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little of what is happening here. They do not understand the
impact that these agreements will have on their home provinces.

The government has the attitude that the quicker it can push
this through the less waves it will make. It would rather not have
the people know what is happening here today. I came toIOttavxl/g
to represent my constituents, to be their voice in Ottawa. \.avouh
not be doing my job if I had not raised their concerns in the
House. We have to speak up.

imi d here today.
They have similar concerns to the ones I expresse _
I even heard from an elder. I know many of these people in
Saskatchewan. Some of them are my frlengls and they have
raised similar concerns to the ones I have raised here today.

People would rather not listen. They would rather‘not know
what some of the grassroots native pqople are saying. They
would like to hush it up. They would like to keep it quiet.

is i element in the process we see here toda_y. This
elc;re}:lfsrcﬁnaolr()eeyof the reserves in my constituency complam;d of
the Mafia tactics used by Indian leaders to suppress the vyll!lof
the grassroots Indian people. We have received many similar
Ccomplaints from Manitoba.

Were non-native Yukon citizens given the: opportunity tg
Teview and vote? Were they given the opportunity to review an
Vote on these agreements? People who do not know all'::_ ansﬂ»lv:;
ing but I do not hear the people who know. We are asking e
qQuestions to ensure that Parliament is signing .agreements ; a
the majority of Indian people and the majority of Canadian
taxpayers will support.

Th laim agreements may or may not be able to be
change::; gﬁntc:l: future,g so it is vital that all of these important
questions be answered before this bill is passed by Parhan}ept.
When this bill is passed there will be 10 more land ¢ a;)m
agreements that will be passed without any further scrutiny by
Parliament.

It is for this reason that Reformers want to take alldt{lhei snl;rilﬁ
at is necessary to examine, discuss, debate and amen e oP
until we can get it absolutely right. I ask member; to e 3
the process that is taking place here today. We have hear e
Thetoric but I have not heard many answers to these questions.

Finally, the question of native self-government was put to the
anadiaz peogle during the Charlottetown accord ref:rentdtllllrirsl
and we all know what the people said. They said no, and ye
80vernment went ahead.
The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): Order. Il(gvon‘(lj-nirt;sf ::1 2
On. member might assist the Chair. The first 10 mi e
lapsed and T am not clear whether it is an equal 10—rmgu of——
OF if in fact, it is 20—minutes and the hon. member for m(;)l::r -
Iberni will get the remaining time from the me

Orkton—Melville.

Government Orders

Mr. Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Melville): In a total of 20 min-
utes, I have about a half-minute left.

The government has run roughshod over everyone. It is
implementing a concept that was not debated and approved by
Canadians.

® (2020)

It is obvious this government does not even want this nation to
debate this agreement. The people of Canada should be made
aware of the fine print because really they are the ones who are a
party to this agreement. It is between the Indians and the people
of Canada.

Mr. Bill Gilmour (Comox—Alberni): Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to have this opportunity to speak on Bill C-33, especial-
ly given the limited amount of time this government has allowed
for the debate.

This process that has taken place in the last 24 hours in this
House has left me and many Canadians disappointed and dis-
heartened. The same democratic principles that this House
violated last night are ironically and also shamefully violated in
this bill.

I view with suspicion and concern the intentions of this
government when the members of this House are denied the
opportunity to debate this bill fully and completely. It appears
that this government is trying to restrict debate and rush this bill
through to hide the controversial contents of this bill from the
Canadian public.

This is the same strategy that the last government used a year
ago in the Nunavut deal. Obviously this government has no
intention to conduct business any differently than the last
Conservative government. Indeed it has learned too well from
its predecessors but seems to have forgotten the plunge to
oblivion that closed door politics caused its predecessors.

Bill C-33 sets a dangerous precedent and as such the contents
of this bill cannot be viewed too lightly. I suspect that many
members on the opposite side have not even read the terms of
this agreement let alone given it constructive review. If they had
I question how they could remain silent for so long on this issue.
How can the members in good conscience agree to railroading
this legislation through the way they are doing?

There are many areas in this bill that need to be addressed and
given careful consideration. Not only has this government
moved closure on this bill but it also rammed the legislation
through committee. This process increases the likelihood of any
oversights. There has been little opportunity for honest discus-
sion and debate on this bill as the government has made every
effort to railroad it through the House at every stage of its
passage.

There are many flaws in this bill that must be addressed
before they become law. This bill contains a clause which allows
future changes to this legislation to be made, guess what, behind



