of July 19a0, They have not been

fered. The feq ral si i i
Presentinq v ] - ide is committed to

ails of an "administrative roposal®
;’iii-the CCMC meets again on August 26. Newfogndland.
tish Cglumbla and Quebec will reject this package
A8 insufficient, ang they will have sympathy from some
Otheys, Probably including Ontario, It is not a
sufficient basis for agreement .

Second Package

The more elah
be opposed b
Package.

orate administrative proposal would still
Yy the same provinces as with the First

The opposition would be less strong, however,
and would evoke less sympathy among the others. It is
at least a possible basis for an agreement, perhaps
with all but Newfoundland and Quebec.

Third Package

This would likely be accepted by all provinces. How
seriously it would upset the federal operation is a
matter for study.

Note--The attitude of the provinces towards the "packages"
above will be conditioned to a considerable degree
by federal proposals under "Offshore Resources" and
to some degree by federal proposals under "Resource
Ownership and Interprovincial Trade".






