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police. I think that other provisions of the Criminal Code, if 
amended, could in fact allow such action.

I would like to briefly describe what I know about the serial 
killer board game. It was invented by Tobias Allen of Seattle, 
Washington, and inspired by John Wayne Gacey, a serial killer 
on death row for the murder of I understand 33 children in the 
United States. The object of the game is to kill as many children 
as possible. The game comes in a body bag and the pawns to play 
the board are in the shape of dead babies.

In my mind there is no debate. The answer is a given. I believe 
from the volume of mail and petitions received by past and 
present members of this House that there is no debate in the 
minds of Canadians on this issue. We should stop the serial 
killer board game from reaching Canadian stores and the im­
pressionable minds of our children.

I will never understand what kind of sick mind devises such a 
despicable and horrifying game, one that glorifies the killing of 
babies, the most vulnerable and precious treasure we have in this 
world, innocent victims of some of the most heinous crimes 
committed in this and other countries.

Are we not here to protect our children from the senseless hate 
and violence that exists throughout the world and which is 
increasing in our own country? How anyone finds entertainment 
in playing a game that depicts the slaughtering of babies is 
beyond me and everything I have ever held dear in my life. How 
anyone could condone the importation and sale of such an 
outrageously immoral game is beyond comprehension.

I stand here today to support an amendment that demonstrates 
to the U.S. originator and manufacturer of this game that there is 
no place for it in a country whose standards in regard to morality 
will not tolerate the exploitation of children and to reinforce the 
commitment I have made to my constituents to help put some 
sanity back in the justice system that no longer protects our most 
valuable possession, our children.

The hon. member for Glengarry—Prescott—Russell has 
tabled private member’s Bill C-214 to amend the Criminal Code 
to include age which appears to be the only effective means to 
stop the importation of the serial killer board game as it would 
constitute importing hate propaganda.

Currently under subsection 318(4) of the Criminal Code 
regarding hate propaganda, children or seniors are not protected 
because they do not constitute an identifiable group. Within this 
section the application of the Criminal Code only applies to hate 
propaganda that advocates or promotes the physical destruction 
of persons distinguished by colour, race, religion or ethnic 
origin.

This serial killer board game which establishes the winner as 
the person who collects the most dead babies would not be 
permitted in Canada if the babies were of a particular race or 
colour. Obviously white Anglo-Saxon is not included in the 
definition of race under subsection 318(4) of the Criminal Code

Without getting into a legal debate on notions which elude the 
public, I want to call the attention of the hon. member and of this 
House to the fact that the Code contains provisions which 
prohibit the distribution of crime comics under offences tending 
to corrupt morals.

Pursuant to section 163(1 )(b) of the Criminal Code, a person 
who circulates a crime comic commits an offence. However, I 
would agree with the hon. member that the definition of the 
scope of the offence is far from perfect and that customs officers 
and the police would not be able to act easily.

The game targeted by this bill depicts through drawings or 
photographs the serial killings of children. I would propose, as 
an alternative, that the definition in section 163(7) be amended 
to include any material that depicts pictorially the commission 
of criminal acts. I think that, from a constitutional standpoint, 
these provisions would be more effective and more valid in 
terms of stopping the distribution of this kind of game than the 
addition to the restricted categories of clauses respecting hate 
propaganda messages, as these categories are already protected 
under the Charter.

Finally, I am by no means convinced that even with the 
amendment put forward by my colleague, this type of game 
would fall under the definition of hate propaganda covered in 
section 318 or section 319.

For these reasons, and although I agree completely with the 
spirit of what the hon. member for Glengarry—Prescott—Rus­
sell is trying to do, I cannot support the amendments he is 
proposing and I fail to see how they would be useful from a 
practical standpoint. Since the legislator cannot pass legislation 
for no reason, I think that Bill C-214 should, quite simply, be 
deferred.
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Mr, Jack Ramsay (Crowfoot): Madam Speaker, I rise today 
to speak in support of private member’s Bill C-214. My hon. 
colleague who just spoke may be accurate in that there are some 
deficiencies in this bill. At the same time we cannot amend the 
total Criminal Code and rectify the problems within the criminal 
justice system in one fell swoop.

I support the private member’s bill. However I do so with a 
degree of regret. It saddens me to think that we would have to 
debate such an issue, whether or not we should amend the 
Criminal Code to stop the proliferation of what I consider to be 
obscene and immoral.


