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What we have to do, in response to the hon. member’s 
question, is to listen to that plea and to strengthen the resources 
which are available on the ground. Air power and air strikes 
alone are not the answer, as we have heard very clearly from all 
of those in the field.

Certainly in the absence of a very clear ability to do that the 
humanitarian mission of the United Nations is jeopardized. In 
the longer term, particularly in Croatia, the United Nations must 
not be seen as a power which effectively freezes the status quo. 
We have to be very clear that internationally recognized borders 
of Croatia must be recognized and that Croatians who were 
ethnically cleansed from their homes must be permitted to 
return. The United Nations must be supportive of that.

[Translation]

leader in world affairs, stepping forward whenever international 
peace and security were threatened. However, the cold war has 
passed and the world we face today is much more complex.

• (1840)

The anticipated peace has given way to a resurgence of 
deep-rooted and often brutal ethnic conflict. The situation in the 
former Yugoslavia is the most striking example of this problem.

Canada has a long and proud tradition of participating in 
United Nations peacekeeping operations. It was the Right Hon. 
Lester B. Pearson, truly the greatest Canadian diplomat and 
foreign policy thinker, who conceived and developed the very 
notion of peacekeeping. For this he was recognized with the 
Nobel peace prize.

When the call came to serve in the former Yugoslavia, Canada 
was among the first to step forward. However, after many 
months of engagement in countless incidents and disappoint­
ments, it is time that our nation review its peacekeeping policy 
and take a leadership role.

When undertaking this endeavour to review our policy, we 
must ask ourselves, what is the nature of peacekeeping when 
there is no peace to keep? This pertains especially to the conflict 
in Bosnia where the Muslim, Croat and Serb factions have been 
unable to sign a peace accord. The United Nations therefore is 
engaged in an attempt to deliver humanitarian aid when possible 
and under extremely dangerous conditions.

The mission in Croatia is slightly different in so far as the 
peace accord between the Croat authorities in Zagreb and the 
Serbs in Belgrade has tenuously held since the early part of 
1992. However, the situation is no less hazardous there either 
where, for example, two Canadian peacekeepers almost lost 
their lives when they were shot at by members of the Serbia 
militia this past weekend.

There are many proposed options for Canadian policy. The 
first is to maintain the status quo that exists today. Clearly this 
option is unacceptable from the Canadian perspective for the 
reasons aforementioned. Canada has done more than its fair 
share and, frankly, I feel that our allies have taken us for 
granted.

Canada should be proud of its peacekeeping heritage but we 
cannot continue to support every mission for an indeterminate 
amount of time. Cyprus is the best example of a costly Canadian 
commitment that went on far too long.

A second option available to Canada is to demand that 
fundamental changes occur in regard to how the United Nations 
handles its peace operations. For instance, if the conflict on the 
ground is such that peacekeepers are constantly attacked and 
prevented from fulfilling their mandate, then the rules of 
engagement need to be changed. United Nations troops need to 
be able to use adequate force to repel attacks by various factions. 
This is not a call for active peacemaking but it is a call for the

Mr. André Caron (Jonquière): The hon. member for Burna­
by—Kingsway is to be commended for the quality of his report. 
The hon. member went over there and met the people in charge. I 
think it is very important that he should tell us what he saw. We 
often read about it in the newspapers, in accounts by officials 
and diplomats, but these do not have the same impact as a report 
by someone who shares our values, who went over there and 
observed and reflected on what he saw.

I appreciate the fact that he did this for us as well. I am also 
pleased to see him expand the scope of this debate, because 
since I have been following this debate, I notice there is a 
possibility that we will maintain our forces in Bosnia. I think the 
hon. member went a little further when he asked us to consider 
the means we will give our troops and the means the United 
Nations will give troops on a peacekeeping mission to Bosnia. 
There is the whole dimension of reinforcing the mandate and 
peacekeeping operations of the people over there.

I think that is an important dimension. It is not enough to stay. 
What we do over there has to be effective and in the interests of 
the people themselves, since it is for their sake that Canada and 
other western countries are making an effort to maintain peace 
in Bosnia.

[English]

Ms. Roseanne Skoke (Central Nova): Madam Speaker, I rise 
in the House of Commons today in thanksgiving to God for our 
great country Canada. Canada, the nation, welcomed approxi­
mately 70 years ago my Croatian grandfather Alex Skok and my 
Croatian grandmother Veronica Pushkar and their children who 
came to this country from Croatia in pursuit of a better life. They 
settled in Stellarton, Nova Scotia.

Therefore, today I feel compelled, in memory of my Croatian 
grandparents and in defence of my family still living in Croatia 
and in defence of our Canadian soldiers, to enter into this 
debate.

This is the most difficult foreign policy question of our time. 
Since the end of World War II Canada has proudly stood as a


