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Private Members’ Business

I cannot accept that a Paul Bernardo necessarily will offend 
again. I cannot accept that he is necessarily driven by compul­
sion. There are instances of people driven by compulsion who 
know remorse and are a danger in the sense that they will repeat 
the crime. However, it may not be a crime as horrendous as we 
saw in the Bernardo case.

we have had to put up with from this group and its obsession 
with law and order issues. It is obsessed with the notion that if 
we lock people up we will solve the crime problem of the 
country; lock them all up and we will not have any crime.

Unfortunately we have lots of experience in world affairs in 
the last 300 or 400 years, and probably a good deal longer, 
indicating that policy does not work.

The Reform Party, however, sticks its head in the sand, goes 
back to the middle ages and takes the view that if we lock people 
up, whip them, chain them and beat them to death, somehow we 
will solve the crime problem.

Crime has been a problem throughout human experience. It is 
not something that just happened in 1995. It is not something 
that just happened in 1993 or whenever it was the Reform Party 
formed itself. It has been a problem with human existence since 
Cain and Abel.

The motion is deficient and does not serve as an adequate 
deterrent factor. We run the risk by giving so much power to 
psychiatrists of incarcerating some sex offenders indefinitely. 
However, we still will not stop the Paul Bernardos of this world. 
These people commit those crimes because they lack any basic 
human compassion. Whatever the crime, it may be for fun, not 
compulsion.

Passing a law which increases the probability of putting 
people away indefinitely is not the way to deal with the Paul 
Bernardos of the world.

My Reform colleagues may be surprised when I suggest that 
in the case of the genuine psychopath, the serial killer and the 
person who stalks and kills children deliberately for games, for 
fun, the only deterrent is a capital punishment deterrent.

These are the people who must be defined very carefully. I do 
not want to see capital punishment come galloping back into the 
House as an issue. However, This type of legislation does not get 
at the type of person I believe the member for Surrey—White 
Rock—South Langley is really after.

Hon. members opposite might have forgotten the story of 
Cain and Abel, but I will not recite it for them tonight. There was 
a murder then. There was no death penalty. I do not recall that 
Cain got the death penalty. He got punished but he did not get the 
death penalty.

Hon. members opposite rant and rave about locking people up 
and throwing away the key. The hon. member for Wild Rose 
stood up this morning to introduce a private member’s bill that 
would take away the right of parole, the right of statutory release 
and all kinds of things that are what we call carrots to try to get 
people to improve their behaviour while in prison. He wants to 
take that away, lock them up for the maximum time we can lock 
them up and hope that when we spring them on society after 12 
or 25 years in prison somehow they will be reformed and that 
society will not suffer.

Some of us happen to know better than the hon. member for 
Wild Rose. If he would listen to some reason once in a while 
instead of spouting the constant nonsense he does from his seat 
he might learn something from the experience others have had 
with the criminal system.

Mr. Thompson: Not from the likes of you.

Mr. Milliken: He says he will not learn it from me. All right. 
Never mind taking it from me. Take it from the experts, the 
people who work in the system. If the hon. member would listen 
to them he would not be spouting the nonsense he is spouting 
now and that he was spouting earlier.

He has obviously convinced the very gullible member for 
Surrey—White Rock—South Langley who has swallowed his 
line, hook, line and sinker. The poor soul has been totally 
distracted by the hon. member for Wild Rose and his silly 
nonsense on locking people up and throwing away the key. That 
is all we ever get from the Reform Party. We had it earlier today. 
Now we have got it in this motion.
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The genuine serial killer, the person who does it for fun, is not 
worried about going to jail indefinitely. This will not stop the 
person at all, whereas capital punishment very narrowly defined 
for this type of person would fit the bill perfectly.

When we look at it that way we have to question whether to 
bring in legislation that addresses the type of sex offender who 
does know remorse but can reoffend. As we heard from the 
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Justice, the current 
legislation does not address that type of person. He is required to 
be judged by the courts about whether he reoffends.

It is very dangerous when one starts to look at people who 
have a genuine sense of wrongdoing, a genuine sense of re­
morse. We run the risk of giving them no hope whatsoever of 
coming back to society. The motion goes too far in one way and 
not far enough in the other.

If it were possible to define capital punishment that narrowly, 
as in the Paul Bernardos of the world, I do not think the 
member’s motion would be sufficiently constructive at this 
time.

Mr. Peter Milliken (Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of 
the Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speak­
er, this motion is typical of the Reform Party and the nonsense


