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18. No Member shail speak disrespeo:fully ofthe Sovereignnorofany of theyal Family, nor of the Governor General or the person administering theivernment of Canada; nor use offensive words against cither House, or
iinst any Mfember thereof.

lat is the rule under the Standing Orders. This is very)rtant, and I hope the hon. member will speak respectfully
ie Senate.

ie Acting Speaker (Mr. Klger): 1 would like to thank the
member for Kingston and the Islands for bis comments. In
1 have tbe text of Standing Order 18, from. Standing

)taled Orders riglit here, because I want to be vigilant at al
S.

Iwever, I must admit I was taking some notes in the chair, so
mot comment on what was said by the hon. member for
ttc, who nevertheless caused the hon, member on the
mment side to raise bis point of order.

o want to make it clear to bon. members that 1 will remain
SHouse until the end of the debate. And 1 want to thank the
Member for his remarlcs, because members must behave in
iamentary fashion, as bas always been the tradition in this

P,, and 1 arn confident that we will continue to do so.

SUPPly
updated.* In 34 years, there has been 52 attempts, some success-
fui, some flot, to change the way the Senate operates.

At the time the Senate was created, it was meant to be a House
of sober second thougbt. Its members were to serenely review
leg siation, free from popular pressure. That could be justified
in 1867, but nowadays, the Senate's role bas changed drastically
due to the practical limitation of its authority.

In those days, the Senate used to be a place wbere the
inembers of the Federation could be heard. It allowed for the
protection, at the federal level, of provincial and regional
interests. In today's context, the only link between senators and
their province is the fact that tbey own property and reside there.

Nowadays, the Senate remains an institution without a basis,
which derives its authority solely fromn the merits of its mcm-
bers.
* (1715)

Above ail, the Senate provides a legal framework for political
rewards. In fact, I believe that, in its present form, the Canadian
Senate is an anachronismi as a legislative body, a mistake that
costs millions of dollars in public funds.

Communications being what they were in 1867, the public
was informed of decisions taken by the legislator long after the
fact. In such a context, one could understand the existence of aSenate comprising people having reached the age of wisdom,
having acquired an experience recognized by everyone; one
could understand the usefnlness of such an Upper House in
protecting the taxpayers, the voters, against sometimes emo-
tional or basty decisions by legisiators. Since the taipayers. were
sometimes informed 30, 60 or even 90 days after thc decisions
were made, it was difficult for them. to rcact and exert pressure
on their member of Parliament.


