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We can thank the leader of the Reform for being irresponsible
in heating up the rhetoric in this debate. If the member on the
Other side is respectful of people’s rights then my question to
You is why do you ignore and why do you choose not to respect
the rights of the native people in Quebec in their path toward
Sovereignty and self-government.

[T’anslation]

Mr. Gauthier (Roberval): Madam Speaker, what is there to
Say! The hon. member is attempting to give us a lesson in
emocracy and while I am convinced that she is not acting inbad
faith, I feel she has neglected to consider the important role I
al!“fied to earlier that was played by these leaders, by the first

Ministers and ministers. f

The hon. member tells me that she was hurt to see the Leader
of the Opposition pay tribute to the soldiers who died. First of
3ll, the Canada which these soldiers defended was not the same
°°llntry that later was coerced, manipulated, despoiled, altered
and tormented without Quebec’s consent. That is something the

0. member should first understand. The Canada bequeathed to
"s, b.y Mr. Trudeau, her former leader and the former Prime
Mlmster, the Canada in which Quebecers no longer feel at home,

S Dot the same Canada that we knew back then. We must not lose
18ht of this fact.

. Regardless of our political option, are we to be denied the
i tto pay homage to those who came before us and who fought
i gll:f:serve our democratic values? Are we to be denied this
1?2 Is this a country in which people will become indignant
We are allowed to pay tribute to our own sons who

Or democracy?

is gde:"‘i than anyone, we hope that respect for democratic values
one daP Y rooted in this Parliament because this principle will
Y help us to achieve the objective we hold so dear.
t(,ov:;:: "lespect to native rights, without delving into this subject
the o, Ybecause of time constraints, I would just like to say to
Woulg Member that if she was truly up on native issues, she
the . 21iZe that native people in Quebec far and away enjoy
She y, Standard of living of all native peoples. Far and away.
Obtajneq . 150 realize that it was in Quebec that natives first
Whicp 3 SOme frecognition from the government, something
lives living elsewhere cannot even hope to secure.

. She

mvolvi:‘”gets that in Quebec, negotiations and discussion
An agreeg more than two thirds of the territory have taken place.
the Inyjy "Nt was reached with the Cree of James Bay and with
likg the a"_‘Sfeement signed by all parties. This was nothing
All<pq y “Nilateral agreements of the past, but a genuine,
h“'e yet t‘sreemem which resolved a slew of problems that

be settled anywhere else in Canada.
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Of all the provinces in Canada, Quebec more than anyone else
has engaged in the broadest, liveliest, most open and most
consensual dialogue with native peoples.

I would ask the hon. member to speak to the Minister of Indian
Affairs, to discuss this issue with him and to call upon the other
provinces to do for their native communities what Quebec has
done. This would be a major step forward.

[English]

Mr. John Harvard (Winnipeg St. James): Madam Speaker,
this member from the Bloc can huff and puff and shout and make
a lot of noise and it really will not matter—

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): I am sorry, I am goingto
interrupt. I would ask hon. members to recognize when the Chair
recognizes someone. I do not have to be told what side they are
on. I see them standing and I see who stands first. Continue
please.

Mr. Harvard: Madam Speaker, I think I will start over a gain.

This member from the Bloc can huff and puff and fume .and
point his finger and get as red faced as he wants. However
Canadians will see him for what he is. He is a political
grandstander and there is not a shred of credibility in anything
he says.

Unfortunately the leader of the Reform Party has to take
major responsibility for the spectacle in the House this after-
noon. The leader of the Reform Party has built this trap, a trap
that only the Bloc Quebecois could build.

What does the Bloc want? The Bloc wants us squabbling over
the Constitution. The Bloc wants us squabbling over federalism.
The Bloc wants us squabbling over Canada and that is exactly
what we have had all afternoon. We have had this wrangle over
our country, the greatest country in the world. The leader of the
Reform Party has to take full responsibility for this spectacle.

I want to say this about the Bloc. It takes advantage of
Canada’s democracy. It takes advantage of our generosity.
Where else in the world would we allow the Leader of the
Opposition to go around the country spreading separatism and
doing his level best to destroy the country?

I tell the member of the Bloc who just spoke that if he were a
citizen of another country he would be behind bars. He would be
in jail. However this is the kind of country that we have because
we allow through his democratic rights to spread this vile
separatism.

Do you know what, Madam Speaker, I will support his rightto
say these things, but by golly we will fight him wherever we find
him. We are going to beat him at his own game bef:nuse
ultimately this democracy is going to succeed. We are going to
defeat separatism. We are going to beat the Bloc. We are going
to beat all of them, all 54 of them because this is a great country
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