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All these demands are encroaching on and undermining the
inherent and inviolable rights of families. Families have existed
before the church. Families have existed before the state.
Parliament has absolutely no legal or constitutional authority
to redefine family, or to enter into the realm of the sanctity of
marriage.

It is important for the House to understand why this line of
thinking is present here today and why such a motion would
even be entertained on the floor of the House.

The first theme that we have to come to understand is that of
freedom. At the collective level, people are saying that they
want freedom to govern themselves, develop their own econo-
mies, to enhance their overall quality of life, and the freedom of
choice.

Closely tied to this theme of freedom is our second theme,
that is, the individual. At the personal level, people are saying
that they want to be free to express themselves, free to work,
free to worship, free to travel, free to be what they aspire to be
and once again, individual freedom of choice.

Closely tied to our themes of freedom and individualism in
our country is our third emphasis and that is pluralism. As a
policy, pluralism contributes to collective and personal freedom
by legitimizing diversity. It appears on the surface to resolve the
issue of how different individuals who want to be free can live in
community and harmony.

Our three themes of freedom, individualism and pluralism are
now joined with our fourth theme in our country, relativism. The
free expression of the individual and groups is made possible
only by suspending value judgments about how people live or
what choices people have made.

Truth has been replaced by relativism, which is the legitimi-
zation of diverse choice. Under the guise of equality and
fairness, pluralism coupled with relativism has come to pervade
Canadian minds and Canadian institutions.

Canadians have become conditioned to be tolerant, to respect,
to appreciate diversity. The insistence that individuals must be
free to think and free to behave without interference according
to their conscience has been reinforced in our pluralistic secular
society today.

The introduction of the Canadian Charter of Rights and
Freedoms and the promotion of multiculturalism has once again
reaffirmed Canada’s goal of harmonious co-existence whereby
the ideas, lifestyles and free thinking of all individuals must be
accepted and respected to ensure equality and fairness.

To accept and to endorse the theory of pluralism coupled with
relativism is to accept that truth is nothing more than personal
opinion. Relativism in our pluralistic society has stripped us as

Private Members’ Business

Canadians of our ethical and moral guidelines. Justice, law and
morality are inseparable. In Canada we cannot have laws unless
our laws are just and moral.
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The preamble to our Canadian Constitution set forth in the
Constitution Act recognizes the supremacy of God in the rule of
law. The recognition of the supremacy of God entrenches into
the Constitution natural law, and therefore the laws of our
country must not contravene natural law, for to do so the laws
would be ultra vires or unconstitutional.

I refer to recent Supreme Court of Canada decision Nesbit and
Egan. This decision was rendered on May 25, 1995 and the
decision makers refer to the relevancy and the functional values
underlining the law and that the Canadian charter of rights is not
enacted in a vacuum but must be placed in its proper linguistic,
philosophic and historical context.

Also Chief Justice Lamer and the majority of the Supreme
Court judiciary stated quite eloquently: ‘“Marriage has from
time immemorial been firmly grounded in our legal tradition,
one that is itself a reflection of longstanding philosophical and
religious traditions, but its ultimate raison d’étre transcends all
of these and is firmly anchored in the biological and social
realities that heterosexual couples have the unique ability to
procreate, that most children are the product of these relation-
ships and that they are generally cared for and nurtured by those
who live in that relationship. In this sense marriage is by nature
heterosexual .

The rights of family are being seriously undermined and
eroded in Canada today. The conventional terms of debate in
matters of political, economic and legal issues tend to focus on
individual rights and the rights of state, not the rights of the
family. This is unfortunate and must change, for the family is the
most important reality in our lives. To redefine the family to
include homosexual and lesbian relationships is immoral and
unjust and a violation of the rights of the family which are well
founded in both our Canadian and natural law.

The family unit is the basic institution of life and the solid
foundation in which our forefathers have built this great nation.
The protection of families, family life and family values must be
a priority with the government. Families have inherent and
inviolable rights. Families have existed before the church,
families have existed before the state. The rights of family must
be preserved, safeguarded and protected by Parliament.

To recognize same sex marriages would give credence to a
faction in our society undermining and destroying our values,
principles and morality. Such a special recognition of same sex
marriage by Parliament is an overt acceptance and condonation
of homosexuality being imposed on Canadians. It has the effect



