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I will neyer forget what foflowed. It was in 1984. As we
walked into the campaign headquarters to begin our 1984
campaign I thouglit I saw a gliost in front of me. Here
was Tàkhur standing at the entrance, unshaven, skin and
bones. 'Mis was three rnonths after I had seen him in
liospital, and I thouglit lie was gone already. There lie
was standing, and the driving force was that lie wanted to
help me win the next campaign. He lad such a will to live
that lie wanted to help me to win the next campaign. The
medical doctor had said straiglit to my wife and I- "No,
lie wil flot corne out of this".

e(1530)

Let us take the case wliere maybe this gentleman
would have signed sometliing that said: "Should this
happen to me I want no assistance and I want a doctor to
help me end my life witliout pain". That man would have
been gone in 1984. He is stiil living today and quite
active. He is flot in the best of lealth but lie is looking
after himself. He cooks for himseif and looks after ail lis
needs.

An hon. member: Is lie stil supporting you?

Mr. Flis: Yes, lie is still supporting me.

If we pass this legisiation tliat could have been some-
one whose life would have been snuffed out in 1984, and
yet lie is living today. As a result of those two experi-
ences I have to speak out strongly against any legislation
that would assist taking sorneone's life.

I may be wrong or 1 may be riglit. However, after gomng
tlirough that kind of personal experience I arn sonry but 1
must speak very strongly against this motion and any
sucli legisiation that would promote the enliancement of
taking sorneone's life.

I have a third example. My own motler-in-law in
Joliette, Quebec lad a very severe stroke at 79 years of
age and she was a vegetable. She could not speak, she
could flot move lier linibs, et cetera. It would have been
very easy lad she said, as she did in lier cultural ways:
"Oh, it is trne for me to go" before she lad lier stroke.
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Well that woman, my mother-in-law, lived to be 89
years old. Again professional advice and lier own will
could have said: "I want to end it at age 79". She had a
will to live. I remember when she was recovering and lier
liand was flot working. She did flot take any physiothera-
py. She did lier own physiotherapy. She kept slappmng lier
hand. Slie would say: "You crazy hand, liow corne you
are flot working?" She got herseif going to tlie point
where she was walking. Slie saw more grandcliildren
grow up and slie went on peacefully, but at 89 years of
age flot at 79 years of age. 1 arn sure other members in
this House have other examples of cases like this.

I tliank tlie lion. member for mntroducing tliis motion
because it does allow us to debate this calmly and
intelligently in this House. I arn getting a lot of direction
from my constituents and 1 am sure other memibers are. I
arn sure this debate is gomng to corne back to this House
again. I hope it will because we do have to debate it
seriously.

Mr. Bob Horner (Mississauga West): Mr. Speaker, I
arn pleased to rise today to speak on the motion of the
hon. member for Port Moody-Coquitlarn. I understand
wliy the memiber lias rnoved this motion. I understand bis
concerns about dying witli dignity. I understand lis
concerns about alleviating suffering. I understand lis
concerns about quality of 11fr, but I have a concern that
maybe things are being ruslied.

I arn not clear wliat the member is trying to achieve
with this motion. The way I understand it the lion.
memaber for Port Moody-Coquitlam is flot asking the
government to legisiate on euthanasia but is asking the
goverfiment to consider the advisability of introducing
legisiation on the subject of euthanasia. In a sense we
may say that the member is flot asking for too mudli. I arn
sure this debate will return to the House of Commons.

I would thmnk that monitoring the crindnal law is part
of the responsibility of the Minister of Justice, and surely
monitoring the criminal law means looking at areas in
whicli the law needs to be clianged. It means considering
the advisability of introducmng legisiation in those areas
whicli are in need of change.
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