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Oral Questions

Mr. McClelland: Yes, Mr. Speaker. The minister is aware 
that presently the lowest ranking soldier charged in the Somalia 
affair is convicted and in jail. This is the very individual who 
gave the first evidence to uncover—

The Speaker: I would ask that you put your question forth
with.

Mr. McClelland: Mr. Speaker, what specific action is the 
minister taking to ensure that others in the military feel free to 
come forward and provide evidence without fear of retribution?

Hon. David Collenette (Minister of National Defence and 
Minister of Veterans Affairs, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, how clear do 
we have to be? There will be an open civilian inquiry and any 
member of the armed forces who has such information or 
concerns will have not only the opportunity to make those 
representations but the obligation to make those representations 
to that inquiry.

[Translation]

Mr. Osvaldo Nunez (Bourassa, BQ): Mr. Speaker, does the 
minister agree he made a serious mistake in the case of Mrs. 
Sabadin and why will he not admit there are overriding huma
nitarian grounds for immediately cancelling the deportation 
order?

[English]

Hon. Sergio Marchi (Minister of Citizenship and Im
migration, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I do not know why members of 
that party continue to put down a generous progressive system in 
this country.

The individual in question applied for humanitarian and 
compassionate consideration. That consideration was extended. 
That extension is now undergoing a full review of this individu
al’s case. Now this member is trying to somehow say that the 
system or the government is doing the wrong thing.

The system is proceeding well. The system is compassionate 
and it is time we say so instead of always running a Canadian 
system into the ground which it clearly does not deserve.

[Translation]

IMMIGRATION

Mr. Osvaldo Nunez (Bourassa, BQ): Mr. Speaker, my 
question is directed to the Minister of Citizenship and Immigra
tion. GOVERNMENT OF CANADA

Last Thursday, the minister granted a two-week stay of 
proceedings to have time to review the case of Mrs. Sabadin and 
her two children. If he does not revise his decision, Mrs. Sabadin 
and her two children will be deported to the Seychelles, where 
her husband has threatened to kill her as soon as she returns.

Three days before deciding to stay deportation proceedings, 
the minister wrote me the following, and I quote: “I have 
personally reviewed Mrs. Sabadin’s case. This review has 
revealed no overriding reasons that would justify taking excep
tional measures”. Why did the minister change his mind three 
days later?

[English]

Hon. Sergio Marchi (Minister of Citizenship and Im
migration, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, I think it would be inappropriate 
to delve into the specifics of one case. However, I think the hon. 
member should know, because one of his colleagues asked the 
question some time ago, that the decision was to stay the 
deportation so that a proper and full review may be conducted.

The member and his colleague have been asking if I would 
basically prejudice that review and make a guarantee on the 
basis of how that review would go. I think that would be an 
inappropriate action for a minister of the crown.

Second, let us allow the review to properly function. We have 
as good a system as anywhere in the international community. If 
new evidence is brought forward that will be dealt with accord
ingly.

Miss Deborah Grey (Beaver River, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, this 
government promised Canadians that it would do things differ
ently but after only one year I cannot really tell the difference 
between it and the Mulroney government.

The president of CN has received a $300,000 interest free loan 
to live in style in Westmount courtesy of the Canadian taxpayer. 
The National Capital Commission, which has already rifled the 
public purse for its chairman’s social club dues, is spending $2 
million on office renovations, and Liberals across the country 
are lining up for patronage appointments.

My question is for the President of the Treasury Board. When 
will these lavish expenditures stop and when will this govern
ment realize that it is not its money that it is spending?

Hon. Arthur C. Eggleton (President of the Treasury Board 
and Minister responsible for Infrastructure, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, if she cannot tell the difference between this govern
ment and the Mulroney government she clearly needs glasses. 
Maybe the glasses would help her to see that this government is 
taking every measure in its first year in office to ensure the cost 
effectiveness, the efficiency of the programs and the spending of 
taxpayers’ dollars.
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We will not tolerate the inefficiencies. We will not tolerate the 
wasteful spending of the previous federal government. That is 
what this government is committed to doing.


