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I also have made an effort to consult and to try to get the [English] 

feelings from my constituents as well. I had a town hall meeting 
to discuss this bill in an open forum. I could not get a representa- Mr. Speaker, do you know what the problem is? The problem 
tive from the justice department to present the government side, is we are too much of a me, me, me society, rather than we we 
No one would come. I could not get anyone from the police we. We should be looking after the interests of Canadian people
chiefs to come to put their spin on it. I just could not get them. I as a whole. Instead, what is happening with the gun control
could not get a representative from Wendy Cukier and her gun lobby is “You’re going to take away my right to have a
control group. They would not come. Frankly, I could not get firearm”. This is not a right; it is a privilege to have a firearm,
anyone to come to defend the bill in a public forum.

A little bit of inconvenience in registering a rifle should be no 
big deal. I really do not have a problem with the registration.

By the way, I should also thank the House for its indulgence in 
allowing me to speak Inuktitut earlier.

It is too much of a me, me, me society, rather than one that 
considers what is good for the country. I would like the members 
from Reform to support us on the issue of a non-derogation 
clause. Yesterday they did not support us after the hon. member 
for Crowfoot said: “I find it unacceptable that the government 
will make agreements with our aboriginal people and then 
violate those agreements. This is unacceptable. What’s the 
purpose of the agreement and where is the honour in the 
agreement if it’s simply going to be violated? No wonder the 
aboriginal people come forward. I admire your patience. I can’t 
get over your patience in the face of this kind of treatment”. 
This was from the member for Crowfoot. Then last night he 
voted against a non-derogation clause, which recognizes 
rights under section 35 of the Constitution.

[Translation]

Mrs. Pierrette Venne (Saint-Hubert, BQ): Mr. Speaker, 
everyone has an opinion on Bill C-68. From Lutselk’e in the 
Northwest Territories to Blanc-Sablon, the bill has been dis
cussed in our homes, in our communities and especially in this 
House. The debate continues down into the last stretch. Yester
day again we talked about it for hours in this House.

A dentist got up at this public meeting and said that he wanted 
to shoot recreationally. He said that he wanted to shoot a 
handgun. He was pretty nervous. He said: “This is my first ever 
public presentation, but this is what I have to go through already. 
I decide that I want to take the course and it takes me a year to 
get a handgun. I have to get an FAC. I have to go through the 
course. I have to spend money. I have to have a background 
check. I have to allow them to question my neighbours. They do 
a criminal check on me. When I finally get a firearm, I can only 
transport it in the trunk of my car. Any other guns I might have 
are locked up; they have a trigger lock and the ammunition is 
separate.”

• (1225)

This is already the case in Canada. In Canada we do not allow 
sawed off shotguns; we do not allow automatic weapons; we do 
not allow machine guns. This just is not allowed. People 
watching should know these things are already not allowed. The 
gun owners by and large say they are willing to go through the 
hoops, that it is a pain and they question its effectiveness, but 
they are willing to do it because they are law-abiding citizens. 
But they also say that there comes a time when they do not know 
what they are going to do any more: “I can’t do more than I’m 
doing. I am not the problem”.

The constituents of the member for Nunatsiaq are not the 
problem. The problem is the criminal element. This bill does 
very little to clamp down on the criminal misuse of firearms. 
This dentist who gave a speech and the other gun owners I have 
talked to say that when we find a criminal misusing a firearm, 
using it in the commission of a crime, we should throw them 
away for the rest of their lives: “I don’t care, because they’re not 
part of us. They’re not law-abiding citizens, so throw the book 
at them”. The problem is this bill is primarily concerned with 
the law-abiding citizens.

My question to the member is how will the universal registra
tion portion of this bill make my constituent, this dentist, feel 
any safer ? He has already jumped through a full year’s worth of 
regulations trying to be a totally law-abiding citizen. Now he 
finds out that is not enough. He is exasperated, and I share his 
exasperation.

Mr. Anawak:

our
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The main source of controversy in Bill C-68 is undoubtedly 
the proposal for a national registration system.

This universal registration system will consist of a computer
ized registry listing the names and addresses of firearms owners 
and a description of the firearms in their possession. The system 
will be operated by the RCMP.

Firearm owners have to apply for the new ownership licence 
starting in January 1996 and will have until 2001 to register. 
Firearms will have to be registered starting in January 1998, and 
owners will have until 2003 to do so.

Reform Party members, the pro-gun lobby and several Liber
al colleagues of the Minister of Justice are pleased about the fact 
that the minimum sentence for using a firearm in the commis
sion of an offence has been increased and that existing owners of[Editor’s Note: Member spoke in Inuktitut.]


