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peacekeeping operation because Canada has never refused to
commit troops to a UN operation, or do we commit because it is
in the best interests of Canada to have a presence in a particular
operation?

We must think of our financial situation and come to terms
with the implications of a shrinking defence budget and how it
might affect our participation in future peacekeeping opera-
tions. Furthermore, when we do commit our troops to an
operation we must ensure they have the proper equipment and
training to address whatever situation may arise in that opera-
tion.

Although we are somewhat isolated here from the realities of
peacekeeping, we owe it to those who are risking their lives in
frightening situations that they have the best equipment and
training available to adequately protect themselves and to
ensure the operation is carried out with success for Canada.

I did have 21 pages, but I have condensed it.

Mr. Tom Wappel (Scarborough West): Mr. Speaker, there
are five very brief points I want to make. The motion we are
debating today asks us to take into account the political,
humanitarian and military dimensions of the possible future
direction in Canadian peacekeeping policy and operations.

The five points I wish to commend to our government and to
the minister are as follows:

First, Canada is a small country comparatively speaking, with
limited resources. As such we cannot act alone. We do know
however that there is strength in unity. We can support each
other. Therefore, we must in my view maintain our membership
in international organizations, including the United Nations and
NATO.

Second, we must work to cleanse the hypocrisy of these
organizations. What do I mean by that? Contrast the swift action
of the coalition forces in the gulf and the billions upon billions
of dollars spent in the gulf in a very short period of time with the
inaction in Yugoslavia where children are being killed daily,
with the inaction in East Timor where Roman Catholics are
being slaughtered by Muslim extremists, and the inaction in
Tibet where China is committing cultural genocide against the
people of Tibet. What about the countries in Africa where tribes
are slaughtering each other by the tens of thousands? These
organizations are doing nothing in these tragic places.

Third, we must continue to speak out forthrightly and force-
fully on behalf of human rights, dignity and the inherent worth
of all human life.

Fourth, we must lend our military expertise and reputation
where warranted. We cannot be in all places at all times.
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Fifth, our military are in the business of warfare. They know
the risks. They have chosen their profession. But we cannot ask
our military to put their lives on the line unless we are prepared
to ensure they are adequately equipped, supplied and supported.
As we would not send our children into a full contact hockey
game dressed only in pyjamas, we cannot send our sons and
daughters into the world’s most dangerous and volatile areas
without proper protection, training and equipment. Anything
less is irresponsible. Anything less is indefensible.

Mr. Andrew Telegdi (Waterloo): Mr. Speaker, I really
appreciate this day of having gone through the whole Chamber
and come down to the last speaker, being me. We are going to be
out of here before midnight.

I represent the federal riding of Waterloo made up of the
township of Woolwich, Waterloo and a part of Kitchener. We are
the home of Project Ploughshares at Conrad Grebel College, as
well as a Centre for Conflict Resolution. Of course we have a
very strong Mennonite base. The Mennonite community is
strongly involved in assisting people in other countries in time
of crisis.
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When we look at our country, when we listen to speakers and
when we see the background we have in the Chamber, we are like
a little United Nations. I cannot help but reflect that we
represent very much a beacon of hope to a troubled world.

One person in my riding, a Dr. Elmasry, is a professor at the
University of Waterloo. He is an active member of a number of
human rights organizations. He wrote in his presentation, an
article that he sent to me, that the overwhelming fact that
confronts the moral fabric of the post cold war era was that the
world aggression in Bosnia—Hercegovina was a war of geno-
cide. The second important fact was that there was no decisive
international will to stop the genocide. The holocaust prescrip-
tion never again became meaningless. In this pathetic moral
desert the European Community and its security and human
rights concerns have become severely tarnished.

I received some quite important communications from some
grades six, seven and eight students. It is important to me in my
personal circumstances. In 1956 when Canada embarked on its
peacekeeping mission at Suez I was a nine-year old boy in
Hungary and the Hungarian revolution was going on. I do so
very well recall Hungarians felt so abandoned when the Suez
crisis took over. Somehow we felt that a right to self-determina-
tion of the Hungarians was sacrificed on the altar expediency on
the Suez campaign.

The students who wrote to me were in a group called the
Urgent Action Team at St. Agnes Elementary School in Water-
loo. JoAnne Thorpe is their parent volunteer who works with
them. One letter was written by a student, Cheryl Feeney:



