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I will conclude by saying that by abolishing section 745 we
would be replacing a necessary evil by a mandatory evil. I
nevertheless congratulate the hon. member for his initiative but
I must tell him and the House that I will not support the bill.

[English]

Mr. Jack Ramsay (Crowfoot, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, I want to
thank the hon. member for York South—Weston for this bill. I

stand in support of it.

Today there is a cry across the land for the return to capital
punishment. Why is this? It is clear this cry for the return of the
death penalty is a recognition of the complete and utter failure of
the bleeding heart approach to criminal justice. The philosophy
underlying our present criminal law is not protecting members
of society. Our sons and daughters are being assaulted and
murdered without end.

The most horrific sign of failure of this underlying mentality
of our criminal law is the murderer who kills again after being
paroled. I thank my hon. colleague from York South—Weston
who told us today that 130 innocent people have been murdered
by people who have been released on parole.
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These politicians who have set the agenda for the administra-
tion of Canada’s justice system for the past 20 years are
responsible for paroling into society criminals who have raped,
assaulted and killed again. The custodians of our justice system,
these very same people, want to continue to release these people
into society. Section 745 of the Criminal Code is the most
pathetic example of this bleeding heart mentality.

In 1976 the death penalty for murderers was abolished. At that
time the politicians assured us that society would be protected
because murderers would be sentenced to life imprisonment and
would have to serve a minimum of 25 years before release.
However, the people of Canada were betrayed by these politi-
cians.

Bill C-84 which eliminated capital punishment contained a
little known clause which allowed for the creation of section 745
of the Criminal Code. Section 745 nullifies the term life
imprisonment and grants murderers the right to apply for parole
eligibility after serving only 15 years of their so—called life
sentence.

The bleeding hearts assured us that in exchange for the
abolition of the death penalty, society would be protected by a
25-year minimum sentence. Then they deliberately betrayed us.
They provided the murderers with the right based in law to be
released back into society after serving only 15 years.

I ask these people who support section 745 and the early
release of killers into society: What is a human life worth to

them? I ask these politicians: What penalty should Larry Shel-
don pay for having raped and murdered a little, innocent 9—year
old girl? What penalty should Norman Clairmont serve for
brutally and savagely murdering the 19-year old Potts girl?
What penalty would the bleeding hearts have Charles Simard
pay for murdering two innocent teenagers in the province of
Quebec? I ask again: What is the value of an innocent life to
these politicians?

On April 28, 1994 Judge Demetrick of the Alberta provincial
court declared that portions of the definition of firearm con-
tained in the Criminal Code of Canada were so convoluted as to
be legal fiction and twice removed from reality. It seems
incredible that the Government of Canada is producing legisla-
tion that is being declared by our courts to be fictitious and twice
removed from reality.

The only explanation for this type of legislation is that the
political thinking and reasoning that is producing this type of
legislation is fictitious itself and is itself twice removed from
reality. Can the families of victims murdered by criminals who
have been released on parole come to any other conclusion than
the politicians responsible for this are twice removed from
reality and do not know what they are doing?

When we look at our national debt, our Young Offenders Act,
the horrendous mess our immigration policy is in and the
betrayal of section 745 of the Criminal Code, is it any wonder
that our courts are pointing out that some of this stuff is twice
removed from reality. And by so doing are they not clearly
implying that our politicians do not know what they are doing?

The hon. member for York South—Weston has my support for
this bill. I believe he has the support of the entire Reform caucus
and I believe he also has the support of millions of Canadians
who back in 1976 were conned into believing that the abolition
of the death penalty was to be substituted for a term of life
imprisonment with a minimum of 25 years.
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Mr. Gagnon: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order, I take offence
to the term that Canadians were conned by a piece of legislation.

The Deputy Speaker: That is not a point of order as I suspect
the member fully knows. The hon. member for Crowfoot.

Mr. Ramsay: Mr. Speaker, I believe as well the hon. member
for York South—Weston may even have the support of many of
his own colleagues in the Liberal caucus if they are allowed a
true free vote on this private member’s bill. I shall wait and see.
I am sure millions of Canadians who are demanding the return of
the death penalty are also waiting to see how many in this House
consider the taking of the life of an innocent human being to be
worth less than 25 years imprisonment.




