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Family Allowances Act, 1973
And more than five Members having risen:

Mr. Deputy Speaker: Call in the Members.

The House divided on the motion (Mr. Epp (Provencher)),

which was agreed to on the following division:
(Division No. 180)
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Mr. Speaker: | declare the motion carried.
Bill read the third time and passed.

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS—PUBLIC
BILLS

[English]
CRIMINAL CODE
AMENDMENT RESPECTING ABORTION PROCEDURES

The House resumed from Thursday, September 12, 1985,
consideration of the motion of Mr. Gormley that Bill C-226,
an Act to amend the Criminal Code (abortion), be read the
second time and referred to the Standing Committee on
Jusstice and Legal Affairs.

Mr. Bob Brisco (Kootenay West): Mr. Speaker, I welcome
the opportunity to speak to this Bill introduced by my col-
league, the Hon. Member for The Battlefords-Meadow Lake
(Mr. Gormley). The Bill that is before us today proposes to
remove from the Criminal Code the endangerment of health of
the mother as a ground for abortion.

The Hon. Member deserves a great deal of credit for his
commitment to the protection of the unborn. I respect his
views and I share those views in many ways. Like him, I
realize the vital importance of this issue for all Canadians. I
must say, however, that I do not think that Private Members’
hour is the only place to be considering an amendment to the
Criminal Code on such a significant clause and issue. We can
have our discussion and we can acquaint Members with issues
involved. It is essential, however, that we ensure that any
decision to amend the Criminal Code as proposed will be taken
only after a full examination of all the issues and with the full
understanding by all Members.

Recently the Minister of State announced new immigration
objectives of the Government of Canada. There are those in
my constituency who have written to me in protest and they
are saying flatly, no more immigration or more sharply
reduced below the numbers that we have announced. They say
that without knowing that Canada, in 1965, was the youngest
nation in the world in terms of our population and age. Now,
in 1986, we are the oldest in terms of the average age for a
population. We are sustaining a net loss in our population. For
whatever reasons young Canadian couples are either not
having any children or are having one or two children. Dimin-
ishing population is not in its own right a valid reason to
change current law in the Criminal Code pertaining to abor-
tion, but I am still moved to ask why so many foetuses are
destroyed, and where it would be difficult to medically demon-
strate a valid and serious health risk to the mother in each
case.



