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I would like to set the record straight because it is
important that we let people know where ail parties and
ail MiPs stand in regard to the United Nations resolution.
There seerns to be a misunderstandimg out there as to
our position with regard to the UN. I closmng the
mimister rnentioned that he supports the United Nations.
I have to state that the Liberal Party of Canada also
supports the United Nations.

Let us look at the events. When Iraq imvaded Kuwait
we supported the resolution in the House of Commons
on October 23, 1990 which was in support of UN Security
Council resolutions 660 and 662. When it came time for
rnandatory sanctions under UN resolutions 661 and 670,
we supported them as weil. When it came to using
military force to enforce those sanctions, we supported
that. But there cornes a point in time when we bave to
consider whether we bave gone far enougb, and that is
where we differ.

I think that ail memibers of the House, regardless of
what party we belong to and what part of the country we
corne from, have the sarne object in mimd, that is to force
Saddam Hussein to withdraw from Kuwait. The differ-
ence of opinion is in how to do that.

I want to rnake sure that the minister knows weli that
we bave the sarne intention that be bas, but we bave a
different means of achieving it. We feel that sanctions
should bave been given more of a chance to work.
Staternents in the fali by the President of the United
States, by the Secretary of State of the United States,
and by the CIA cominissioner indicated that the sanc-
tions were working. Experts would agree that it takes
roughly 12 months for those sanctions to work. We feel
that it is very important that we give those sanctions time
to work. I feit it very important that I put those
comments on record tbis evenimg.

I would also like to say-and I am sure the minister
would agree-that we support the military efforts over
there, in the sense that our military has been very
prof essional in the way it bas carried out its functions in
tbe guif. I would like to applaud our nilitary experts for
the way they bave carried out their duties in the second
major crisis in the last 12 rnonths. They are very
professional and they have proven it again. Let us hope
that we can avoid this war.

Government Ordmr

Mr. Merrithevn Madam Speaker, I appreciate the
obvious sincerity of the hon. memiber for Restigouche-
Chaleur. I have known hlm for some time and I know
that he speaks with deep sincerity on important issues.

The bottom lime here is the fact that we have bad
naked aggression by one country over a neighbouring
country. These people have used force, killed, pillaged,
raped, driven out baif the country's population, and
annexed that country as a province of their own. 'Mat is
the bottom lime. Something had to be done. Somebody
bas to stand on principle. nhe United Nations and the
30-member coalition bas done that, and they have given
a deadline.

I know there is a good deal of argument-and I have
heard a great deal about it in debate today-indicating
that sanctions have flot been given enoughi time. The fact
of the matter is there is no proof and, according to the
Secretary of State for External Affairs, be has received
no proof that the sanctions or the embargo have really
worked.

Proof positive of that is the fact tbat Saddam Hussein
bas mot changed his mimd. He is not the least bit sonry.
He is not going to leave the country he bas conquered.
What will change his mind is not the sanctions. Some
countries have bad sanctions applied to them for as many
as 10 years. How much time are we gomng to give them to
dig in deeper, to build more defences, to develop more
arms and perbaps even nuclear weapons to kill our
troops wben the United Nations finaily would decide to
take action? There has to be a time limit. That time limit
bas been given. It bas been five and a haif montbs since
that aggression, and I think it is time that he did that. I
do not see any proof that Saddam Hussein or the Iraqi
people are repentant or willing to get out. They are just
laughing with disdain and impuity at the United Na-
tions and mndeed the wbole world. He does mot care what
will happen.

The two major negatives in ailowimg hlm more time
are the fact that it wiil ailow more time for building
defences and, the sheer principle that a deadline was
given five and a haif months after naked aggression and
the conquering of another country. He bas had lots of
time to show some movernent, some willingness to
co-operate with what the world agrees is a wrongdomng
by bis country and by his people.
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