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WOU]d appreciate hearing the views of the hon. Men3ber forcouver Quadra.

r.MeWlzînneY: Mr- Speaker, I thank the hon. member forýuestion and 1 wilI make the following comment.

'egre: that it is almost impossible to change the Constitution11îY with a law as far as the Sonate is concernod. If it isible, we can consder it, but it vill take the. sonators'
eut.

t without changing the role of Parliainent, of the olectede, I do no: think that vo can simply abolish the Sonate.d1ative coimrnees absolutely must have an increased roleàe ouise must have a much more sophisticated system thanonstitutional checkcs and balances than what we nov have.

Senate reforrn, in the 1980s, wo considered the.Of a sort of Constitutional counterweight, a body thatrsoo executive decisions, confirm appointinents, ro-s and international agreements, things like that. Wewith this dilemma that it is almost impossible toSSonate without its consent, except as far as detailsilar powora of the Sonate are concerned.

bat vo must vork with the Sonate aud try to obtain>Otation. If not, 1 arn quit. prepared to accept anale for logis lative committees and oven to considority of an advisory opinion from the Supreino Court of

1 oudria (Ge gn-y Prect-ul)r~ » .
liv n by our colloague froin Vancouver Quadra whoin constutona matters.

2is, by deflnitlan the chaoeber whîdj represents theth Pr!ovinces. Nov is flot the tinte to debate boyly do 3 this job, but the. fact rentains thet tItis is onelus aauely to counterbalance the representation

SUPPly
If MY colleague from Vancouver Quadra will recal theCharlottetown constitutional debate, ho will remember that theSenate did indeed ruatter. Once the~ debate had begun, thepeoplearguod ovor whethor their province should haveon orsenator, or one less. Would <ho fot agree that the. Sonate soomedto inatter thon, that Canadians should at the. vory least hoconsultod before the Sonate is abolisbed and that sukh a docisionshould flot ho made if that is not what the. provinces or theCanadian people want?

Mr. McWhlnaey: Mr. Speaker, I vant to thank the hbon.member for bis question. It is importait to recognizo the.distinction made by the renowned Austro-ngarian jurist bythe naine of Ehrlich betwoen vritten lsv and the. actuel practiceof lav. 1 caizuot conside tho Snate as it i. today as representingthe. provinces, nies major changes are made to its make-up.You cannot roally say that the Sonate ropresents the provinces.

Undor these circurnatances, it is very important to change therepresentation sysleza applied to the. Sonate so that it can playthe. role it vas origlnally $et up for, but whilch do ot retlect the.social reallty in Caaaany more. That ia whyl1 would betempted to make tii.,. diangos, even thougii I amn not veiyoptimistlc.

Mr. Gaston Uroux (RIchmiond-W4olfe): Mr. Speaker, asthe. menber fer Rchond-Wolf and on behaîf of my col-loqgues froin the. Bloc Que>eols and of ail the. people vs
gave to this lions. objecting, on behalf of the Officiai Oppoui-.tion,to the vote in the. amount of $26,952,000o usidor the. ieadingParliament-The Senâte
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