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direction of attention and resources toward immigration en-
forcement.

I told the House there are up to 25,000 outstanding deporta-
tion warrants in Toronto. To round these people up and escort
them out of the country is a group of only 30 people with few
tools, virtually no self-protection equipment and morale that is
lower than that of any other group of public servants I have ever
come across.

Even if Bill C-44 adds a few more people to the deportation
rolls, it will not mean more people actually leaving Canada.
Even dangerous criminals will still be able to appeal their
deportation orders endlessly in the courts and to the IRB, all at
the taxpayers’ expense and probably with some success.

Just a few weeks ago a suspected war criminal from Rwanda
was apprehended in Montreal after having successfully made it
through Canada’s almost non—existent screening process. He
was allowed permanent resident status in Canada. This is a
person who is accused of playing an instrumental role in
whipping up the racial hatred that resulted in the deaths of
hundreds of thousands and of ethnic cleansing of a sort not seen
since World War II. Has he been deported? No. Is he in a holding
cell? No. Is he in prison? No. He is on the streets, released by an
adjudicator on a $5,000 bond.

Had Bill C—44 already been passed would it have prevented
this sort of outrage? No, it would not have. It does not address it
at all.

Over the recess a foreign criminal by the name of Inthevong
who had been convicted of assault, various minor crimes and
playing a role in a murder, was scheduled for deportation. He
was brought before one of the minister’s appointees at the IRB
and was set loose on Canadian streets.

Like most Canadians I take the stupidity of the Immigration
and Refugee Board for granted. Adding insult to injury in this
case is the fact that the minister for immigration, the representa-
tive of the people of Canada, had the power to intervene and
chose not to do it. The minister openly said that he would not
intervene in this case to reverse the decision of the Immigration
and Refugee Board. I find that inexcusable.

Could Bill C-44 have stopped Inthevong’s release? No, but
the minister could have. The problem is not a lack of legislation.
The Immigration Act gives the minister of immigration a broad
and unique range of powers already. However all the ministerial
power in the world will not do any good when the minister does
not have the guts to use it.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): Order. I would like to take
a moment to ask members to be a little more aware of the
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selection of words that can be used at times on issues that are
sensitive and controversial but nonetheless very important.

I return the floor to the hon. member for Calgary Northeast.
® (1320)

Mr. Hanger: Mr. Speaker, legislation like Bill C—44 can even
have the effect of giving the minister and the government an out,
an excuse. Canadians have been asking of the minister: “Why
are you not doing anything?”’, to which he can cynically answer
if Bill C—44 passes, “I am”.

Bill C-44 is an excuse. It is an out. It is a cheap substitute.
This minister does not have the intestinal fortitude to do what
has to be done.

The rationale behind Bill C-44 is contradictory. With Bill
C-44 the minister says that the problem of criminals abusing our
immigration system will be addressed. He says that Bill C-44
will allow for easier deportation. However, just a few short
months ago the minister announced the creation of a task force
of immigration officers and RCMP that would be charged with
seeking out hundreds, if not thousands, of dangerous criminals
that are in Canada illegally.

The minister has been remarkably silent about the success of
the task force. He has not stood up in the House to trumpet the
success of the initiative, an initiative that I said right from the
start would not work.

It has not worked. Why? Because the task force is the
clean—up crew for a mess that has been building for over two
decades. The task force is trying to push undesirables out the
back door at the same time as the front door has been left wide
open, hanging by a hinge, rusting and squeaking in the wind.
Also because once inside this great home that we call Canada
undesirables are given the run of the place, hiding in the closets
of the courts, ducking into the dark passageway of the IRB,
making them untouchable, hidden by the very policy and
regulation that the government has maintained from the pre-
vious government.

That is the crux of the issue. That is why the Reform Party is
opposing the bill. We are not opposing it out of spite. We are not
opposing it because we do not want an initiative of this minister
to pass. We are opposing it because we have more than enough
bills already. We have a massive series of laws on the books that
were ostensibly designed to protect Canadians, to make im-
migration work for both Canadians and immigrants. They have
not.

The House has passed a maze of laws that do nothing but
allow those who have bad intentions and good legal counsel to
make a mockery of Canada, to make us an international laughing
stock. Every time one of the new immigration laws was passed a



