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into this matter and that it would be in a better position to 
consider this at a later time but that it was supportive of the 
idea. That idea was given further support by the External 
Affairs Committee in its report called For Whose Benefit. In 
that particular report, it said that it favoured the establishment 
of such a committee, such an institute.

This is not some new idea. It is something which emerges 
from two very extensive studies by two very reputable commit­
tees in their recommendation that such an institute be 
established. It is with great pleasure, therefore, that I would 
add the voice of our caucus to support the idea, in principle, of 
this institute.

We have to say that one of the main concerns that has 
emerged, however, from our studies in these committees is that 
the situation of Canada giving development assistance to 
countries abroad that are in clear violation of the human rights 
of the citizens of those countries, seems to be misunderstood, 
and if not, is at least causing confusion on the parts of the 
inhabitants of those nations. It seems to me, as if it were, in 
some people’s minds, counterproductive for us to be helping 
Governments that are repressing people in the name of helping 
them. Because of the state of confusion, because of this 
apparent inconsistency and paradox, it has been necessary for 
us to examine and watch very carefully our relationship with 
those countries. How do we conduct our international assist­
ance and how do we help those countries to foster human 
rights abroad are questions that must be asked. That is why 
this institute can be a cornerstone or one of the building blocks 
in this process of trying to help developing nations to establish 
better human rights situations.
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thousands of people is going on elsewhere. This is the decima­
tion of human lives on a gross and massive basis. Something 
must be done urgently in our international relations about the 
way in which we deal with human rights in other countries and 
the way in which we deal with our international development 
assistance to those countries.

The same thing could be said about the aboriginal people in 
East Timor and in Irian Jaya. The oppression by Indonesia of 
those people and the genocide which has taken place over 
many years is again another example of brutal murder and 
slaughter on a wholesale scale. It is the purposeful and wilful 
starvation of masses of people. Yet Indonesia receives interna­
tional development assistance from Canada. Real and 
gruesome situations such as this led our committee to say that 
Canada must look at the question of human rights and our 
relationship to development assistance programs in the Third 
World. The Standing Committee on External Affairs and 
International Trade raised these questions and asked what 
Canada’s policy will be.

Tragically the list goes on and on of nations where repres­
sion is part of the ordinary way of life. Canadians cannot look 
away and act as if these problems did not exist and blindly go 
on simply dealing with those countries and providing them 
with assistance. Some kind of action must be taken. For that 
reason the Standing Committee on External Affairs and 
International Trade made some strong recommendations about 
what must be done, at least in the area of international 
development aid. In order to be able to be objective and fair 
the report said that for the development assistance program on 
the whole the committee saw merit in developing a classifica­
tion grid for recipient countries that would provide incentives 
for good behaviour as well as penalties for poor human rights 
performance. Without minimizing the difficulties of such a 
system of categorization, the report continued, the committee 
put forward as a basis for consideration a suggested category 
system.

Let there be, first of all, a category called “human rights 
negative”. This would apply in extreme cases, to those judged 
by the international community to be guilty of persistent, gross 
and systematic violations. In other words, the kinds of 
violations to which I have been referring, gross slaughters and 
genocide. The committee, proposed a classification grid system 
which would define that kind of repression.

The second category was a “human rights watch” for cases 
of less or variable concern where serious allegations have been 
made, but with many grey areas and where development 
progress is still possible.

The third category we recommended was “human rights 
satisfactory”, which has an obvious meaning. Finally, we had 
“human rights positive”.

With a classification grid we would, as a country, be able to 
say that if a nation is in a category that is satisfactory or 
positive, a green light would be given for full speed ahead for 
providing assistance and for the way in which it is given. But if

We have to recognize that many of the developing countries, 
in fact many of the developed countries, carry out gruesome 
violations of human rights. Haiti, a country receiving develop­
ment assistance, has a Government that is repressing freedom 
of speech, freedom to assemble and even the freedom to live of 
those who want to express any disagreement with the Govern­
ment. In light of this kind of violation of human rights, we see 
confusion. There is confusion on the part of Canadians who 
ask how it is that we are giving assistance to a Government 
like that of Haiti when it is thoroughly repressing its people. 
Regrettably it is not only in Haiti but in other nations 
throughout the world that human rights are being brutally 
repressed. In some there is no such thing as human rights.

Look at the situation in Burundi. I tried to bring to the 
attention of the Standing Committee on Human Rights that 
we must look at what is happening in Burundi because of 
threatened genocide, not only threatened but, in fact, genocide 
of the Hutu tribe and majority of the people by a minority 
repressive regime. Here is a gruesome example of genocide. 
While it is correct to criticize the policies of the Soviet Union, 
Chile and so on in terms of their failure to live up to the idea 
of human rights, brutal genocide and the massacre of tens of


