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d mlorning. 1 amn Sariford Ungar,

reign Policy Magazine.

of you wia are new, today --

equl ars" -- to thlese Foreign

s . Let me remi nd everybody, at

nd rifle -- the major ground rule -
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3

1 Health ani Welfare and then, two years

took on the additional job of beinq

e for the Status of Women.

- last Fali -- events being what they

r. Maondte left his Office as iinister

anu kelfareand fie has been Minister of

rovincial %l1acions which, as you know,
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Thank you very much.

to be very short, indeed!

more fruitful meeting

peech .

ave been appointei

rovincial Relations in

osition in Canada like

A~s a matter of fact, 1 used





pro babl y, al so, a refl1ecti on of

cessors,llO years ago, were

ientation of a new systemn.

1appointment is related to

çing andi which -- I think

nq place in the Canadian
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developinent of new Constitu~tional proposais, and making

2proposais to the Cabinet in the general area of National

> Xtlnity, which, obviously, will qo--and should go--further
W 4

tfrar strictly Constitutional aspects.

These, 1 suppose, ,ir. Chairînan, would be the

6introtluctory coînments wbich I would like to make--4n terms

7of what niy roie is. 1l I*sd to be, as you salct, tllnister

8of Hlealth and Welfar? wlth about 30% of th'e bhudget and

w 9 somtinq like 12.,000 eployees -- whic, is~ qulte a lot for

S Canada i4ov I have no staff a>nd nobudget!

oz [Laughter]

Cr 1~ ani what we ial a ilinister of St4te" I have

w 13 no Deparmt as such. il oficial are worklng in

1 hti alled the Piv Coiuni' Office--whichii s re4a>I1y

0 heDearnt4uo th~e Prim Min~iste. As sch, they

16 ae rsponibl tothe Prime 4 inster still1, but I try
wl

17 a d h lp lonq in he ihol op rat on.
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exactly the rijht person; or that he andi the group of

w 0 you viho c>ame into Federal politics in the early 1970's

3 were the right qroup to gal>vanize the forces of Federalismi

U W in Quebec Province that everybody seemed Vo thlnk were

6 We naw are ten years a1ong and we have a P.Q.

7 gvarnuinyt in powier iri tjuebec City!

8 1vIha is g .fl9 wrong with t1his scen>ario that so

9 may Cariadians felt wiul comea&bout in Can~ada at the

10 imeof r. rudau' acesson e~n yaars *go?'

< il 11USE L<ONDE: The phnoeon~ of Sparatism

Ir w 12 taredas yu kowarond the ear art. of 190-
ci 4 tm I

0v

W IL 13 n t e 1 60's -- nd t d vel ped ver tim . I yo
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Tie~y got iowhere in 1910ý' and, in 1973, again, they had -

SWif I remember wl -eight or nine Mlembers elected.

> What happened during that period, provincially,

W 4
is tjlat we have had a polarizatjon, however; and that

ÇY the Provincial Liberal Party got all of the Federa1Vsts'

6 support and, in the imeantirnie, we qot thie traditional

7 - more. tradiitional -- N'atona1ist Party, callect the

8w Unoniationale in fQu~ee, wihch wa sq>ueezed out.

W 9 An, knowng the rules of Democratic alternatives;

themomntyou~ ha4 the tra4 tiçnal fationalist Party

z sqeed ot, fy wa boun to 1happen thtit, one day, pople

14ul get fed p nlth th g overnmen they hê4 aênd replace

0 u-r g ere1z
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And, at the samea time, there wias a lot of dis-

-itifcto i ith the Provi nciacl oovernmient in operati on

> Z -- in off ice -- a very hinh degree or dissatisfaction'lW 0
And you know what happeried at the last election'

1ow , tis i s -- in te rm-s of whaz h appened

insde Quebee -- strictly political -- what went wirotg

7
in teri-'ms of the efforts of the Federal qovernment since

1968 -- in that context.

W Tbere had, been an effort made before 1968,

under Mlr. Pearson, andi subsequently, to insure th<at the

z Frech Canadiains and the French speaking Canadians would

0 LL becoiie full partners 4t t>he Federal level, at least i n

Ir Canaa.

E < 14This has bee attenhRted through the Official

-15
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i slowly, coniparatively, anid our efforts have been seen, in

z ~2 many respects, as concentratin(,J very mucli on languaqe;

M I 3 a s if it were, you know, the only solutionl to thîe whole

W 4 question of Quebec Nationalisi.

5 Laniguagje is a very important eIeeînt ini the

6qu$estion. It is a basic question of Social justice, inl

7 ur opinion. B3ut it ils far from being the"end ail and be aill

8 o oiur situation in Canada, vjs-a-vis French Canada, in

5; 10 iere lias bceen discuission about re-distribution

< il f povier under our Constitution--between FederaI and

tn 12 Provncial riovernrments; and ail that.

Wa- 13In terms of the Frenchj speaking commu~nity in

< Cnad, wçoulu lika to thlnk tha it ils iiot so muçh ac re-

Ir 15~ ditibton of pwers b ewe govarnments--as the shrn

16 of povie bewe th~e. twQo large li uistic groups. And

ýJ 7 the actis hatyouhav aFrench spakin~g society

18 -prtiulalyRin Quebç -- that has com of a ; that

19 ascom itoIt moer tiesinte early Sixties, yery,

20 vey ucky W ave gon thro a big sDi-economic

21 ~ ~ ~ ~ V revoltion anIh ati lta teisrmn htw

could use, as French C~andasfo htpmti ,ad

-Ét
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it was partly blocked to us in the large financial institu-

w tions--even in fhuebec.

> ~The Provincial state iYas an instrument that we

'«F-coula isue very readily; an-d we cJid use it. The Federal

state is an instrument that we coulci use, and thre Frenchi

6 anadians have been playinqj larger and larger rotes, not

7 nly in the. political field>, but in Aalnstratlon at the

8 Federal level.

9 ~But, obviously, one are>a that the State doe nêt

control is the iwhole private sector of Canada--aiid that

(Dz as i>ved mucb n~ore slowly. It is understandabIe ttat

it woulu miove more slowly.

M So you have te dvelopmet of reaonab1y large

41

ci~~ c~ ç.eo

-J bt he usnest >seco ~h ee s ch slowt the insre~

-0 w
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of the institutions, Private and public, to the type of

soi-cnri eouinthat has taken place;and that

> Zadjustment, in rny opinion, will take a few yeffrs.

MEIMBER OF THE PRESS: Mr. Lalonde, inay I

ask yo-bu n of the Foreigni Policy articles -- one

6 that presented a pretty distresslng picture of the

7 strategic iimtplementations.

8 '11INISTER LALOilDE : Ri ght .

w 9 EMBER OF THE PRESS: D~o you share that vlew?

Is that a. realistic assessment?

0 z The premise., of course, is bêsed on the

(zw assumption that Quebec becomes i9dependent and probably

CrO collaborates, in one way or another, with Russia; or at

14 leat denies the Uni t States certain access <to

15~~~ fclte;nd, also adopts a hostile stance.

-1 17 MIIEk LALQt1UE: I 4on't think so!

18~ Yo kow, you can make a thoretical analysis

19 ad coclue tiiat thiI woulù b# a posibility.Biu, fr&,Vc1y,

20 dn'tthnkit is ver realisti, vio14 it. be onY1y

21 9 fotefact that I do't thnk thtthe rest ofiot
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ÀO and the rest of Canada woulcl allow to develop,

2 Obviously, there is a Radical Wing in the Separatist Move-

>-:Czment. It is vocal and very active!~ But 1 cannot imagine

oWZ it 1- cannot imagine it -- even in the concept of an

5 independent nuebec being in office, as far down the line

6 as I can see---as long'as you have a democratic system

7 operating in Quebec. 1 don't see that scenario developing;

8 and, as I said, I don't see how the rest of North America

w 9 would tolerate lU!

10 HBER 0F THE PRESS: Mr. Minister, let mie explore

(D il the answer that you gave to lIr. Hovey's question.

M "w 12t seems to me there were three points which

W0 , 13 jumped out at me from that very complete answer. I would
Zz

14 like to ask you if you think this is a fair distillation:

Jo Uespite your protest that language is not the

à, 16 only instrument of policy -- your Government's policy --
w
-1

J 17 nevertheless, I think you cited, yourself, the evidence

18 - that, for the first eight or nine years of the Trudeau

19 tGoverrnment, lanquage wias the essential instrument of

20 policy in the Official Lanquages Act and that, in Public

21 Service, bi-linqualism was the policy in Public Service.

2w 22 Second: It seems to me that you have told us
-. >

23 that [Ir. Trudeau has been unable to win the support of

-24 English Canada for his policy of peaceful co-existence

25 with Quebec; and
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Third, you seem;ed to have endorsed the complaint

WN of the Pe'quiste that an Engj1ish dominated business

cominunity in Quebec is not responsive to the French

W Z Canadian concerns and evolution,

Does that appear to be a fair summary?

!-IïýISTER L/XLOUIDh I don't think it is quite fair-

7 in ternis of the inability to qet support of English

8 speakinq Canada. You know, we have been re-elected three

w 9 timies since, and I know that people vote for a government

Cr for ail kinds of reasons;hut our policy on language is a

(Dz bsic tenet of our political philosophy. And it has been

x endorsed with soine difficulty -- in 1972, and again

Ir i 74; and I thi nk it lias know ups and downs i n ternis

-1 0 1 recoronize t!hat there is stili resistance--in

Cr 16 1 arg aea O Cf1 ]i Sh silea i rir Ca nia--t, i t but to say

17 ýtaL tyýe have tbeeri tnableto wùin h sup~port, I think, is an

18 vertaterint, of th situation.

19 s fa~ r s the seco~nd point:- Imsse4 it.

20 îï-1E 4DBE R OF THEt PRESS: Th second point was Vfiat

21 lngu has been the cutting edeo Trudeau poiy in

2 22 thi are- an no$. any more> han thatý

I.- >
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The numiber of French speaking Canadians andi

Francophonies in the Fecleral Public Service bas gone from
M u

> Z Zab~out 18Z ini early 1970 -- around 1970 -- to 26.G5% last

'F-year. Tru~e, the French sjpeakinq Canadians do not have the

j saiie proportional representatiol at trie most senior levels.

6 But the fact is--as you look at what b-as happened-- that

7mlddle-nianagernent, for instance -- the French spealcing

8 repreentati0fl -- has increased very substajitially, so

w 9 that Francophone participation or sharing, of actual

Amiunisùtrative povier bas taken place. It has not just

0 z ieen a question of havinq the Francophones learn a

second Ianguaqe. It has been giving a real role, a real

M(D paticipation to the Francophones1 'n the Administration

14 of th Fedteral Stôte.

-J 0 The third one; about Engisih speaking bus~iness in

16 Qebec, think svalid. t has historically bçee true.

17 Terehav ben som efforts in the last decade <or so but

18 tey a Ùeen very, ver marginal And Iamntsyg

19 hatit snecessarily a conpirac of thea Englsh

20 seak busns comniy I se f very uch mre in'

21 ers of purely socigia phnoenn-an th blme

22 ot llonr th Engis sidei nht trespet.



4



16

and the professions orierted to business--comîparatlvely

WN late in our history, So we have our own share of responsi-

> Zb il ity ini th at res pect,.

Ibut 'the fact is that the business in Quebec was

N larg.ely -- and stilli s larciely -- under the control oif an

6 Eng 1 li spe aki ng popu la tion.

7 i«~HEIIBER OF THE PRES S: ,ir . li ni ster , 1,0w much of a

8 device, in the issue, 15 Qýuebec's separatismn, politicall><,

w 9 in the rest of Canada -- in GÎreater Canada?

10 'Il NISTER LA LüONf3E: Il ow niuich of a devc i ýe-

0 zor apingt--the Canadians?

,EMBER OF TUE PRESS~ Amongst the English-

Ir seaki 7Canadians.

14HINISTER LiýAk 1E: In the~ sense that inany woul4

iE 10 F THE PRES Or vihatever! "Wel 1 ,et

18 yo cnofrlations 1betwen th paties.

19 Ï-1UU STER LALQWDE: 11l, I thnk the uvy

20 inict, ajain, that thle vas¶t màpr i>•of 91gisW speking
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give nie a harsd on the actual surveys that have been

carried on. I think even a rajority of English speaking

M A . 3 Canacdians -- if I rem1erber wel1l -- tic)ul d no t %vant us

W ( 4 to uise force to Ijp<uebec in, if they wanted out.

5 But if you ask the English speakinj Canadians

6 tihether they believe Quebec shou-ld stay in Canada, they

7 overwiheliiningly say "Yes"ý Sa, the idea of the reaction

8 of, "Let themn go"' is flot one that is very, very spread in
9 terms of political strength. 1 think ttiare is a willingnes

5; 10 to accomate; and a willlnqness to make an effort to

< il a comodate.

Ir w 12 i4EýI3ErR 0F TIIE PRESS: So it really does flot trans-

w 13 la te i nto a Party political issue in English speaking

15 MIHISTER LALONE: îltin English speaking

&0 16 Caniada <There is noa Politicj strength that is t4enti-

1 off" yo kow There i~s no~ party tjiat is taking jti t llne--

19 ad thre 1$ no iden tifiabrle ni vement of aiiy significance.

20 ~ ~ iEBR OFTHE PRESS Iod You garne~r rn

21 tht, tat te P.Q. says that if tfrey got their4 idpennce,
terestof Canda woul bêh bon4 toa the al4o



4>

m



il ISTER LALONDE: It is a very serlous illusion.

0 w 2 I have littie doubt i n miy mi nd about that! The P.Q.s

>I:z are fverstatinq their case very, very considerably in this

respect. Quebec is nuch more dependent on the rest of

thue Ca>nadian markteythan the rest of the Canadian economy

6 is dependent on Quebec!

7 Quebec is iuich more dependent on the Ontario

8market tfian Ontario is depe>ndent on Quebec.

9 The brasic ianufacturin9 industries in Quebec

benefit from htqb, Cariê4ian tariffsj, or have, traditionally,

benfitted fro highq Caria4dtan tarlffs on shoes, furnituire;

Sw 1 andtha tariff has beinefitted Quebec--vihere those industries

gr(D areconçcenrated. So it is re411<y questionablewhether

14 te ret of Ca*nada would vin to contirnue su&ch tariffs--

whihineffect, ar rotectlnq mainly Quebec at the

&W 6 peset tmin tose fie1 s>-assm ng~ there Is ~a wls>h

17 fr inepenence--ap ntnta I conomfc assciatioWý

agai --s adaneros illusin ubcwudb
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1 Federal systemi as it is at the present tirne, than it would

2 have in the hypothesis of separationb or negotiating sorme

3 kind of"independence-wvith-association 
- whatever that

4
mneans -- a free trade area:, Customs union; or a common

5 market. 1 don't knowi. But the e-cono.mjc cards of Quebec

6 and the political cards of Quebec- in terms of such an

7 association--are flot those that the Separatists claim that

8 they are,ý

9 'I~~EiMýBER 0F TUIlE PRESS : 1r . ii ni ster , I won der to

0 what degree do the economý,ic problems that Canada is having,

1 rignt flowcontribute to this polarization that you identified

2 e ar 1i er ?

3 Ii4'ISTEi' LALONUE: Oh, I think those problenis

4 were in existence whien Canada knew a rate of growth wilich
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ý.1 I ISRL/XL0! jE:- "Uia dj us ted' i t was 11 -1/2%

z 2
last nionth. On an 'adlijust'ed"basis-, I cannot renmber,

ID tn3
> Z ~exactly. It woulu havc be-en around 195j, I believe. So it

it Z-

is hioh; and, quebec is teonly Proviiice, last rî,onth, ini

Canilad, wic k a,, inrya se i i i ts adýj ustei rate of un-

6 c n1oý1 10y 1 e1nt. 1 0l other rc- i ürs of Ca nadla have showri a

7 decreasL i n thei r adjuLS te(! rate, 1last iionth .

8 T, !ere , ana i n, thiere was somne trend i ii ternis of

w 9 unernployrient that has taken place in Quebec in the last

oe year.

(D Sc, I would not say -- to coine back to your point
zo
0 12 -- I ould not inake, certainly, a direct relationship

ûý() 1 etween the econornic evolution of the situation ini Canada

<~14 over the last ten years -- or even in the last five years

no __ and the particular political developrnents.
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and the business coramiunity?

2 If not, what steps do you think that the

3 Administration and the business communi ty might take to

4 pressure Quebec into reniiaininq in the Federation--without

5 causinq a rpaction that iighjlt push it out?

6 MI ilISTER LALO IlDE: I think the attitude of the

7 business comra.unity, and the Carter Administration,is the

8 wise course;and I don't see any recessity for that course

9 to be chanqed in the future.

.0 This question is (qoing to be resolved arnong

LT Cana-dians. It is being debated in a democratic way.

12 We have not known political violence in Quebec siiice 1970--

13 in any shape or form. I thint< there bas been more political

14 tnne in thcp I1nitprd StatPs comnoaratively. durinq the
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can envision solle more active stance by the United States

2 in that question?

3 lMII;flSTER, LALO:WDE: Youare talkîng i11 terins of

4 a"~post-independenicj-scenario. 1 don't b'elieve it wil

5 ever happen. I suppose there is an old rule that

6 politicians should neyer comment on hypotheticai questions.

7 t4ay I break it?

8 ilE,'lbE[S 0F TIIE PRESS : Yes . Yes!

9 ÎINISTER LALQUýDE: But, let's assume that.

L0 As I said, I think that in the first period in the

il scenario of independence' you wiould not see a significant

12 chariqe in terms of Foreign Policy -- whether It is NATO,

13 or NORAD , or al 1that .

14 But down the line, I stili don't believe that the

15 dark scenario is the likely one.«Rut, assuining that it is,

16 1 api sure that then you would be in a different context.





1 [,1MEi1BER 0F ïlE PRýESS : 1iay 1 folIo w up onl that?

2 You said that nothinq would happen if separation

3took place. Yet the fact is that youp are here ; andi we

4 have hati Quebec ilinisters -- particularly in New York;

5 andi, also, a newi Quebec Office here.

6 How imnportant is it to Canada and Quebec that

7 Americans unde rsta nd wh at i s qo i n on?

8 1Hhy are you paying7 so much attention to what

9 wve expect is just a sort of benign presence--until the

0 Canadians iiake their decision?

1I1 ltIST ERN LALOIDE: I think it is important, in

2 thie meantimýe, anywiay, that the Aimerican public be well

a w ware of whia t i s qoing on north of thie Border. There has
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PIRESS: You are flot looking for

support for the

or flot.

;ates, I think

I thi nk
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other larqe institutions.

that case, to show to the

ail, this is flot the tyP
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2 corporations which are doing business ail around the World,
-J W and have a tradition of adapting to very different socio-

W S-051- eçonomic niedias, and they are probably more consçious

of being foreigners in those Lands, and seem to be making,

probably, more effort at integrating, reasonably well,6
with the media in which they are, and in which they live.

7
For instance, we have a large General Motors

8
pl.ant in Ste. Theérèse, Quebec, and they look at that plant -

it is a reasonably recent plant and it was operating very,

w4Avery largely in French - - well before the Provisional

Z2 Government fejt it necessary to pass legislation.

&0 It may be that tiiose large institutions, as I

said, have that tradition; and, s4condly, they are

:E of amore recent start in Canada than in Quebec. So they

0 U are nt of a long tradition, 1ik~e th old banks, and al

W of hat. ut you hav~e had hanks in Montreal. They had

FE quartes in Mntrea~l fr 100 yets and they neyer have been

abl torecuiteye a~ proportiQnal representation 0f

FrechCanadians, in t h senior Amnstration. They

wer vey, very traionl and tfreir reçruitment approach

wa erx mch turwnad inwrd onstricly th Engls

;zF- spakig cmmuity. Tey just inrd te evronet in

t V Ir

D W



4
4

j

4

4>
4> 4

>4

4

4

4
>4



32

English-speaking

ng, it is probably the
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tthere are socio-econornjçc factors involved which are of a

W 2 more basic nature, and the feeling of insecurity that the
w
w

3French spea king comlruni ty has had, tradi ti onal ly, inî Canada

U is one that has to be resolved.

5 Separatists intend to resolve it by sayirig

6 to the French-speakinng Lanadians and the 9uebeckers; 'Well,

7 vie will have ail of the powiers here. We will create our

8 own fortress. We Will be Our own Country. 1-le will have

9 allj of the powers. Therefore, wie will fre safe."

5; 10 e do not believe that. this is a good diagnosis

il of t.he situation. It is gjoinq to be a very costly onie,

Ir ecwon{ l1y and sociologically, and wie think the solution

lu 13 lie bter, in the Fe4eral system.-than in the single

< 14 untary state that weouid be the St&ate of 1Quebec,

-J 15That is our fundamental difference.,But this

Cr 6 iou d i r)ly true 4Cons titUt iona 1 ref orm , but through other

-1 7 tesan ~steps that take a longJer tltne, anwd are slower;

18 ta the French spe ij nq cmmun ity wi 11 have to f eel that

20 HEMB$R OF< TIIE PRES Can vi chane th~e sub4ect

21 t a cr 9ent deveom e-nt?

zo Are yo shckeat th sp revlatons
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I have neyer beIieved that Canada would be immune
2

to that type of -- you are talkîiig about the events of
3

yesterday?
4

11EU1ER 0F TIIE PRESS: Yes, sir. Yes, sir.
5

;IiIHISTER LALOUDE: I have neyer believed that
6

Canada would, necessarily, be immune frow this type of

7
e ve nt.

8
MEMBER OF TIIE PRESS : Then why s ho uld Canada

9
be so vu]inerabl e?

IUiiISTER LALOND[E: We are a pretty open Society.

And- bein(- iii Government, we have so littie secrets
2

that I was wonderlng what they were after'

[Laughter]I

4 Dut it is quite understandable that they would

attemnpt -- that another Country viould attempt to infiltrate
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IIEM8ER 0F THE PRESS : What can be the lega1

ramifications of this ruling in Quebec that the Language

Law is unconstitutional as it applies to the Courts --

MINISTER LALONDE: And the Legisiature?

tIEIIBE 0F THE PRESS: How far down the road

did this go?

Is it unconstitutional throu 2ho0Ut ?

MIHýISTER LALONDWE: No. We have looked at the

Educational provisions, and we have indjcated that we feit

that they rnigtt very likely be mairitaineci -- or most of

then1, anyviay , would 1e supported by the Court -- by a

ant areas,

ive systems

of the dail
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[1I7ISTER LALOliDE: There is -no Ilouse of Lords

any more.

MEMUER OF THE PRELSS : If you were f rami ng questions

to the people of Quebec in a Federally sponsored

rn, ,how wou 1 y ou p ut those que st ion sî

MH1II1STER LA L(hflE : WeIl , aq(ai n, th at i s a li tti e

as a question, But I think if you wvere to ask about

e, it should lie a clear choice betweei independence

ederal system, or Federalists. 14e dorit believe

am n lad to see that more and more Separatists are

nqj this -- I think even ir. Levesque said,

you
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who have met hiim iknow. lie surely sees these hazards in

the way of a clear cut choice.

liow do you think he will behave in that respect?

ý1I;IISTEIR LALOiiDE: Since this is beinq filmed,

I will not be off the record.

lie said he wias planning to have a referendumn--

at the earliest by Spring of next year, and they are going

to try and phrase the question in such a way as to get

the largest possible number of votes they can get and,

if possible, a majority. But the danger, obviously, is

that it becomes s0 vague that it will be considered

meanir>qless by us--or by those who are"opposed " to Separatism.

You know, surveys have been carrled, for
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JIEMBER OF THE PRESS: Would you anticipate

ie P.Q. would cail for a boycott of any atternpt

Federal çovernrnent to have a preemptive referendum

question of its own phrasing?

HUIIISTER LALOSDE: iqht. They miqht,

evesque has recognized -

t to cail a referendum.

very successful, They

is, and At did not work.

id put their littie

u 1d
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Are you goinq to wait until you see whether 1e

w N wi 11 have a referendum ?

:Tz Or might you ca'i1 your referendum first?

u w z INIISTER LALiDUE: At the present time, I would

rather viait and have t>hei go wiith their referendum.

6 Our intention i$ not to try to spring one ahead

7of themn j41st for the fun~ of jumping ahead of them.

8 M4EMBER OJF TIIE PRESS :B<ut i f they wait too long,

w 9 you. will have one of your own?

S ~IL;MTRw LALOIDE : Wel 1, sure! As I said,
0 f you look at th~e econoiÏ imIplications of the climate

Irwof ncrt>êippy that is tak ing pl ace, you can't just let

w a. 13 tht ~deteriorate foreverI So there is a trne when a

14 ~ I dcso ill hae to bn mae, Bu t here is no intention

15 I an t~o make that quite çla -- thr> is noiteto

16 gs t hury u and hav~e a rferendum ailea of the

- 17 Qebe oe t 14l oy be inthe cotextof4just

-BE OF TIIt RESS21E-,tUiattll 
ifr
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rel ati ons ; and what are our probl ems?

0 w N M~fI IISTER LALO ii E: Wel 1, I amn no t tal1ki ng rea 1ly,

3
>ZZ jus International courtesy here, when I say this; and

F- those who kriow me say thait I can be pretty blunt. I

think that the state of relationships between the United

6 States and Canada h'ave neyer been better! Anyway, in the

7 15 years that I have been arounc! the Federal government In

8 one way or another, 1 have never seen the state of

w 9 relationships betwecen thie twio 4Countries in as good a state

Ir s tbey are at thre presernt tinie--in terîns of very open

0 communication. 1) have ou.r differences. There are quite

OLL a few things that are still in negotiations: froin

Z(D Maritimne borders;to boun4aries; you knowi, to tnie issue of

14 bra<dcastinq; and convention expenses.

15l~i f sute av, bstantl>al issues,

il' 16 weare working qx -Vwef,together. We have a very,

ver gpQd~ relationship, wheth<er it is in te MN negotiations,

18or th negotiatioTs t13at took place aboaut the pipeline;' and

19 quetion o~f Energy; an 4 ro, questions of trade and

20 ecno policies. ?Ware very much $ t n the sitution

21v
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i.s a pity! This -nives us more time to be concerned about
z 2

W ou r own domesti c pro bl ems.

> z MEMF3ER 0F 1THE Pr)ESS: Mr. iini ster , to fol low up

on Bob îNewrian 's questi ont earl ier. From the Canadian point

of view, one of the more interestlng side lights of this

6whole thilng is the enthusiastic courting of American public

7 opinion since th~e Parti Q'4ebecois was elected.

8 The Pnime liiste.r spoke to Congress. You are

w 9 here. I knov, tha>t Mr., Levesque is planning a speaking

10.

11 MI UI STER LALO iDE~ M4ind you , I arn here a t

w iniation!e s~-~i Cna
0 yo hp n et Lnesai h

0 SR LD ~~r

a:f
w 13
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;erest and better knowleig

and, you know, you have

ild be asking soriebody

and you vioulcl get very
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the structures are totally different.
C>

We did not intervene in the case of jr. B3ourassa

> and vie çjon't intend to (Io so ini the choice of the rmext
W0 4
1- leader of the Liberal Party.

5 tIEMGER OF THE PRE$$S: There were cases, tfiough,

6 in the 1976 election, Federal 11inisters and Menibers

7 -- asI recali -- campaiyjninq very actively.

8 IlIiiJISTF R" LALý)fY E: Yes. Soume of them-i went to

9 Provincial politics.

10 IEIMER OF THE PRESS: î't the very last ilnute,
W

cn SQ fl

z iI.IISTER LALIIJE~ I cannt tell yoiu what will

X( hppen i the next Provincial election in Quebec but,.

E < 14 n terms of chosinq the selection of a leader for the

-Ji 0 iera Party of Quebec, we are no<t 4nteryening; anid

aOi e6 we do 'h~ tn i1~ riteuar tose--wi

w ~ r9esra 4 Ude y
-Jty wtt k d ~ ~~

17fco~sq r rsr
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ê ever thouo'ht of that, that waJs at a tipie wten he was an

WÇ4Acaclemik living in an ivory tower. wtathisite

> Xzthick of it, I don't thirik he would see this as a v'ery
W 4

rea1istic developiiient.

You miçPit thinl< of it in terris of the Atlantic
6 Proinces findinq that it wout1d be to their advantage

7 H al aond to join the United States rather than staytng

8witti the rQst of 'Canada--in that context--but, frankly,

W 9 seeing the situation tin Northern Vermont and fi'orthern Maine,

10 1 m t so suire that they wouhf be that keî' on rushing

(D z inpo the Aerican b9osoi. I don't see it as a very likely

W. < developmient .,asstiLfing te other evant taking place--

13 vihch I on assuie. $o it is liot very easy for me

14 t se ths type of devlorint

J 0 EE OF THE PRES a I .iust put one more
au0

1 Cr 16. ii ê~ftf4.~

JJ
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toc niuch çeoqraphyr There is a lot of valiclity in that.

So there is a certain amount of wiuscle flexing by sonie

>XZ Western Provinces, lik Alberta or Blritish Columubia, for
< W 4

instance. And this is not very s.urprisinqg; but nione of

them is pressinq it tq th~e point of ùreaking the Country.,
6 It is a rtiatter of somie Governments wvantinq to exercise

7 ore power than tliçy used to--or having more freedom of

8 acton-and that is part of a niormal qive-and-take, and

W 9 iving tensions tih&t you~ have in ainy Federal system.

Ir I don" see tnis as a sel ous threat. I see this

0 Z as a living orqanismn adjusting itself to new deelpuents

and'h4éw situations.
a.R WfA:Th W

< 14[Whereupon, the Foreign Policy Magazine intervi~ew

-J 0 15 wth Canadian Minister Marc Lalonde was conuç~ded at approxi-
W 16 Mtely 10:00 a.m.j

Wt



DIJGS
CAl EA980 78P62 ENG
Breakfast interview vith the
Honorable Marc Lalonde, Minister o:
State for Federal/Provincial
Relations, February 10, 1978.
43235185



481




