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can circumvent a court of law decision. A court of law sentenced
the killer of my child to life in prison with no eligibility for 25
years. Who then is lying to me, my family and the public?”

That is the mother of just one of the victims. I can say that in
the next 12 to 15 years 600 of these applications will come
forward. I have here the list of those who have committed first
degree murder or those who have committed second degree
murder and have been sentenced to a period of incarceration of
more than 15 years. A good number of them have already been
successful. Some of my colleagues might recognize some of
these names.

In Ontario for example, the province I am from, there is
Gerald Chase, Darryl Dollan, William Frederick, Frederick
Sweet, Norman Clairmont, Rolf Droste, Allan Kinsella whose
case is coming up, and Federick Radike. These cases have all
been successful. There are a good number of other cases across
the country that have been successful.

It would appear that a good number of these applications,
unless Parliament acts decisively to repeal section 745, will be
made by Olson. Do not let anyone kid you that it is impossible
for Clifford Olson, the Canadian version of Charles Manson, to
be released. All you have to look to is the Karla Homolka case
here in Ontario. A woman who was privy and party to the murder
of two innocent young women was sentenced to 12 years in
prison. We are not even talking about first degree murder. She
becomes eligible for full parole after serving only four years.
She becomes eligible for day parole after serving only two
years. Something is drastically wrong with our criminal justice
system in this country.

There is the case of a family of another victim, in this case a
police officer in Saskatchewan. In 1978 a 39-year old RCMP
officer by the name of Constable Thomas Brian King had
completed his shift on duty and was returning home to his wife
and three small children. There were two men who decided that
they were going to bag and murder a cop. What they did was
remove the licence plates from their vehicle. They were stopped
by two police officers. They wanted to get stopped. The two
police officers searched the car and levied a fine I suppose.
Because there were two officers and only two of them they
decided not to do anything to those two officers.

They again removed the plates from their car. This time they
were stopped by Constable King. They overcame Constable
King, handcuffed him with his own handcuffs and then went
around to boast about how they had bagged a cop. Because they
could not find some of the friends they wanted to boast to, they
took Constable King out and fired two shots into his skull. As he
was dying, and I am reading from a synopsis of what occurred,
according to the evidence in court, ““as the steaming warm blood
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was gushing on to the two soon to be convicted killers they
delivered a few more final blows to the head of their victim and
began dragging his body off to the river to discard it”’. That was
in 1978, not a long time ago.
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Mrs. King, her three young children and all the other relatives
thought that these two individuals would serve a minimum of 25
years in prison. Much to their horror, last year it was revealed to
them that one of the killers was applying under section 745 to be
released from prison or to have the parole ineligibility period
reduced.

The wife of Constable King writes:

This suddenly opened aterrible new chapter in the life of the King family for which
we were not prepared. If a book were to be written, it would show enough pain in this
onechaptertonauseateorembarrassthemintoreconsideringthe way inwhichsection
745 functions and how it is so counterproductive to the very lives of those whose
Canada’s judicial and correctional system is intended to serve.

I relate these two cases to you, Mr. Speaker. Here is another.
Let me make it three, the Kaplinski family. In January 1978 a
young night desk clerk at an inn in Barrie was robbed by two
men. Mr. Kaplinski was the father of a very young child. He was
a law-abiding citizen, working to support himself and his young
family. The inn was robbed and several months later his decom-
posed body was found in a snowbank north of Barrie.

They came in to rob the guy. They took the money and then
drove him up north where they pumped a number of bullets into
Mr. Kaplinski’s skull and left him in a snowbank. This is what
the sister, Joanne Kaplinski has to say about how section 745 has
impacted on her family:

We the Kaplinski family received our own life sentence by being forced to look
into the abyss of human cruelty and selfishness. However, last December 1993, we
were once again forced to revisit that abyss by the application of one of the
murderers, AllanKinsella, for early release under section 745. We thought that after
the original trial the men responsible for taking Ken’s life in such a cruel and brutal
fashion were being made to pay for their actions by forfeiting at least 25 years of
their lives under the conditions of incarceration. We simply could not believe that
release after only serving 15 years was an option.

She goes on to say:

Fifteen years is not adequate retribution or denunciation for the wanton
destruction of human life and we failto comprehend why the current legislation fails
to include protection of the public as relevant criteria being only reflective of the
rehabilitation principle of sentencing and ignoring—

She goes on about how this section is a miscarriage of justice.

Those are just three cases. Six hundred others are coming up.
Families that were victimized 15 or more years go will be
revictimized as a result of this provision in the Criminal Code of
Canada.

It is an injustice. Section 745 ought to be repealed. I regret to
say that it is not the official position of the Government of
Canada today that it ought to be repealed. However I am pleased
with the government’s commitment to Private Members’ Busi-



