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For the government to suggest that because of a person’s
preference or religion or whatever, that a crime committed against
them should be more severe than a crime committed against
someone who is an ordinary Canadian is absolutely ludicrous and
serves only to gamer favour with special interest groups that put
the government in power. Average Canadians are going to throw
the government out in the next election.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): Colleagues, I would like to
take a moment to make an observation at this point. We are very
early in a debate that has a maximum six hour limit. Usually there
is an indication to the Chair when members are going to split their
time. I do not have any indication yet of what the other parties
might be doing, only that a large number of members want to
participate in the debate.
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When members are splitting their time they only get five
minutes for questions or comments. To facilitate the participation
of as many members as possible the Chair will try to maintain those
time slots. If a member takes four minutes, ultimately the answer
will be very brief. It is certainly up to each and every member. If he
or she wishes to use the entire five minutes for questions or
comments, so be it.

In this instance regrettably I will set the tone. I will ask the
parliamentary secretary to use no more than one minute in her
response because ultimately I should go on to the next speaker.

Ms. Fry: Mr. Speaker, I wondered for a while whether it was a
question or a speech. The member asked how would I know it was
an indiscriminate beating. My son has gone with girlfriends down
those same streets at that same time in the city of Vancouver and
has never been touched. He was called a faggot. That was the word
used. That is a term used by the people who cruise. Its called going
into town to gay bash. That is hate directed at a group.

I do not know if the member knows what he means by special
interest groups. The bill deals with women, children, elders and
victims. Now we are being told by members of the third party that
women are a special interest group. Actually they have said that
already. Now children are special interests and victims are special
interests. Everyone is a special interest as far as members of the
third party are concemed. They do not speak for Canadians. I do
not know who they speak for.

Mr. Bill Graham (Rosedale, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is a great
privilege to speak on the important piece of legislation before the
House today.

Government Orders

We have heard a lot about the legislation. I asked myself three
questions when I looked at the nature of the legislation. First, what
does the legislation do? Second, is it necessary? Third, are there
any unintended or unfortunate consequences arising out of the
legislation? We have heard a lot of talk about some unfortunate
things that might arise out of the legislation.

What does the legislation do? It is a comprehensive revision of
the nature of sentencing, something that has been advocated by law
reform commissions, jurists and criminologists for the last 20
years. We have called out for a comprehensive, important revision
of the standard under which sentencing will be conducted. This is-
an omnibus bill that addresses those issues. It is an extremely
important bill that results from studies to grasp the nature of
punishment that will prevent crime and at the same time rehabili-
tate. The bill is directed to that.

It is most unfortunate that discussion in the House has turned
around section 718.2 which requires the court to take into consider-
ation whether a crime was motivated by bias, prejudice or hate
based on national origin, language, colour, race, religion, physical
disabilities, sexual orientation or any other similar factor. Since
third party members have spent their whole time talking about
nothing but this and accenting it, let me turn to that question and
deal with it.

Is there a need for this provision? Yes, there is. We have heard
the parliamentary secretary speak. We live in the century of World
War I and of the Holocaust. We can look at the former Yugoslavia
about which we have debated in the House. What is taking place in
Bosnia today is based on years of hatred brought on by sectarian
strife, by people hating one another and holding one another in
contempt. In the foreign affairs committee we heard from the B’nai
Brith that knows something about this matter. You might listen to
this, over there in the third party.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): Order. I caution members
that this debate has a great deal of sensitivity. It is a debate where
there are some very strongly held views, and I know we want to
conduct it in a respectful fashion. All interventions must be made
through the Chair, through the Speaker, and not directly from one
member across the floor to another.
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Mr. Graham: Mr. Speaker, our committee received a report
from the B’nai Brith called “The Extreme Right: International
Peace and Security at Risk”. The report of some 350 pages shows
that there are still virulent strains of anti-Semitism and racism
present in the world which need attention. The report also draws a
link between racism, anti-Semitism and homophobia. They are in
accordance with the report one and the same thing. The report
makes clear that they are the same voices that call for the
elimination of people who are different.



