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register their rifle or shotgun. The Reform Party believes that
existing controls on gun ownership are more than enough and
that no further controls of this type are necessary to ensure
public safety. We also believe that no amount of gun control on
firearm ownership can stop criminals from acquiring guns by
illegal means.
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In conjunction with the regulations we recommend these
following features: decriminalize minor violations respecting
storage, display, handling and transportation of firearms; de-
criminalize those offences that are more of an administrative
matter than any criminal attempt to violate a law; make all
firearm regulations, including orders in council, subject to
review and approval by Parliament, and let us have no more of
these orders in council that are not viewed by the elected
representatives of the people being passed into law; simplify the
firearms acquisition certificate renewal process.

I would like to end my speech today using the words not of
members on this side of the House but those of members from
across the way. On November 5, 1991 the Liberal member for
Kenora—Rainy River said when the House was debating Bill
C-17: “What we are debating is just what it means to the
law-abiding citizen, the individual who feels that this piece of
legislation does absolutely nothing to the criminal element that
we as members of Parliament are supposed to be dealing with.
We are not supposed to be restricting severely law-—abiding
citizens who are not the problem at all. We have suggested to
law—abiding citizens of this country that we cannot trust them to
do the right thing”.

On the same date the Liberal member for Willowdale said:
““There has been almost no suggestion and certainly no evidence
that it is legitimate gun owners and members of gun clubs who
have created the problem of gun related deaths in Canada. It
seems to me that this bill as it now reads is dealing not with the
fundamental issue of controlling the criminal use of guns, it is
penalizing people who have proven in the past that they are part
of the solution and not part of the problem of gun related deaths
in Canada. This bill is very deficient in that it is not fair. People
have over the years acquired a number of guns. Many of these
guns are going to be taken away from them by this bill without
compensation”. It certainly applies to this bill.

The member further stated: “It is expropriation without
compensation. You cannot do that in terms of people’s homes
and cars. Surely this is not fair. Let us not pretend that we are
dealing with' the root cause of gun related deaths in Canada and
the harm that guns can cause Canadians. It does not address the
real problems so that we as a Parliament will have to come back
to deal with those issues not too many years from now™.

I have news for the member for Willowdale. You are back,
your party is back and, like the previous government, is still not
dealing with the problem, certainly not the cause of the problem.

Finally, we have the words of the member for Haldimand—
Norfolk: “I believe this is nothing but a bill to hoodwink the
Canadian people into believing that the government is con-
cerned about trying to do something about gun control when it
clearly does not. This bill addresses none of these uses of a
firearm except by placing more stringent conditions on the
acquisition of an FAC. It fails to address the real problems in
society. It gives Canadians a false sense of security that the
government is actually doing something to stop crimes when it
is not. This bill seems designed to disarm, overregulate and
financially devastate the honest Canadian citizen. It will rede-
fine Canadians as criminals and punish them severely for things
like paperwork. I suggest that in this bill the government is
encouraging an underground network of illegal guns”.

These members were all speaking against Kim Campbell’s
Bill C-17 which did not restrict and confiscate law—abiding
citizens’ guns to the same extent as the current bill before us will
or threatens to.

I am glad that so many members on the other side of the House
share the same common sense opinions expressed on this side. I
sincerely hope that these members continue to express these
views despite the pressure from within their caucus to do
otherwise.

I would like to tell this House and make a commitment to all
Canadians that a Reform government will repeal any ineffec-
tive, costly legislation such as Bill C-68.
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Mr. Clifford Lincoln (Parliamentary Secretary to Deputy
Prime Minister and Minister of the Environment, Lib.):
Madam Speaker, regarding the last comment by my Reform
colleague, I can understand why the Reform Party will never
form the government. It would be going against the wishes of 95
per cent of Canadians.

Some hon. members: Oh, oh.
An hon. member: Which survey?
Mr. Lincoln: At the last biennial—

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): Order. The hon. mem-
ber.

Mr. Lincoln: At least they should show courtesy. If they do
not agree, they should show courtesy. We listen to them. We do
not agree with them, but we listen.

At the last biennial convention of the Liberal Party in May
1994 the women’s commission of the Liberal Party presented a
resolution asking for tighter gun control laws in Canada. I felt
very privileged to be asked to second that motion which was
adopted by unanimous vote of our party then. That same day the



