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This Parliament is one of the partners in canfederation. We
have acted effectiveiy regarding the whale resolution. The
other partners, the premiers, bave acted creatively after the
Supreme Court decision. Now it is up ta us ta act agaîn,
creatively and constructiveiy, in Canada's interest.

The other assumptian whicb requires careful and seriaus
scrutiny is the view that the presenit gavernment of Quebec
wants no agreement. I wiii suggest a test which may make
them show their true colours. However, whatever the motive of
the gavernment of Quebec, the people of Quebec may want a
just Canadian solution, and may want it ardentiy enough ta
force tbe Parti Québécois ta put the peaple of Quebec first.

Soine bon. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. Clark: 0f course, on this question we must be realists. 1
bave been a reaiist concerning this matter since tb e day the
canstitutionai debate began, a day when most people said the
action of the Prime Minister was unstoppabie. That very
reaiism requires that we analyse and nat mereiy biindiy accept
the argument that the preserit Quebec gavernment wiii neyer
agree ta anything. As I wiii argue later, it bas aiready agree
ta the April accord, but it did sa wîth seven other provinces of
Canada. However, it is fair ta assume that it wiii agree aniy if
the people of Quebec force it ta agree or support it in tbat
agreement.

Therefore, as the Parliament of the whoie country, as the
Parliament wbicb can be the last agency ta bring aur whoie
nation together, aur attention sbouid be paid ta the people of
Quebec-and not just the gavernment of Quebec. Our stand-
ard, wben we vote and speak in this Hause, shauid be whetber
provisions in this resolutian or amendments ta this resolution
beip the people of Quebec ta stay comfortabiy within aur
common country, Canada.

Some bon. Meinhers: Hear, hear!

Mr. Clark: I indicated that the first amendment we wanted
ta introduce, the one whicb I wiii be introducing taday, relates
ta the equaiity of maie and femnale persans. I woui iie ta
speak about that for a moment. Wben representatives of the
federai and provincial gavernments met, they agreed that
certain rights set out in the Charter of Rights and Freedams
sbould be iimited by Section 33 of the new resolutian by the
non obstante clause. In the accord wbich was tabied in this
House of Commons by the Prime Minister on November 5, the
non obstante clause did nat appîy ta Section 28, wbich guaran-
teed tbe equaiity of maie and femaie persans. I believe that is
an uncontested version of what bappened, bath in the confer-
ence and afterward.

Indeed, what happened, ta the best of aur abiiity ta recon-
struct it, is that after the Prime Minister came ta Parliament
and tbe Premiers went home, the officiais of bath leveis of
governmrent gat together and decided ta appiy the non obstante
clause to Section 28. The government, in this amendment and
resoiution, bas unfortunateiy accepted the officiais' amend-
ment and bas nat acted on the accord whicb was reached by 10

Thre Constitution

of the il first ministers when they met here in eariy Novem-
ber. As a consequence of tbe change brought ta this matter by
officiais, Section 28 is subject ta Section 33. A limit is piaced
upon the equaiity of maie and female persons wbich was not
expiicitiy intended ta be sa piaced by the il first ministers of
Canada wben they met in conference in November in the
capital of the country.

In recent days there has apparentiy been some dramatic
shifting of opinion on the question. In one case, we Iearned
that at Ieast one Premier had not been informed of the exact
nature of the work being undertaken by bis officiais and the
position being ascribed ta bis government by bis officiais. My
coileague, the hion. member for Kingston and the Islands (Miss
MacDonald), brought that matter directiy ta the attention of
the Premier of Nova Scotia. 1 shouid say, in passing, that the
hion. member for Kingston and the Islands did sa at bier awn
initiative and that of bier party and, without the benefit of
advice fromn tbe government, brought that ta the attention of
tbe premier of the province of Nova Scatia. Wben hie under-
stood what was at issue, be immediateiy indicated his wiiiing-
ness ta have Section 28 stand wîthout limitation and expressed
bis wiliingness ta associate himseif, aiong with other Premiers
and certainiy aiong with bis party, with the idea of the equality
of treatment of maie and female persans. Therefore, tbat
changed.

We are not sure wbat is happening in the province of
Saskatchewan. At iast report, the New Democratic Premier of
the province of Saskatchewan, that spokesman for rights in
that party of rights, was proposîng ta trade rights for rigbts.

An bon. Member: Don't go so iow.

Mr. Clark: "Do not go so iow," someone suggests from the
New Democratic benches. If those hion. members are interest-
ed in speaking for principie, let me suggest that they get up
from the House, suffer the ioss of hearing a few minutes of my
speech, cail Roy Romanow, cali Ailan Biakeney, and tell tbem
ta stop piaying games with rights and ta give us unanîmaus
agreement SO that maie and femaie persans can be treated
equaiiy under the constitutionai proposais.

Soute hon. Menibers: Hear, hear!

Mr. Clark: I want ta deal witb the substance of what we are
proposing. The substance of aur amendment guarantees that
men and women wiii bave equai access ta the rights and
freedoms set out in the Charter of Rigbts and Freedoms
proposed in thîs resolution. Some of those rights and freedoms
wiii aiready be iimited by the application of Section 33.
However, where tbey exist they wiii exist absoiuteiy equaiiy
for women and for men. That is the purpose of the amendment
I am intraducing, seconded by my coileague, the bion. member
for Kingston and the Islands. That is an amendment whicb I
hope wiii commend itseif ta this whole House, so that this
wbole House can go on record as supporting the guarantee of
equai treatment of maie and female persans in Canada.

Soute hon. Members: Hear, bear!
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