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passes while labelled a dangerous offender. No one knew the
predator was crawling through the streets of our communities.

Where did he go? Good old Alan, courtesy of Canada, went to
Britain. Interestingly enough a deal was made and he has dual
citizenship and can return to Canada. There is no registry. Very
few people know what he looks like. We have pictures of him.
They are up on my office wall and they may well go in my
householder.

I want to read a letter from John Denham, an MP of Southamp-
ton, England, about this case:

Iam grateful for the assistance which you have given in providing details of the
parole conditions attached to the release of Mr. Alan Winter.

As you may know, we in Southampton recently became aware that Mr. Winter
was living in our community. People in Southampton were appalled to learn that
he has served only a small part of a lengthy sentence imposed for appalling acts
against children. They were cqually concerned to learn that those agencies
responsible for child protection had no knowledge of his presence in this city.

The information which you have provided confirms that Mr. Winter was
released from prison on condition that he leave Canada and that he would be in
prison once again if he returned to your country.

That is actually not the case. He is a citizen of both countries
and can return to Canada. The letter continues:

I will of course be raising this matter with the British government’s home,
foreign and commonwealth offices. I will be asking them to make strong
representation to the Canadian government to ensure that a situation like this can
never arise again and that there is a clear agreement between two countries on the
international application of parole conditions.

1 would be grateful if you could make cvery effort to raise my concerns and
those of my constituents in the Canadian Parliament. I believe that if Mr. Winter
was not fit to be released into Canadian society he was not fit for release into my
country either and I hope that you can express this view in the appropriate way.
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No one in this country knows really what he looks like. There
is no registry. This guy is filthy scum. He has ruined the lives of
countless young men and women. Today they are around the age
of 40. I have met with six of them in a room. Their lives are
ruined. There is not even a registry on this guy.

Some people are doing some things. Sandra Cunningham
looks after the tri—city child care guide. I have spoken with
Sandra many times. She has taken it on herself to put in this
child care guide the pictures and MOs of these predators, these
pedophiles. She is doing it at her own cost, her own risk.

Mr. Hanger: That is something the government should be
doing.

Mr. White (Fraser Valley West): That is right. My colleague
from Calgary says that is something the government should be
doing. It is opposing a motion that says exactly what so many
people are trying to do. They want sex offenders on some form
of registry. They want the registry to be available to everyone.
They want to know who is living next door. It does not much
matter if only the police know about it.

I do not have access to CPIC. It is a police system. If I have
children in my home I want to know who is living next door, if
they are serious sexual offenders. Today in this country we are
not permitted to know that, courtesy of this government.

An hon. member: And the parliamentary secretary over there
is laughing.

Mr. White (Fraser Valley West): Yes, it is unfortunate, we
even get laughs at this kind of stuff here.

Let us take the matter away from the political sphere for a
moment. Let us see what CAVEAT has to say about this,
Canadians Against Violence Everywhere Advocating its Ter-
mination. Its members met and talked about this. In fact they
have quite an interesting document from recent meetings which
people from right across the country attended.

One such group that met with CAVEAT is the Community
Standards and Child Exploitation Committee. Its chairs in-
cluded people like Justice John McGarry, Ontario Court of
Justice, General Division; the London police were represented;
the London family court; the president of a group against
pornography and so on.

What did these groups say about it? Is it just the Reform Party
talking here? They state: ““We recommend the creation of a
national child abuse registry. Such a registry would work in the
same way as bonding at a financial institution. In order to work
with children in a position of trust, such as teacher or babysitter,
the onus is upon the prospective employee to produce an
updated recent certificate from the registry to prove that the
individual has no previous convictions for sexual offences
against children. We acknowledge that those who sexually
offend against children are highly likely to recidivate. Accord-
ingly we recommend that if such offenders are to be released in
the community, measures be undertaken to inform the communi-
ty of the offender’s release”.

It is not just the Reform Party. This is across the country. If we
are to err in areas of criminality we must err on the side of
caution. We must take the route of protecting our young at all
costs. We cannot afford to debate whether or not such things are
as important as the other. What we must do is protect our young.



