
The Constitution

It is my belief that in order ta determine the rules of the
game and ta determîne the rules which will govern us as a
people, as distinct from moral issues and other questions, we
sbould cansuit the people via the referendum mecbanîsm. It is
nat an idea which would be unique ta Canada. I just look at
wbat bas happened in Great Britain in recent years, wbere
there bave been twa sucb referenda, anc on entry inta the
Common Market and the other an questions of devalutian of
powers for Scatland and Wales. Therefare, anc cannot argue
that referenda are not in the British parlîamentary tradition.

It is significant that the affer of a referendum was made by
the Prime Minister during the negatiations, and it was turned
dawn by many af the provinces. I regret that. What wc saw
was that the Canadian way, as described by the Leader of the
Opposition and many of the provinces, really was the wheeling
and dealing among elected politicians and elected gavernments
ta determine the rules by wbicb the public and the people of
Canada wauld live. Indeed, anc may describe this Canadian
way as anc wbich permits some degree af moral cynicism.. I
arn prompted here ta reflect upon same of the thoughts of the
late American thealogian, Rcinbald Niebuhr. In bis classical
defence of democracy, entîtled "The Children of Ligbt and the
Cbildren of Darkness", hie identified the powers of will and
persuasion, the forces in society. It was Mr. Niebuhr wbo said
that we may well designate the moral cynics wba know na law
beyond their awn will and interest with a scriptural designa-
tion of -children of this world" or "cbildren of darkness".
Those who believe that self-interest sbould be brought under
the discipline of a bigher law could then be termed "the
cbildren of ligbt".

He defines the children of ligbt as those wha seek ta bring
self interest under the discipline of this mare universal law and
in barmany with the more universal good. One does nat want
ta get overly metaphysical in this very practical canstitutianal
debate, but I think we must view what bas gone an in the last
little while witb same disquietude that, in a sense, the will of
the people themselves bas been excludcd and that there were
those who could nat put aside their own self-interest and cauld
nat seek a higber vision of what Canada was ta becomne in the
next century. However, in a sense, tbey scttlcd for sametbing
wbicb is good but wbicb cauld bave been infinitely better.

That is wby- 1 fiiàd it somewbat distasteful at the moment ta
sec this continual bartering of rights, this continual trading off
of native rigbts or wamen's rigbts. Surcly the protection of
those riglits can stand ar faîl an their awn merits. I suppose
that 1 will lcave this place a happy person-whether aftcr the
next election or wbenevr-because I was able ta play same
srnall role in the bistoric development of this country in the
bringing in of a new Constitution. However, I wauld cxbort alI
of us ta be, in Reinhold Niebubr's words, "children of ligbt".
Let us put aside aur self-interest and aur petty divisions. Let us
try ta go beyond ourselves and sec the greater view. Let us see
the new vision of Canada. Let us try ta attain that vision. We
can start the attainiment of that vision by trying ta realize aur
original objectives.

* (1550)

Wbat we bave before us now is good. It is great. It is a
source of great joy. But it could have been better.

I arn reminded of a story we studied in high school written
by Robert Louis Stevenson. I believe the titie of the story was
El Dorado. In life one must always be searcbing and grasping
for a new ideal. We must have a new goal. I entreat members
of the House of Commons ta see as their goal the complete
restoration of the charter of rights as it was originally intended
in tbe resolution sa that aIl Canadians may live in dignity and
harmony.

I would exbort ahl of those wbo read the House of Commons
debates and ail those Canadians wbo follow the issues of the
day flot ta let their politicians off the book. We have tri-
umpbed, yes, but we could bave done better.

Let us hope that in the days, the months and the years
abead we will finally achieve our complete goal, the complete
entrencbment of the basic rights notwithstanding the notwitb-
standing clauses, so tbey can stand by themselves aIl time and
ensbrined for obliviaus ta political change. That is wbat I arn
pledging to work for in my remaining time as a member of
Parliament. I hope that my colleagues feel the samne way.

Soie hion. Members: Hear, hear!

Mr. John Bosley (Don Valley West): Mr. Speaker, before
beginning my remarks 1 want to say ta the bonourable member
who bas just finisbed speaking that it wauld be nice for once if
someone an the gaverfiment benches would admit that we
viewed the Supreme Court decision on television. It is difficult
to listen to members on tbe other side almost claiming credit
for a resulting processi for whicb ail Canadian fought.

Before I came bere in 1979, it was my privilege to represent
many of the people I naw represent at the municipal level of
gavernment. During tbat time I had the bonour to be involved,
along witb others, several of whom are now members in this
House representing ail sides, in the creation and implementa-
tian of a bold new urban plan for the city of Toronto. That
plan from start ta finish taok several years. It involved dozens
of campramises, the creative ca-operation of literally bundreds
of citizens in Toranta and thousands of baurs of meetings. At
the end, one Taronto wag commented that the plan was
perfect and typically Toronto. It bad ta be good because it
displeased everybody equally.

When I left municipal politics ta seek this office, 1 did s0
witb a question mark in my mmnd. Those members who are
familiar witb the mind-set peculiar ta municipal councillors
that the suri riscs and sets on ane's municipality, perhaps can
best understand the daubt as ta wbether life in the Hause
cauld ever be as stimulating as municipal work or wbetber any
praject here cauld ever be as important and challenging as aur
new plan was.

I risc taday just a few days short of three years since 1 left
municipal affairs ta participate in this debate, a debate essen-
tially about anather plan, the praposed new plan for Canada's
canstitutional future.
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