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lose this opportunity to make a fresh commitment to a safer 
future.

Canada’s primary mission in the world is peacemaking, 
peacebuilding or peacekeeping.

May I first mention that before today’s debate on missiles, we 
had yesterday, in this House, an extensive special debate on 
Bosnia and the peacekeepers’ mandate in that country. The 
purpose of that debate, which lasted over 14 hours, was to find 
out whether Canada should extend the peacekeepers’ mandate in 
Bosnia after March 31, 1994, in spite of the tremendous cost of 
such a mission. Are we going to listen to our heart or our wallet?

We have all seen the terrible pictures from Bosnia and 
Ethiopia. We have heard the stories of torture and hate. Cana­
dian peacekeepers are routinely caught in difficult situations 
where their lives and safety are in jeopardy. Who knows from 
day to day when the goodwill of foreign powers will run out? 
Who can predict when Canadian peacekeepers will suddenly not 
be welcome on that foreign soil? We need to do everything 
possible to ensure the overall safety of our soldiers no matter 
where they serve. I think that we will listen to our heart for the following 

reasons: to protect senior citizens who are defenceless; to 
protect fathers and mothers whose role is to provide food and 
shelter to millions of children; and also to protect millions of 
children who are in danger.

The banning of cruise missile testing sends a strong message 
of disarmament and peace. In the eyes of the world we will be 
asserting our sovereignty and our commitment to global peace.

Regarding cruise missile testing, will we listen to our heart or 
our wallet? Maybe our heart, but then again maybe our wallet. 
Testing on Canadian territory is done at no cost to Quebec or 
Canadian taxpayers. Canada cannot afford an army the size of 
the United States’ or Russia’s.

In addition, our native people who have been overlooked 
during the past testing will finally enjoy the peace of mind that 
comes with not worrying about a missile buzzing overhead. Past 
governments have ignored native leaders. Their complaints 
have been trivialized and their legitimate environmental and 
safety concerns have been overlooked. We talked loftily about 
native self-government. We pat each other on the back whenev­
er a dispute is settled with indigenous peoples. Yet we destroy 
whatever goodwill has been established by routinely violating 
their airspace with foreign aircraft and missiles. Over the 
Mackenzie Valley and delta and Beaufort Sea and over the lands 
of the Dene, Inuit and Métis cruise missiles fly at low levels in 
outrageous military war games.

Should Canada be unfortunately dragged into war, its main 
ally would certainly be the United States. For a reason close to 
our heart, the cruise missiles are being refined to render them 
more efficient and to weaken the enemy with gicarer precision, 
without costing thousands of human lives.

Mr. Plamondon: Madam Speaker, a point of order. I think the 
member should have the floor following the Bloc member. She 
had the floor for 10 minutes.I wonder how long Americans could test missiles over the 

cities of southern Ontario. Can one imagine the outrage? Of 
course it is an unfair example but it does illustrate my point. 
Native people despite being vastly dispersed have a right to 
enjoy their lives and their environment without the potential of a 
disaster. We should be applying the same principles across all of 
Canada for all of our people.

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): I am sorry, I believe the 
hon. member is right.

[English]

Mrs. Parrish: Madam Speaker, my difficulty is that I am only 
conversant in English so you will have to be patient with me.I ask that all members of this House carefully weigh the 

arguments put forward in this debate, consider the current global 
situation and weigh the concerns of environmentalists, native 
Canadians and others who have a vital interest in peace. The 
world is watching and we should be providing a strong leader­
ship now and not some time in the future when everything is 
tested and perfect and we are fully armed.

There was talk of protecting millions of children and families 
and about the Americans as our protector. I believe if there is a 
real war that involves Canada and the United States then nothing 
will protect us. I believe the Americans have an enormous army 
and an enormous capacity to be the traditional peacekeepers for 
the free world. They have done so and I am very grateful to them 
for this.• (1740)

[Translation] I believe it is time we changed. I think to protect the millions 
of people and children and the next generation and the environ­
ment that we have to begin the business of not having standing 
armies and not having war and not threatening each other with 
weapons. The true protection, whether it costs money or does 
not cost money, is complete disarmament. I do not mean what

Mr. Gérard Asselin (Charlevoix): Madam Speaker, I agree 
with the member who spoke before me and who mentioned the 
sovereignty and independence of our territory. I think that in the 
Bloc Québécois we all accept this.


