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Government Orders

I read some other contributions from members of the Reform 
Party who said that there is not one Canadian, not one constitu
ent that is upset with the proposals. I have to tell them that they 
are wrong.

I know my friends in the Reform Party like petitions. We have 
thousands of signatures on a petition which supports the propos
als in my private member’s bill. As this thing goes through over 
the course of the next two years there will be, I dare say, 
thousands and thousands more. Who knows, maybe the mem
bers of the Reform are just waiting for that one phone call from a 
Canadian to be inspired. Maybe one Canadian will phone and 
inspire them to start thinking about the issue, start thinking 
about the actions we are taking today.

Back on December 17 the local paper, the Kitchener-Water
loo Record stated in a story “if you live in Kitchener, Waterloo 
or Cambridge and think you have trouble now figuring out who 
your MP is, just wait until the new election if proposed riding 
boundary changes come into effect.

I would like to reiterate this because I think it is important. If 
we did not act this week we would have those costly and useless 
hearings held, if it were ever suspended, which would inconve
nience civic politicians, citizens and certainly every member of 
the Chamber would be spending time at those hearings.

If the changes proposed by the Federal Election Boundaries 
Commission for Ontario are accepted parts of Kitchener will be 
tacked on to Waterloo riding, parts of Waterloo will be attached 
to a largely rural riding, North Dumfries will be cut away from 
Cambridge and part of Cambridge riding that used to be part of 
the Kitchener riding will go back to Kitchener”. I am going to 
spare you by not reading the whole story but it goes on and on. Therefore, it is not a question of whether we agree with the 

electoral commission in the sense that we think it did a good job. 
Given its mandate it has no choice in holding the line on the 
seats in the House of Commons. That is not an option. That 
option belongs to politicians.

Let me talk about what some of the civic leaders have to say. 
Waterloo Mayor Brian Turnbull said he is really disappointed in 
a redistribution that would see a large part of the city included in 
largely a rural riding that has no historical ties to this part of the 
province. I despair to a large extent when I listen to the member for 

Beaver River. She talked about the dirty fingerprints of politi
cians. Every member of the House is a politician. Some would 
like to be preachers and have their Sunday sermons and others 
would like to spend their time on codes of conduct, but Cana
dians elected them to bring their best judgment here. They were 
elected as politicians. I can only say to them that by forever 
questioning the ethics of this Chamber they do a great disservice 
to this Chamber which is the greatest Chamber of debate in the 
country.

Woolwich township Mayor Bob Waters said he intends to 
fight redistribution. I was talking to Mayor Lynn Myers of 
Wilmot township which by the way was taken out from the 
Waterloo region in the last redistribution process. I would like to 
see a joint submission.

Now what did Mayor Myers say, whose riding was taken out 
of the Waterloo region? Lynn Myers bluntly said “Wilmot is not 
happy in the riding of Perth—Wellington—Waterloo”. Now he 
is worried about being lumped into a new urban riding that has 
no natural ties, has an unholy alliance and it would be an 
unhistoric alliance. He said that ever since redistribution he 
hated every minute of it. That certainly is reflective of many of 
the constituents involved.

I do not know what happens in the strategy room of the 
Reform Party but I do know what happens in caucus at the 
Liberal Party. First, let me state that in the Liberal Party we do 
not spend our time looking at codes of conduct for our members. 
There is the assumption that we are equal and that we know how 
to run our lives. We do not pretend to be holier than the average 
citizen. We are here to try to reflect and represent this country. I 
hear my friends say that we should.• (1140)

There was a story in the K-W Record yesterday that headlined 
that Reform is filibustering, which is exactly what they are 
doing. The editorial reads:

Common sense does take hold in Ottawa from time to time. Thank goodness it 
has finally asserted itself over the issue of federal electoral redistribution. The 
public is in no mood to pay millions of dollars to implement new boundaries 
that, as far as the Waterloo region is concerned, make no sense. Nor are people 
eager to shell out more money to expand the number of members of Parliament.

The ruling Liberals have wisely asked the Bloc Québécois and Reform Party 
to consider a joint suspension of redistribution until a parliamentary panel can 
study the desired size of the House and the number of seats for each province.

• (1145)

Let the Reform Party be unanimous in their code of ethics. Let 
them have a free and open debate on it. We would be very much 
entertained. I am sure it would remind us of the great Jimmy 
Swaggart hour on Sunday mornings.

I mentioned before that funny things happen during election 
campaigns. In my riding of Waterloo a person who ran for city 
council and did not succeed—actually he came after me in the 
election—was a Reform candidate. This individual now fills my 
seat on Waterloo city council.

It certainly does not sound like a community where nobody is 
upset.


