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States or brought American legislators into Canada to
talk about the issues that affect us on both sides of the
border. I can remember a number of times when he said
54:40 or fight in caucus. He had a passion for matters
that affected us.

I want to say thanks to Jim Fulton on behalf of
Canadians, on behalf of this House and on behalf of the
NDP caucus. I also want to say thanks to Liz and the kids
for loaning Jim to us for awhile. There are a few of us
who recognize that there is a time to move on and get
back into the family which Jim has done. He has made
the decision that he wants to spend some time with his
kids while they are still kids and while he can still know
them.

Mr. Speaker, if I can say through you to Liz and the
kids, we want him back after awhile. We want him to
seek a new mandate four years from now or eight years
from now because he has a lot of intelligence, a lot of
knowledge and a lot of heart which is part of what makes
this place work so well and part of what makes this
country so great.

I am pleased to be able to say that Jim Fulton is a
friend, although quite frankly as Whip of my caucus
there were times when he has driven me not just to
distraction but beyond it. In fact I am told that a previous
Whip actually had to call Air Canada to prevent Jim
Fulton from getting on a plane one day when he was
supposed to be back here for a vote. I have never had to
take those steps although I have grabbed him by the ear
or the scruff of the neck to say: “Jimmy, what are you up
to?” But he is a friend and we are all going to miss him
and we all say thanks.

Mr. Larry Schneider (Regina— Wascana): Mr. Speak-
er, I rise to speak to this private member’s motion, but
before I do that I want to pay tribute in perhaps a
different kind of way or maybe the same way, to the same
member. With respect to the statement that was just
made inviting him to come back I would just as soon
invite him to stay home thank you very much because he
was a very formidable opponent.
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I distinctly recall one evening when we had the
opportunity to debate one another. We then met in our
lobby. I will not say in very much detail what was said but
whatever was said caused us both to smile, to understand

one another, to acknowledge one another and to form a
bit of bond at that particular time. I do share an
appreciation for the contribution that the member for
Skeena has made.

When the member from Skeena was talking about his
two children it reminded me as well of my own family
situation. I was the mayor of the capital city of Saskatch-
ewan for nine years. I saw three children born in my
house but with the pressures of that particular elected
job I was not able to grow with them in spite of the fact I
was home practically every night.

In that way I can relate to not only his problem but to
the problem of every member of Parliament who has
children and people they are close to at home. They
spend some pretty ridiculous hours that the public is not
aware of. They may view this Chamber through the eye
of television periodically and see some of the chairs busy.
They want to know how come I was not in the House of
Commons at a particular time. I have to take the time to
explain to them all the committees that members sit on
and how busy they are.

It certainly is a void in terms of the public understand-
ing the efforts that members of Parliament go through. I
want to again acknowledge the hon. member for Skeena.
I want to say that I appreciate the love and affection his
family has obviously given him so that he can be the
formidable opponent that he is.

I have another task as well while I am on my feet.
Unfortunately that is to speak to this private member’s
motion because I would like to speak about the contribu-
tion that members of Parliament make to this great
place. I must speak to the motion to express some
concerns.

As we have heard earlier the hon. member for Skeena
has provided us with a private member’s motion that
calls upon the government to consider establishing the
public right to sue government institutions for failure to
protect the environment.

On its face I think that all members can share the
underlying concern that is expressed in this motion. We
can and do agree that the law has to be marshalled to
support and enhance environmental protection not only
in Canada but everywhere. We can and we do further
agree that the law as it stands can be improved and
should be supplemented where it is inadequate.



