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In July of this year, when it -became apparent that the
government intended ta pusb Bill C-130 through bath Houses
of Parliament without giving Canadians an appartunity ta
express their views, Liberal senators agreed that Canadians
ought ta be given an opportunity ta participate in what had
become a national debate on our country's future. It was a
decision that flowed directiy from the government's determina-
tion ta exciude Canadians from this important process.

Had the government shown confidence in its poiicy at that
time, had it shown confidence in the judgment af the Canadian
people, it would have sought a mandate from Canadians
before asking Parilament to give final approvai ta the agree-
ment. In reiusing ta do so, on an issue that the Prime Minister
described as an -historic new departure" and on which he had
himself reversed bis position, the government invited action by
the Senate. We decided ta withhold aur appravai of the second
reading ai Bill C-130 sa that the Canadjan people might have
an apportunity ta make a judgment. In accardance with the
bargain which was implicit in that decision, ai course we
intend ta acquiesce ta the resuits ai the electian and ta the
majority decisian af the House ai Commons.

It is warth recailing that the Prime Minister caied the
Senate action at the time a "violation af one oi the mast
fundamental precepts ai British parliamentary demacracy."
He said that the appointed Senate. was being caiied upon "ta
hijack the most fundamental rights af the Canadian Hause ai
Cammons." Much af the press initiaiiy took a similar view. An
Ottawa Citizen editarjal characterized it as an "abuse of
parliamentary demaocracy." The Globe and Mail questioned
the constitutionai right ai the Senate ta take any such action.
* (1500)

1 do not intend ta review in any tharoughness the press
reactian ta the Senate's position, but 1 wiil recali the com-
ments which appeared in the Montreal Gazette, which show
haw wrong bath the press and politicians can be about public
opinion and haw irequentiy they misread the attitudes af the
Canadian people.

This series ai comments in the Montreal Gazette reads as
foliows:

The Senate, Senate reiorm. Senate iegitimacy. wili be
factors in the election probabiy at least as important as
iree trade.

The issue af free trade does not iend itseli ta an election
that is at the same time a kind ai referendum. for the
simple reason that people do not care enaugh about free
trade and rightiy so.

AIli ai us discovered that people did care about free trade.
Polis showed that, far from condemning the Senate, Canadians
in fact supported the decisions taken by the Liberai Senate.

An Angus Reid pol reieased in the final week af Juiy
showed that 58 per cent af Canadians approved ai what was
being done by the Senate. Other poils taken in August showed
that Canadians approved-by margins ai 55 per cent ta 33 per
cent; 47 per cent ta 27 per cent; and 52 per cent ta 30 per
cent-of the actions taken by the Senate ai Canada, through

its Liberai majarity, in giving the people ai Canada an oppor-
tunity ta express their views.

0f course, it is truc that the opinion ai the press changed;
even the Prime Minister had a siight change ai heart. The
Prime Minister stopped bis scathing criticism af the Senate,
and on August 1l, 1988, called upon the Senate ta change its
stand with the following soathing words.

Some Hon. Senators: Hear, bear!
Senator MacEachen: We shouid have them emblazoned

upon aur office walls as a reminder when the next thunderboit
from the Prime Minister descends upan aur heads. He said:

It is up ta the Senate ai Canada now ta display that
independence ofijudgment and the intelligence and discre-
tian for which they have been, irom timne ta time,
knawn ...

Sonie Hon. Senators: Hear, hear!

Senator MacEachen:
(The Senate) is independent ai the House ai Commons,

it doesn't fallow directives of the people af the House af
Commons ...

Senator Doody: Except Mr. Turner!

Senator MacEachen:
Sa traditionaliy, the Senate hasn't responded ta any spe-
cific requests for directives from leaders ai parties ta
subvert any ai aur constitutionai practices. Sa we'hi just
sc what the Senate does.

Weil, we know what the Senate did. But we do know that
even in mid-August the Prime Minister was hoping ta have the
implementing legislation passed and given Rayai Assent with-
out iacing the judgment of Canadians. As time ran out,
however, the Prime Minister finaliy iaced the inevitabie and
calied bis electian. We are naw again dealing with the impIe-
menting legisiatian at second reading, aiter having had a mare
extended debate about the Senate in aur second reading
discussion in September. That is ail I intend to say about the
Senate.

As the Leader ai the Government bas said, Bill C-2 is
virtuaily identicai ta the former Bill C-130. It might be
appropriate ta pick up the debate where we leit it in this
chamber a few months ago.

Hanourable senatars, even though we intend ta acquiesce
and aliow the bill ta become iaw, it does not ioiiow-certainiy
nat in my case-that aur concerns with respect ta this legisla-
tian have disappeared. They still remain, perhaps even more
acutehy at the presenit time because ai the failure of the
government ta deai with themr adequately-not anly in the
election but also in the course ai the second reading debate in
this chamber.

ln that debate last September Senator Roblin, supported by
Senator Murray, iound much ta compiain about in my argu-
ments concerning the energy provisions ai the Free Trade
Agreement. Perhaps they had diificuity in understanding my
points; perhaps it was my own failing ta convey them clearly. I
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