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me Reform Party members could argue that, contrary to
unimnaginative Liberal colleagues, they have a suggestion

ýuebecers: the well-known triple-E Senate.

is brings me to the second part of mny speech in which I
d to demonstrate once again that Canadian federalismi does
viork and neyer will.

e proposai for a Triple E Senate reflects a very poor
rstanding, not only of Quebec but of thc history of Canada
)f the purpose of our institutions. I would urge thc Reform
r to examine Uic reasons and discussions that led to the
tion of thc Constitution Act, 1867. At the time, franco-
es and anglophones decided to unite in a confederation Uiat
,nized Uic equality of its two founding peoples. It took
Svigorous negotiating before these two founding peoples

Lged to avrec on their choice of political institutions for this
try.

constitutional expert, whom I will not name but who is aiso
raber of Uic Senate, recalled, and I quote: "Sir George-
mne Cartier wanted parity between Quebec and Ontario for
;enate and hie got it, in oUier words, 24 senators for each

supply

reform will happen without Quebec, or flot at ail. If the Reform
Party or the other supporters of a Triple E Senate truly wants to
provide English Canada with a democratic legislative system,
one that is less cumbersome and more efficient, then they should
begin by ensuring a victory for the sovereigntist forces in the
next Quebec referendum.

Need I remind members that to reform the Upper House, the
constitutional debate would have to be reopened? Pursuant to
section 42 of the Constitution Act, the consent of the federal
govemnment and of seven provinces representing more than 50
per cent of the population is requircd in order to alter the powers
of the Senate or the way in which senators are appointed.

After the recent failures of the Mecch and Charlottetown
agreements, to naine only two, 1 think that Canadian federalism
has proven itself to be inflexible and incapable of adapting to
ncw realities.

The members of this House who are concerned about the state
of Canada's public finances must support the Bloc's motion.
Canada can iil-afford from an economic standpoint the luxury
of having a Senate. It is no longer dynamnic enough or flexible
enough to carry out in.-depth reform. Until such time as they
acquire institutions which correspond to the realities of Canada
and Quebec, the members across the way sometimes enjoy
pointing out that the official opposition is not t.ruly representa-
tive of Canada as a whole.

Ini conclusion, I would simply like to recail the fmndings of the
latest Gallup public opinion poli which aslced how Canadians
and Quebecers felt about the Senate. On July 22, 1993, Gallup
found that for the first time ever since it started asking this
question, that is since 1944, a majority of Canadians said they
were ini favour of abolishing the Sonate. Fifty-four per cent
favoured abolishing the Senate, as the Bloc advocates, while 37
per cent said it should be reformed, the option favoured by thc
Reform Party, and 4 per cent preferred thc status quo, the option
being defended today by the Liberals.
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L Quebec, English Canada's desire .to
.ffcctive, elected and equal is not a
e is no way we would agrec to be
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