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persons away from their potential victims, can be made on 
application by police officers instead of by the potential victim 
himself or herself, to relieve them of that obligation, to make it 
that much easier for them to have that court protection.

ties in this country an invaluable resource to detect and ultimate­
ly pre-empt and prevent crimes of violence against victims.

When we speak of victims of crime, indeed, when we speak of 
violent crimes generally, it is very important to remember that 
70 per cent of the victims of crime are acquainted with their 
assailants. The general impression that some might have that 
violent crime is confined to the streets where strangers lurk 
dangerously to assault us, is not right. The vast majority of 
victims know the person who attacks them. That leads to a 
related point.

Bill C-42 provided dozens of ways to streamline the criminal 
justice system for the benefit of victims, including for example 
those who have lost property in crime may establish ownership 
of the property for the purposes of the prosecution simply by 
swearing and filing an affidavit rather than having to take the 
time and trouble to appear in court personally to establish that 
technical proof. •(1715)

An appalling percentage of crime goes on in the home and 
involves violence by men against women. It is to that cause, 
against that kind of crime, that we must also unite in our efforts 
and in our opposition. Violence by men against women tragical­
ly forms too large a part of the crime problem in the country. We 
must work through the wide variety of strategies available to 
combat, to reduce and ultimately to end it.

In Bill C-72 we expressly provided words in the Criminal 
Code that will bring home the personal responsibility of those 
who intoxicate themselves voluntarily and then commit a crime 
of violence involving the general intent of harming others. The 
preamble of Bill C-72 is express testimony of this government’s 
concern about and commitment to victims of crime. Bill C-72 
stands as a profound and important statement from this Parlia­
ment on behalf of victims that those who intoxicate themselves 
voluntarily and then harm others in those circumstances will be 
held accountable and cannot rely upon their own self-induced 
drunkenness or intoxication from drugs as an excuse. That is 
action on behalf of victims.

I draw the attention of hon. members to the importance, not 
just of legislative initiatives but to crime prevention. Because 
law alone, no matter how much improved by the suggestions 
made by hon. members, will never, ever be enough to address 
the problem of crime and community safety.

In Bill C-37 the changes to the Young Offenders Act express­
ly provided for the first time for victim impact statements in 
court proceedings involving young offenders. In the second 
phase of that work involving the young offenders, which was 
commenced by the justice committee of the House this week, I 
expressly asked the committee to look at different approaches 
toward juvenile justice with specific reference to the role of the 
victim. I asked how we can have that act improved to more 
directly involve the victim through reparation, through con­
fronting the offender, through restitution, through community 
work, so that people who are the victims of crime can have some 
sense of justice out of the process. I expressly asked the 
committee to work with me in designing changes to achieve 
those objectives. I share those objectives with the members 
opposite. We have the same goals in mind. I have invited them 
this week as members of the committee to work constructively 
with me toward the attainment of these goals.

It cannot work in isolation because it deals with symptoms 
and not with causes. It becomes engaged when it is too late. The 
crime has been committed, someone has been harmed and the 
charge has been laid. Crime prevention is a strategy by which we 
can take community resources and energy and through linking 
police enforcement with the justice system, with social agen­
cies, with families, we can do something about crime before it 
happens.

All across the country as I go from the west to central Canada 
to the maritimes, I see the energy and the commitment of 
communities. Instead of just wringing their hands about com­
munity safety, they are rolling up their sleeves and doing 
something constructive about it.

The National Crime Prevention Council created by the gov­
ernment in the summer of 1994 provides the national instrument 
by which that energy and that commitment can be brought 
together and focused on that important national objective.

Let it not be thought that we will make ourselves safe simply 
by ratcheting up the penalties and making the laws more harsh. 
That is only part of the approach. We must also look at the 
underlying causes of crime. We must recognize that preventing 
crime has as much to do with the strength of families as it does 
with the length of sentences. It has as much to do with literacy as 
it does with law. It has as much to do with community co-opera- 
tiOn as it does with mandatory supervision.

In Bill C-104, which received the agreement of all parties in 
the House, we introduced for the first time an express provision 
in the Criminal Code empowering police officers to go to the 
courts for a warrant to obtain bodily substances for testing for 
DNA, important forensic evidence either to establish guilt or 
prove innocence. That is a step forward for victims. When 
combined with the further legislation the Solicitor General of 
Canada is preparing to establish a data bank for DNA samples of 
those convicted of crime, we will have available to the authori-


