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Aliieotii and Maintenance

yes. If he is asking if there is apathy, the answer is no. If lie is
asking if there is indifference, the answer is, categorically. no.
It has nothing to do with indifference or s4ith apathy. I know tl
ks easy to characterize it in that particular way, but it serves no
useful purpose. This is flot an issue whieh ouglit to have any
partisan connotations. It is an issue which affects many of us
as legisiators and many of us and our friends as individuals. 1
believe there is a willingness to get on with the job, but let us
get on with the job in the right direction. Let us flot create
more problems than we solve by a half-baked solution. 1 arn
flot suggesting that the gentleman

Mr. Huntington: I rise on a point of order, Mr. Speaker, I
think I would like to caution the Hon. Member for Burin-St.
George's (Mr. Simmons). When he says it is a half-baked
solution, I would like him to know that two lawyers in the
Parlianmentdry Counsel's office wuîked for uver three weeks,
night and day. and a Family Court lawyer in Vancouver
worked for some six months, putting this issue into a formi
which would allow-

The Acting Speaker (M4r. Corbin): Order. The Chair has
heard the Hon. Memnber for Capilano. Howevcr, this is liardly
a point of order. It is a contribution to debate. The Hon.
Member for Burin-St. George's has one minute left.

Mr. Simmons: Mr. Speaker, liad rny good friend froin
Capilano listened. not only to my second to last sentence but to
my last one as well, he would have heard in my last sentence.'swhen lic was drafting his point of order, that I arn not
suggesting this Bill is a half-baked solution. I do flot for a
moment suggest that. In mv opening remarks I commended
him for allowing the House to air this particular issue again. I
know the Hon. Niember is very committed to thîs issue. I arn
very committcdi to this issue as wcll. The Hon. Member does
flot have the waterfront fenced off on this particular issue. It ks
an issue we are ail conccrned about, and the sooner we express
our concern in a non-partisan fashion. the better we swill serve
the victims of the prescrit inadequacies of the system.

Ms. Lynn McDonald (Broadview-Greenwood): Mr. Speak-
er, I ani very pleased this afternoon to take part in this debate
on maintenance. It is an extremely important matter and one
whicli the women's movement of Canada lias been concerned
about for years, and on which it lias been making proposais.

Bill C-250 whicli is before us today is one solution to the
problem, but it is a solution which shows the constraints on a
private N4enber's Bill. This is a matter in whicli we need more
than a Private Mvember's Bill, clearly. but tl certainly lavs
before us the problem and does give us an opportunity to
address it, so I welcorne that opportunity and I conîmend the
Hon. Mniber for giving us at Icast one reasonable solution to
the problem.

The objeet is the automatie enforcemient of maintenance
orders. fast and efficient enforcement witliout costly and pro-
longed effort on the part of the dependient spouse wlio needs
the nîoney. Overwhcîmingly, that is a woman with dependent
childrcn wlio is in desperate need. The facts are only too well

known. Back in 1971-1972, an Ontario study showed that onl\
58 per cent of maintenance orders \vere paid. Since then, the
figures have become even worsc. A Calgary study more recent-
ly shnwed that 85 per cent oif maintenance orders wcre in
dcfault to sontie degree or other. 0f these orders, 50 per cent
were in substantial default. Current estimates over-ail show
that 75 per cent of maintenance orders are in default to soi-e
degrc or other. Overwhelmingly. nmaintenance orders are noî
being rcspected. We know that this îîeans large nunîbers of'
mainly ssomen and chîldren living below the poverty line.

At the sanie timie, we know that improvcd mîetliods of
enforcemient do work. Manitoba lias instituted a systeni of'
autoiliatie enforcenient with a conmputer as back-up. In the
first ten nîonths of operation, the enforcement of nmaintenance
orders ssas iniiproved by 70 per cent. I believe this is an
extreiriely interesting figure which show~s this kind of iiprove-
ment. That was in 1980. And we can expeet furtlier iiiprovc-
ment as the s',steni lias more time to evolve. Quebec lias
improved its systemn of enforcenient of' maintenance orders as
well.

I believe thîs puts a different face on the contention in
previous debates on the subjeet that the reason that so maiis
maintenance orders were flot respectcd svas a lack of nioncy on
the part of the person against whoin the order was issued. The
then Parliaiintary Secretary to the M iîister of .Justice on the
fast day this Bill was dcbated actually said that in 50) per cent
of the cases there siiply ssas flot any nionex to collect. Clcaris
tbis is false. A 70 per cent iniprovement shows there ks a lot ol'
îîoney out there whicli is flot being collected because tliere lias
flot been the ssill to do tl and tlîe iîichanisis hase not been
put in place. Whlen the Pari ianientary Secretary made thai
reinark, lie had no evidence. It \vas just an excuse for compla-
cency. and \,\c have had more examples of that coîîîplacencs
this afternoon on the part of the prevîous speaker.

We kiîos that on average, women earni 60 per cent of' sslat
nmen do for fulI-tîme work. A ssoran raising chiîdren is more
likely to be working only part-tinîe and earning even less than
60 per cent. Therefore. if maintenance orders are flot paid, this
puts an enornîous burden on people wvlo have niucli less
opportunity to bring homîe the incoîîîe to pay for the lamilx.
The mîale breadssinner in the situation lias a far better oppor-
tunity and certainîs lias the obligation to pay that mainte-
niance money.

Let nic commînent specificallv on ss hat is wrong witIi the Bill
before us this afternoon. Bill C-250 wvould kecp the enlorce-
nient of maintenance orders at the level of superior courts.
Unfortunatelv, the stîperior courts of the Provinces are the
worst courts to have tlîis responsibility because their proce-
dures are cunibersome, there is a long waiting list and the
costs arc higlier. It is faster and mucli less costîs for mîainte-
nanîce orders to bc dealt svith at the provincial Faiilx Court
level.
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This Bill ait least puts the iuîlpetus where it sliould be, that it
is up to the court to aet, flot the indisidual. The Law Reforîîî
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