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The Deputy Speaker: I declare the motion lost.

(Bill read the second time and referred to committee.)
[English]

Mr. Hanger: Mr. Speaker, I was not here for the vote.
However, had I been here I would have cast my vote in favour of
the motion.

The Deputy Speaker: It being 6.52 p.m. the House will now
proceed to Private Members’ Business as listed on today’s Order
Paper.

RECOGNITION OF THE PATRIOTES OF LOWER
CANADA AND THE REFORMERS OF UPPER CANADA

The House resumed from June 20 consideration of the motion.

Mrs. Jan Brown (Calgary Southeast, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, it
is with great pleasure that I rise tonight to speak to the motion
put forward by my hon. colleague from Verchéres.

In his motion my colleague recommends that the House
should officially recognize the historical contribution of the
Patriotes of Lower Canada and the Reformers of Upper Canada
to the establishment of a system of responsible, democratic
government in Canada and in Quebec.

Before I start I would like to quote briefly from an article
written by S. W. Wallace, which was published in the first issue
of the Canadian Historical Review:

The real significance of Canadian history lies in the fact that in the evolution of
the new and unprecedented phenomenon, the British Commonwealth of Nations,

Canada has played a leading part. It was in Canadathat responsible government was
first worked out in the colonial sphere.

® (1855)

Responsible government is undoubtedly a Canadian concept.
It is part of our rich sociopolitical history. Question period, for
example, is one of the ways in which the government can be
challenged to remain accountable for its actions.

In any event, I am not here tonight to debate who fought
harder for the concept of responsible government in the British
North American colonies, Joseph Howe or the duo of Louis
Joseph Papineau and William Lyon Mackenzie. Each contrib-
uted in his own way to the establishment of responsible govern-
ment in Canada.

What I am concerned with is the fact that we are seeking to
recognize a holiday based on a history which focuses on
ordinary citizens taking up arms against the government of the
day. Even if the motion of our colleague from Verchéres should
pass the House when would he suggest that the Patriotes and the
Reformers be commemorated? The closest Sunday to November
23, just like the Parti Quebecois declared in 1982?

Private Members’ Business

I am aware that my colleague is not demanding a national
holiday. However, we already set aside two days when Cana-
dians can pause and reflect on this great country of ours. These
two days are Heritage Day and Canada Day.

On these days Canadians reflect and celebrate their country.
What prevents us from commemorating on the third Monday of
February or on July 1 the contributions of the patriots and the
reformers to the establishment of responsible government?

For example, in Liverpool, Nova Scotia, and all around the
south shore area, the Canada Day weekend is the beginning of a
local heritage celebration called Privateer Day. Privateers were
men who smuggled supplies instead of serving in the Royal
Navy during the American revolution, the Napoleonic wars and
the war of 1812.

During these commemorative festivities fireworks are lit on
Friday night over the Liverpool harbour in memory of the
privateers. On Saturday there are two parades which recreate the
events of days gone by. To my knowledge, the privateers of
Nova Scotia have never been officially recognized by the House
of Commons for their contribution to the economic prosperity of
the south shore of Nova Scotia, yet every year during the Canada
Day weekend the entire community remembers the privateers.

What is preventing our hon. colleague from Verchéres from
encouraging community leaders to organize events commemo-
rating Louis Joseph Papineau and his followers? He certainly
does not need the federal government’s approval to organize
such festivities.

My real opposition to this motion stems from the unique place
in history given to the Patriotes by the Quebec sovereignists. I
think it would further fan the flames of nationalism and separat-
ism if this motion was adopted by the House.

I would like to quote from an article that appeared in L’action
nationale which is without a doubt a propaganda tool for the
Quebecois nationalists. The article was penned by Gilles
Rhéaume who at the time was director of the Ligue d’action
nationale as well as president of the Société Saint-Jean—Bap-
tiste de Montréal which is one of the most radical nationalist
groups in Quebec. In his short article, Mr. Rhéaume stated:

[Translation)

“Admiring the Patriotes of 1837-38 is fine, but being in-
spired by their example is better. Let us draw our inspiration
from their devotion to freedom and sovereignty. But, in order to
do so, we need special occasions. That is why the Société
Saint-Jean—Baptiste of Montreal welcomed the order issued by
the Quebec government declaring the Sunday nearest to Novem-
ber 23, the anniversary date of the victory at Saint-Denis, as
National Patriots Day”.



