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system; it treats me pretty good”. He got out early too, by the 
way, on parole.

and he is going to go out and commit another crime, he 
obviously has not got the message.

As examples I will give a couple of instances where I have He comes back in illegally, past Guatemala, Mexico, the 
been in parole hearings. One individual was incarcerated in United States, shows up at our door and says: “Now I am a 
excess of two years for very serious fraud crimes. This individu- refugee, I am not an immigrant, so take me back”. Just before
al was allowed to go out under UTA, unescorted pass, and he was that happened he raped another woman, an 18-year old in my
found to be in the middle of a fraudulent exercise, milking community, 
someone out there out of their money. What did the parole board 
do? It brought him in and told him: “That is not a good thing.
You have taken anger management courses in here. You have 
taken courses and by now you should know that is not the right 
thing, so we will leave you locked up again”.

Mr. Thompson: Shame. Who is responsible?

Mr. White (Fraser Valley West): This government has to 
understand that this parole system works for some, but what we 
are trying to tell this government is if an individual is incarcer­
ated and if they are allowed out under escort or unescorted and if 
they commit another crime while they are out, they are obvious­
ly not the best apple in the barrel. They should be brought in, 
their parole should be revoked, and they should be in to the end 
of their sentence, obviously.

There is good old Karel Krai, again in my community. Is this a 
case of “I have all these isolated incidents”, or is this just 
common around the country? After speaking here last night I 
received calls, letters and faxes from Ontario people saying that 
the same thing was happening in their communities.
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What happens? He says “Well, I guess I have not learned the 
lesson, so I am going to stay in here, but I will be back here to 
apply to get out again”. This is obviously a serious problem. 
The fact is the individual has not learned his lesson, and that 
individual should be reincarcerated for the full term of his 
sentence.

Now to some more serious problems. I have been involved 
with several cases. I am not a lawyer. I am an average guy who 
tries to help out a lot of victims in an area where I have seven 
federal institutions around my riding. I have seen people incar­
cerated for rape. I spoke about this last night. Wayne Perkin is an 
individual who got a young lady from Aldergrove, British 
Columbia, coerced her into her garden shed, beat her over the 
head with a hammer, taped her hands behind her back, injected 
her with cocaine and raped her. He gets all of six years for this 
heinous crime. This young lady will never be the same again. He 
gets six years for that, and is eligible for parole after two years.

What do they do? They let him out at around three years. He 
goes right back at it again and gets another unsuspecting victim, 
injects her with cocaine, but this time he does not just beat her 
over the head with a hammer, he stabs her 20 times and kills her. 
The family and the family’s friends will never again be the 
same.

Let us talk about Karel Krai in my town. Good old Karel, up 
on cocaine, has been in and out of prison for about 14 years 
different occasions. Karel was hyped up on cocaine one night 
not too long ago and attacked Joan in Langley, British Colum­
bia. He was charged with sexual assault with a weapon and 
convicted. Joan is 65 years old. He used a needle with cocaine as 
the weapon. This is a common weapon to use now, because if the 
victim is injected with cocaine and the criminal is on cocaine it 
might be a good excuse for the damage being done.

Karel has been out on parole time and time again: out, back in, 
out, back in. Joan would not have been assaulted had somebody 
said: “Wait, there is a message here. This guy is a bad apple. His 
paroles are being revoked. He is in and out, in and out. Stop it. 
Put him in for a long term, give him a heavier term or call him a 
dangerous offender”.

In the name of God, we have to listen to reason. The 
government is listening to the very few Liberals in cabinet who 
want to push a Liberal agenda. How much more can we say on 
behalf of victims?

Mr. Garry Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Melville, Ref.): Madam 
Speaker, I will make a few preliminary remarks before I directly 
oppose the motions we are dealing with.

I am very concerned that as we sit in the House we do not feel 
for the victims, for the people who are suffering from the crimes 
being committed outside this place. We need to take 
responsibility for the laws we pass. I realize a lot of people are 
possibly watching this debate on television, but we need to focus

on

The system in this country does not work. For a Liberal 
government that brought a lot of this mess upon us to stand here 
and oppose Motion No. 5 is despicable. There are too many 
victims out there. We do not have to talk about Clifford Olson or 
this Bernardo fellow. There are all kinds of them across this 
country, like those three guys who did their thing in McDonald’s 
in Sydney, Nova Scotia. Those are the ones who get national 
attention, but there are all kinds of them.

I could talk about Jose Mendoza. I have talked about him 
more than enough in this place. That little creep had 12 criminal 
convictions in my community, including what they call sexual 
assault but I call rape. He is escorted out of the country back to 
El Salvador at our cost so we are rid of him, right? No. He says: 
“1 like the Canadian penal system, the Canadian criminal justice
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