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and the United Kingdom, ignored their obligations under articleadult woman is entitled to. This is only a way to cure and we 
need to be proactive.

We are learning more and more about genital mutilation. We 
are also learning that in some countries it is inflicted on all 
young girls. It is known that after an extremely painful operation 
conducted without anaesthetics or proper surgical tools the 
young girls will never be able to enjoy a full life as an adult and 
they often die.

[Translation]

Because of the facts I just mentioned and for many other 
reasons mentioned by my colleagues, I will support Bill C-277 
regarding the genital mutilation of female persons. I also want 
to thank the member for Québec for bringing this piece of 
legislation forward.

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): The hour provided for 
the consideration of Private Members’ Business has now ex­
pired. Pursuant to Standing Order 93, the order is dropped to the 
bottom of the order of precedence on the Order Paper.

VI.

In 1970, when the treaty was brought into force, the United 
States and the Soviet Union had 8,000 nuclear weapons. By 1990 
they had 50,000 nuclear weapons. Not only did they not reduce 
their nuclear weapons, they increased them in a spectacular way.

Since the treaty was limited to 25 years, until March of this 
year, was necessary to renegotiate its continuation, and that is 
what was being done this spring in New York. However, one of 
the major problems with many of the countries that 
brought to reconsider the treaty was the failure of the nuclear 
weapon states to live up to their obligations under article VI. 
Many non-nuclear weapon states asked why they should support 
the extension of a treaty that was not respected by the nuclear 
weapon states.

were

That was the question I put to the minister on May 11. 
Unfortunately, the parliamentary secretary did not answer that 
part of the question. He told me, and I was extremely pleased, 
that on that very day there had been an agreement to extend the 
non-proliferation treaty for an indefinite period of time. He did 
not, however, mention the conditions. He did not say what 
being done to oblige the nuclear weapon states to reduce their 
nuclear weapons in accordance with article VI.
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I have since learned that review conferences will continue to 

be held every five years to promote full implementation of the 
treaty and that there was a commitment to approve the compre­
hensive test ban treaty by 1996 as well as the establishment of 
certain nuclear free zones.

• (1900)

[English]

A motion to adjourn the House under Standing Order 38 
deemed to have been moved. Once again ask the parliamentary secretary what measures are 

being taken to assure that the nuclear weapon states will comply 
with article VI of the NPT. Also, what is being done to 
universal adherence to this important treaty?

Mr. Jesse Flis (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of 
Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Madam Speaker, the hon. member for 
Notre-Dame-de-Grâce is to be congratulated for his work 
nationally and with international organizations in bringing 
about security and stability to this planet.

A few weeks ago the 176 member nations of the nuclear 
non-proliferation treaty, or the NPT, together took a historic 
decision to extend the life of this key international treaty 
indefinitely, which is unquestionably the most important in­
ternational arms control agreement in existence.

The indefinite and unconditional extension of the NPT 
key Canadian objective. This treaty is vitally important to 
Canada for three essential reasons. First, the NPT establishes a 
barrier to the further proliferation of nuclear weapons. This is 
the treaty’s most fundamental purpose and its most outstanding 
success. Canada and the world are more secure as a result.

NUCLEAR NON-PROLIFERATION TREATY assure

Hon. Warren Allmand (Notre-Dame-de-Grâce, Lib.): 
Madam Speaker, on May 11 I asked the Minister of Foreign 
Affairs what was being done to assure the extension of the 
non-proliferation treaty, which was then being negotiated in 
New York City. In particular, I asked what was being done to 
oblige the nuclear weapon states to respect article VI of the 
treaty.

According to article VI, the nuclear weapon states are obliged 
to reduce their nuclear weapons. That was part of the non-prolif­
eration treaty bargain. The non-nuclear weapon states agreed 
not to develop nuclear weapons, while the nuclear weapon states 
committed themselves to reducing their nuclear arsenals.

What happened? Since the treaty was implemented in 1970 
the non-nuclear weapon states, Canada included, developed or 
acquired no nuclear weapons. In other words, the non-nuclear 
weapon states totally respected the treaty. On the other hand, the 
three nuclear weapon states, the United States, the Soviet Union,
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