
~8, 1994 COMMONS DEBATES 5017

ators' integrity, honesty, or character are not in order. To
'ce the possîbility of personal references, convention further
lires Members te refer to each other by titie, position or
stituency naine. Likewise, the Senate is usually "the other
,e," and Senators, "menibers of the other place".

'40)

sirnply wanted to makre this clarification for the benefit of
lieuse duriug the rest of the debate, until 10 p.m. this
ling. Resuming debate.

'lishI

Ir. Myron Thornpson (Wild Rose): Mr. Speaker, R would
to questi on the previeus speaker and the one prier te hum on
uple of thiugs.

rst of ail, I want it perfectly clear that 1 stand firin in the
ýf of a truly triple-E Senate, and I aIse believe that what we
ently have is ineffective and truly a waste of dollars for a lot
>aSens.

ne area that R arn familiar with is the United States, as that is
re 1 came from, and although the systems are slightly
ýrent the Senate bas a significant purpose in that country and
is to protect the districts and regiens frein exploitation frein
cr regions. That is primarily its purpose.

>r example, the state of Montana, with one representative by
Ilation, is protected by two senaters, as ail states. Montana
dl have been exploited on a great number of occasions had it
)een for that set-up.

vre had ne means of protection frein exploitation
for sinaller regions, what process would we use
hat clees net happen? R amn going te assume that

Supply

About the triple E Senate, we believe that an elected House,
can undoubtedly make responsible decisions, because we sup-
port ministerial responsibility. An elected Honse could and
should be able to make decisions concerning some legisiation.
Two elected Hanses, if the Senate were to be a triple E Senate,
could create confusion about which House must inake the
decision. The ten Canadian provinces, which do not have two,
but only one House, show us how one House can make decisions,
and very sensible decisions at that.

For example, the province of Quebec, with a population of
about 7 million, got rid of the legisiative council in 1968, that is
nearly 30 years ago. No one in Quebec has any regrets about that
decis ion. Other provinces also got rid of their legisiative coun-
cils and R do net think they have any regrets about it. Sa, in
Canada, an elected House where hon. members would abide by
the principle of ministerial responsibility could give proper
consideration te the decisions they are about ta make.

0<1745)

And if Quebec were to become sovereigu, 1 hope Canada will
respect the democratic principles it bas been advocating since
1867.

Mr' Jean-Guy Chrétien (Frontenac): Mr. Speaker, my
colleague and friend, and also ueighbour, the hon. member for
Richmnond-Wolfe, clearly explained why hie is against spend-
ing $26,952,000 for thie Sonate. R totally agree witb hini, given
that such a measure would, in the long mun, abolish a costly but
far froin essential institution, namely the Senate.

Rt is a well-known fact, and bas been for quit. some turne, that
Quebecers do not sec why they should pay to maintain the Upper
House. The country is going baukrupt. Social programs are
being slashed. In senior citizen centres, soup portions are being
reduced froin four ounces te two ounces, but we can still afford
to appoint senators.

eir indepeudence, the Americans promoted
i resulted iu the fact that their Sonate,
rive, is net representative. Rt 15 representa-
hJe often heard about Loyalists demanding
iited States having rep by pop. 0f course, it
wo senators per state, but then you do net
rever, this is net the place te review the U.S.
te give a more direct answer te the. hon.
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