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Private Members’ Business

place any time. I will get off the aeroplane in Edmonton. Let us 
have a debate and see how it goes.

The member who just spoke before me tried somehow to drag 
in employment equity or the fact that as a woman I am hard done 
by in this place. There are many women in this place and there is 
no way they are able to justify the pension plan regardless of 
gender, race or ethnic background. Absolutely not.

I am being heckled by two rookie female MPs. The third one is 
not making any comments at this point. However, as I stand here 
as a women I tell not only these members but every Canadian 
woman that I will make it on my own and that as a woman I do 
not need special treatment—

Mrs. Ringuette-Maltais: Mr. Speaker, I rise on a point of 
order. I would like to say first that I am not a rookie. Second, I 
have been challenged to—

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): With the greatest of 
respect to all my colleagues, again this is not a point of order. All 
these matters might be taken up at another time and another 
place.

Miss Grey: Mr. Speaker, try as they might through points of 
order, through heckling or whatever, let me rephrase my last 
statement. I am a woman in Canada and I am proud of that fact, 
but I do not need to claim any extra treatment or special status 
for the fact that I deserve somehow an MP pension. I do not.

If we talk about employment equity, let me be equal with 
every other woman in the country who will receive a pension 
plan that is fair, just the way every other Canadian does it. I do 
not need that special treatment because I am a woman. Neither 
do they. It is as simple as that.

Let me just finish by saying that I was disappointed in what I 
have seen in this debate. When I was listening to the debate as it 
was going on and when I heard time allocation being invoked 
today it made me sad. I sat and had coffee in the last Parliament. 
It was not with these rookies or first term members. You were 
there too, Mr. Speaker. We visited and said that if the Liberals 
got into power or if they became government next time we 
would not see the same arrogance we saw in the Mulroney years.

I see someone standing to get my attention. I appreciate that 
so much but she is not being recognized. She should sit down 
and relax. I know this hurts.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): I did not hear anyone 
asking to rise on a point of order. Unless the member for Beaver 
River has completed her remarks, I would not recognize anyone 
else on debate. 5:30 is coming up.

Miss Grey: Mr. Speaker, 5:30 is coming up and so is the next 
election. I challenge all these people. I have watched the debate 
today and saw people trying to defend something which is 
simply indefensible. The Canadian public is watching today and 
I bet it is scandalized. Who pays for these pensions anyway? It is 
the people who are sending in tax money.

They talk about: “the government looking after me because 
don’t you know I have given service, years, time and energy to 
this place”. Nobody forced me to do it. I chose to be here as did 
all of us, which was the best thing we could do. When we think 
about the people who are sending in every dollar of their tax 
money and financing this thing it is unbelievable.

After question period this afternoon some farmer from the 
area—I do not even know who he was—brought a little truck- 
load of piglets up here and there they were, Liberal MPs right in 
at the trough. It is terrible to have to denigrate a little piglet that 
way but that is the way it is.

As I saw those little piglets I said to the interviewer: “How do 
you feel about this?” When I see Liberal members, because that 
is who is bringing this bill in and ramming it through, forcing 
this through, saying they deserve better, they think they are 
wonderful and it is unanimous; it is a pity to see them squealing 
and trying to justify this. With that the little piglet let out a 
squeal. It made me think I was sitting in the House of Commons. 
It is shameful and a price will be paid in the next election, 
believe me.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Kilger): It being 5.30 p.m., the 
House will now proceed to the consideration of Private Mem­
bers’ Business, as listed on today’s Order Paper.

PRIVATE MEMBERS’ BUSINESS

[English]

CRIMINAL CODE

Mr. Keith Martin (Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca, Ref.) moved 
that Bill C-301, an act to amend the Criminal Code (violent 
crimes), be read the second time and referred to a committee.

He said: Mr. Speaker, Bill C-301 is the culmination of a 
commitment I made to my constituents in Esquimalt—Juan de 
Fuca in 1993.1 made a commitment to bring the bill forward in 
the interest of public safety for them and for all Canadians from 
coast to coast.

I am disappointed the bill was not made votable considering 
the fact it has a precedent in the United States where it has been 
passed and enacted in over 26 states. It is commonly called the 
three strikes, you are out bill to deal with violent offenders, 
repeat violent offenders.

The hallmarks of justice are the protection of society, restitu­
tion to the victim, rehabilitation and protection of the individu­
al. The bill comes as the culmination of the public outrage I hear 
not only in my riding but from police officers across the land 
from coast to coast. It is an area where they feel the justice 
department does not protect them. It does not protect them from 
individuals who continually fly in the face of the norms of


