
November 17, 1987 COMMONS DEBATES 10873

Emergencies Act
Government used an act which was too strong and provided 
much too extensive powers to deal with the situation.

I then lived in Quebec City, not too far from the Quebec 
Parliament, and I must say that all Quebecers were surprised 
one fine morning to find armed soldiers at all the doors and 
around all Government buildings. There was something of a 
panic. We must also remember that the physicians were on 
strike in Quebec at the time. Things were really going well in 
1970 in Quebec!

What we have to remember, Madam Speaker, is that if Bill 
C-77 had existed in 1970, Quebecers would never have 
suffered what a number of them did suffer. I believe that the 
Canadian Parliament invoked a much too strict and too strong 
legislation to deal with the situation at the time. I believe that 
at the time, the police had the resources to conduct investiga­
tions and keep the situation under control. They may have 
needed additional manpower, but there was certainly no 
reason to ask the army to act as though Quebec were at war 
with Canada or one of the provinces. I think the War Meas­
ures Act, as it was applied in Quebec, went far beyond what 
the situation warranted.

I may add that, at the time, I was a private citizen and did 
not have access to certain information. However, on the basis 
of what I read in the newspapers and what I was able to find 
out, I believe that the people who were here in the House at 
the time and who on the basis of the information they had 
were capable of voting in favour of proclaiming the War 
Measures Act in Quebec—I believe those people should have 
been far more critical and should have realized that this 
legislation went far beyond what the situation warranted.

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Champagne): The period 
provided for questions and comments has now expired. 
Resuming debate. The Hon. Member for Glengarry— 
Prescott—Russell (Mr. Boudria).
[English]

Mr. Althouse: Madam Speaker, I have a question for the 
Hon. Member.

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Champagne): The time for 
questions and comments has now expired. The Hon. Member 
for Glengarry—Prescott—Russell (Mr. Boudria) on debate.
[Translation]

Mr. Don Boudria (Glengarry—Prescott—Russell): Madam 
Speaker, I welcome this opportunity today to take part in the 
debate on Bill C-77. I listened very carefully to the speeches 
we have heard in this Chamber, as you have, Madam Speaker, 
and one thing is pretty clear, and that is that certain Members 
of other political parties insist that the decision by the 
Government in 1970 to proclaim the War Measures Act was 
unwarranted.
[English]

As a matter of fact, the Hon. Member for Renfrew— 
Nipissing—Pembroke (Mr. Hopkins) asked a specific and

are all aware of the problems caused by sabotage, bombs, and 
so on. We only have to watch the evening news on television to 
realize that international terrorism has become a major 
problem. I believe that this legislation could eventually allow 
Canada to come to an agreement with a number of other 
countries on common measures to fight this international 
problem. This could therefore be considered as an internation­
al emergency and Canada could join with other countries to 
try to deal with this scourge.
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[English]
Mr. Hopkins: Madam Speaker, I want to ask my hon. friend 

a question about the Bill of Rights. He mentioned at the 
beginning of his speech that the Bill of Rights did not apply to 
the War Measures Act. He will understand that when the Bill 
of Rights was passed in 1960 the Diefenbaker Government got 
a lot of publicity for bringing it forward and passing it. 
However, that Government made another declaration that the 
Bill of Rights would not apply to the War Measures Act.

In retrospect, does the Hon. Member feel that the Diefen­
baker Government of the day should have let the Bill of Rights 
take precedence over the War Measures Act, so that some of 
the things he has been talking about would not have hap­
pened?

Also, the Hon. Member will know that the Premier of the 
Province of Quebec and the Mayor of Montreal requested in 
writing in 1970 that emergency measures be brought in. Does 
he feel that the Government of the day did the right thing by 
acceding to that request, or does he think that that Govern­
ment should have ignored it? I think this question is very 
important, because we have heard many comments about the 
bringing in of the War Measures Act in 1970. However, it 
must be clearly understood that it was specifically requested 
by the Premier of Quebec and the Mayor of Montreal.

Did the Government of the day do the right thing or the 
wrong thing? That is what I am asking my hon. friend.
[Translation]

Mr. Ferland: Madam Speaker, naturally, we cannot expect 
anything but a loaded question from our Liberal friends.

We should perhaps reflect on the situation which existed in 
Quebec in 1970. Naturally, there had been a request by the 
Mayor of Montreal and the Quebec Government for the 
Canadian Government to take action. Did this necessarily 
mean that the Canadian Government had to invoke the War 
Measures Act? The Hon. Member is perhaps in a better 
position to answer because he was in the House then as a 
member of the Government which was in favour of imposing 
the War Measures Act in Quebec in 1970.

I believe that the Government could have used other 
measures and other methods than those provided by the War 
Measures Act. The Canadian Government used a cannon 
rather than a fly swatter to kill a mosquito. In my opinion, the


