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going to tell thec government just what they want to sec changcd.
I applaud this, but some changes cannot be legislatcd.

In much of the correspondence 1 receive is an underlying
theme that children are growing up in a society devoid of bard
work etbies and moral values. We have to teach our children thec
values with which many Canadians grew up, values that enabled
themn to build the country to be what it is, values that somehow in
the matcrialistic and morally bankrupt society seem to have
been lost. If the govemnment listens and if it includes the public's
ideas for reforming the Young Offenders Act maybe wc will sec
the real changes Iliat are being called for.

Mr. Don Boudria (Glengarry-Prescott-Russell): Mr.
Speaker, I listcncd attentively to the comments ,of my hon.
collcague. I compliment hirm for obviously spending a lot of
time going through all clauses of flhc bill. Unfortunately or
fortunately, depcnding on how one looks at it, I do not agrce with
many of his conclusions. I want to compliment hlm because he
lias obviously put a lot of care, lime and effort into preparing for
what he bas donc today.

I disagrcc witb him on a number of areas. The bill is a
compromise for what is asked by some who 1 do not believe
represent flic majority of Çanadians. It addresscs those issues
that necd to be addressed in the immediate future. The bill is
going to be up for rcview in its entircty as the minister
requested.

Kiiowing how tlioughf* the nienber lias been in bis remarks,
in spt of te fact that I disagree with a number of them, 1 want
to get back to the issue of polln as started by one of bis
colleagues. I have great difflculty with legislating that way on
ail kinds of grounds: on moral grounds t0 start with because
wben we are legislating for a siuall group of people we can as
legislators bc easily swayed, particularly wben a system is
designed so that one actually pays for thec caîl.

I submit, although I arn not a sociologist, that systemn would
automatically lead one to psy when one is againot rather than to
pay to express onc's opinion. That is the way people nornially
think. One would iiot likely psy 10 phonc sonieone to say one
agrees with thie status quo. One is more llccly to psy 10 protcst.
That is hwiian niatuire.

Does themeb. thalnk this k1id of poling is proper? After
all, one bs to pay a prvt neprise to bcipssued wlth Hoiase of

Comon lttehedwih thecoat of an of our country on the
top. Itwas si dat the bo mby a pesnpurporting to bc
chief returnlng. officer. I believe tRial to b. impersoziating an
officer of Parliament.

with theccoat of ar f Canada on it.It asks MPs tomake a

telephone cail which resuits in an expenditure t0 some enter
prise, the telephone company or whatevcr, of $1 plus 95 cent
and so on. We could casily argue that Ibis is a fund raising lette
on House of Commons lctterhcad, signcd by someone pretcnd
ing to be an officer of Parliament.

Is this in the name of justice? Will this make Canada a mon
just socicty? After listening to what that member said and a!
profoundly as be believes what lie said, I cannot help but ask hin
whether hc agrees with thc nonsense that ahl members wer(
distributed earlier today or whenever it was.

The Deputy Speakcer: If the lion. member for Cariboo-Chl-
colin did not refer to the survey in his remarks, I am sure he il
aware front question pcriod that he does not need to reply to the
question. Howcvcr, he lias thc floor.

Mr. Mayrield: Mr. Speaker, whether the questions and com-
ments are about what another member dîd or whether they are or,
what I put forward to the House, 1 would be hiappy to rcspond
only to the extent of conversations I have bad with my Reforni
colheague.

Polling is somcthing that evcry party does. I arn sure the
Liberal Party dons it. The member is atteinpting 10 poIl a broad
cross-section of Canadians bo find out their vicws. I do not sc
anything wrong witli that. I guess we disagree on that point too.

With regard to payment, the paymcnt is simply for the costs of
the poli. Usually poils are donc and the government ends up
paying for them from the public purse. The niember lias said that
this would be a poil pald by those who wisli to participate in it. It
bas been set up so that a person with a PIN can only vote once.
They can only vote with the knowledge that if they do so they are
going lo be paying for the costs of thie calls and the runningth
poil. That is ail it is.

The alternative to that is 10 hire a company, charge it t
government exvense. and not let the results, be knrwn k>.

w8y of doing it.
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