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But the Supreme Court stated: We are flot the oniy ones
Wxho must protect rights in Canada. so mnust the legisiator as
weii. That is what we did and whiat xxe are doing.

Personaily, 1 have flot opted frorn one specific solution. 1 amn
not saying that either an eiected Senate or an appointed
Senate xviii soive ail our problies. but one thing is cicar: we
must reforrn the Scnate. If we decide to make it an eiected
Senate. wc wiii have to adapt it 10 our needs, and the same
appiies if we keep an appointed Senate. It wiii have to be
adapted as weii.

1 was thinking that as a Chamber of sober second thought,
n the words of Mlacdonald and Cartier, pcrhaps it shouid be

our roie, since the courts ask us to do so, to look after minority
righits and the rights of the individuai, and see to it that the
constitutionai rights of men and women of this country are
weii protectcd in our legisiation. If wc are iooking for a role for
the Senate, perhaps that wouid be the most admirable one we
couid find. It wouid consist in improving the iaws passed by
the House of' Comnions and making our country freer, more
democratie and more iaw-abiding.

1 think xve can do this whether the Senate is eiected or
appointed. \e can. If the Senate is eieeted, the probim is
obx iousiy that it shouid flot becorne a mirror image of the
flouse of (ommons, 1 think that wouid be the wrong route to
t ike. Why hiase txx o Chambers doing exaetiy the saine thing'?

And then 1 výoïîaùc ,whecthur (ie Senate shouidn't be a
r imnbei of' icgi:siitivu adx isots x\ ho hav e a certain expertise

andL xx ho iniprox e oui iawxs. Isn't th:îî xx at xve shouid do'? i
hrkthat is the direction xxe shouid take.

.\ as1 g etSli! have not decided one xxy
cjîc ..,X0rüing to Neech Lake, the Senate is the

t1sl reformn on the agenda. We have agreed to taik about this
Saxxay so that xvc can tell the Western provinces that xxe

U* eriouxý about the Accord. We are prepared to diseuss
Senaie refe ni right axxay and xxe are prepared to be flexible.
Mx point in speuking today is simpiy to say: Yes, iet's taik

t , icik ý a 2ood look at Aiberta's proposai and the
ai 'b h a:m pvinces and the Western prov-

h o n ~datiein broad representation in the
L yî'S hn0 about ihrol e of the Senate in the Canada

7. hi , n(-', i believe nec have a duty to broaden our
r 1n L V, ! ct' take a long, bard look at the advan-
O in appcintcd Senate and lin ceiced Senate. Ný,either
is xî,; driaxxbacks. Bot bave their advantages and

vï d figes. It xxiii take several rnontbs to reach considered

On motion of Senator Petten. debate adjourned.

MEECU LAKE CONSTITUTIONAL ACCORD AND
CANADIAN CHARTER 0F RIGHTS AND FREEDONIS

DLB \TE CONTINUL t

On the Order:
ISnitor rkmudo, 1

Resuming the debate on the inquiry of the Honourabie
Senator Beaudoin caiiing the attention of the Senate to
thc N4eech Lake Constitutionai Accord and 10 the
Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms.-(Honour-
ahle Senator Ivurgitz).

Hon. Henry D. Hicks: Honourabie senators, yesterday
Senator Nurgitz informally agreed that he would yield to me
and ailow me to speak this afternoon. He is not in the chamber
now so he is in no position to dispute that. May 1 continue'?

Senator Doody: He is sitting behind you.
Senator Nurgitz: As always, Senator Hicks, I arn behind

you. 1 wiii giadly yieid.
Senator Hicks: Honourable senators, there are a few obser-

vations I wish to make about the N4eech Lake Accord. I do flot
tbink it is necessary for me to attempt to express in any detail
or cxtensiveiy my views about the Nleech Lake Accord,
because I am substantialiy in agreement with the position
Senator Frith took at an carlier stage in this debate. I believe
he said most of the things that I would have said, with one
exception-I did flot place. and do flot now place, as much
emphasis on the sections of the Meech Lake Accord that
assign to Quebec the characteristies of a distinct society.
a rjý0

It seemxs to me that the province of Quebec and ils people
are, by their very existence, a distinct society. Personaliy, 1
should flot have thought it necessary, or even desirable, to
write that distinctness into our Constitution, but I recognize its
existence and if it pleases some people to have it written into
tire Constitution, while I wouid flot have donc so myseif, 1 can
lise xxith that.

No. Mxy concern about the Meech Lake Accord is something
quite different: my concerfi is with the many aspects of this
p roposed constitutional change that have the effect of devoiv-
ig power which now resides in the federal goverfiment on to
the goverfiments of the provinces of Canada. Even though 1
started my own political career as a provincial politician, and
wvas in the Governmcnt of Nova Scotia in the days of the late
Honourable Angus L. Macdonald, who tended, the older he
grexv, to become more and more antagonistie toward the
government at Ottawa, I did flot adopt that viexx. lndeed, had
the late Angus L. Macdonald lived another two or three years
and persisted in the attitude that I saw him developing towards
tlic Government of Canada, I suspect that he and I would have
t0 have had a more serious confrontation about it.

In any event, 1 have for some time believed-and this belief
was incuicated in me before 1 became a federal politician, if
one can eaul a senalor a federal politican-that Canada needs
a stronger centrai goverfiment and does flot need stronger
provincial goverfiments. Hence, I am unhappy about the
aspects of the Nleech Lake Accord that would have the effeet
of taking effective power away from the federal goverfiment
and piacing it in the hands of the provinces.

The unanimity requirement for amendment, of course, is the
most obvioux exampie of this, and the other provisions of
opting out with compensation, the notwithstanding option
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