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[Translation]

REFERENDUM ON QUEBEC SOVEREIGNTY

Mr. Denis Paradis (Brome—Missisquoi, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, the Chateau Frontenac was all lit up. Those in charge of the
protocol had been at work since the early morning; everything
was ready for the big ceremony. Mr. Parizeau himself, also
known as “Vibrant Weasel’’, was presiding and the excitement
filled the air.

This is how we learned that the leaders of the PQ, the Bloc and
the ADQ had signed a document in which they ask that a
referendum on the separation of Quebec be held this fall. But,
for many observers, there was no need to wait for this so—called
signature ceremony to learn that the PQ leader and his two
associates want Quebec to separate.

Four months ago today, people in Orford, Sutton, Cowans-
ville, Lac-Brome, Bedford and the Brome—M issisquoi riding
as a whole, said no the separatist adventure. They chose Canada.
Quebecers do not want separation, and they will make it clear at
the referendum.

UNEMPLOYMENT INSURANCE REFORM

Mrs. Monique Guay (Laurentides, BQ): Mr. Speaker, in his
UI reform proposal tabled last week, the Minister of Human
Resources Development strikes a direct blow at young people
entering the job market by now requiring first time claimants to
have worked a minimum of six months before they become
eligible for any government assistance.

This reform proposal is ridiculous, considering the appalling
situation young people in Quebec and Canada, a generation with
16.5 per cent unemployment, are being plunged into.

Thousands of young people are being penalized, even those
who are qualified. In Canada, 30 per cent of poor families
included at least one graduate, a proportion that has doubled in
the past ten years.

To continue to add to the burden of a generation that has
already undergone great hardship is just plain cruel. The minis-
ter must withdraw his proposal and stop attacking the young.
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[English]

LIBERAL PARTY

Mr. Ed Harper (Simcoe Centre, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, to-
night’s vote on Bill C-68 will be a decisive moment in Ontario
politics. Ninety—seven Liberal members will have an opportuni-
ty to represent the views of their constituents. We will have a
chance to see if last week’s lesson in populism renews the desire

of all members to do what is right for their ridings and their
province.

Time allocation may speed some bills through the House but
Ontario members know the final vote on this issue will take
place in 1997 on the gun bill, on pensions, on sexual orientation
and employment equity. Liberals must choose between support-
ing their party or supporting their constituents. Will it be
Liberal, Tory, same old story? Do not allow your decisions to be
Mcleoded. Vote with your constituents.
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REFORM PARTY

Ms. Shaughnessy Cohen (Windsor—St. Clair, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, today is the final vote in the House on Bill C-68.

Just as we faced some tough questions on the bill, it is time for
the other side to answer one or two. We know who they are, the
new politicians, the great populists, the members who came here
to represent the folks back home; the wundekinders who will
ignore special interests and stay true to their constituents.

I think their whip said it best when he said a few minutes ago
to vote the will of your constituents even if it bucks the party
line. The member from Simcoe—Centre was telling us the same
thing. In the face of a clear consensus, in the face of the clear
wishes of the constituents in Calgary, their leader is kowtowing
to the gun lobby, turning his back on his constituents and bowing
to the will of his caucus—some populist.
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[Translation]

CRIME

Mr. Patrick Gagnon (Bonaventure—Iiles—de-la—Made-
leine, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, yesterday, Senator Joyce Fairbairn,
along with the Solicitor General and members of criminal
justice associations, launched ‘“Between the Lines”, an in-
formation kit on literacy and crime prevention which points out
ways in which we can make a difference in reducing crime in our
modern society.

[English]

The answer to crime does not lie only in building more prisons

* or adding more police. The answer lies also in a combined effort

by everyone in reducing and eliminating the social inequalities
and injustices that contribute to crime in the first place.
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We already see the tragic consequences of crime in our federal
penitentiaries. The majority of offenders who enter our federal
correctional institutions have poor academic skills. Many are
unable to read a newspaper or a comic book or follow a simple
set of instructions.



