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Sec urity Intelligence Service

defend itself by taking measures which kilI liberties. That is
what we are talking about, Mr. Speaker. We are talking about
the fear of Canadians that this Bill will remove their liberties.

The reason 1 really want ta speak an this Bill, Mr. Speaker,
is that 1 as a Canadian arn very proud af the Royal Canadian
Mounted Police. It is one of our great traditions and part ai
aur heritage. It is criminal ta take the responsibilities they
have handled so well out of their hands, yet leave it ta them ta
implement any prosecutians which must be made. There is a
secret force ta collect the information, yet its members wiIl
have ta depend on that very fine organizatian, the RCMP, ta
implement any action which must be taken. 1 strongly believe
this responsibility shauld remain with the RCMP.

There is a great danger ai aur rights being eroded, Mr.
Speaker. Sa many have been in the fîve years 1 have been here
that 1 arn ashamed af flot having been able ta stap it. The
rights of Members ai Parliament have been eraded.

Mr. Kaplan: How?

Mr. Fenneil: The Solicitor General knaws that we spend

hours in committee and no one listens ta us.

Mr. Kaplan: 1 knaw we passed a Charter af Rights and
Freedams and a Freedom af Infarmation Act.

Mr. Fenneil: That is great. I arn glad he braught aut the
Freedam ai Informatian Act.

Mr. Kaplan: It is your ten minutes.

Mr. Fenneil: Yes, and 1 wauld just like ta talk abaut that.
Under the Freedam ai Infarmatian Act we are suppased ta
have access ta ail informatian. A repart was made by an
independent agency called the Shielding Carparation, yet the
Minister responsible far social develapment cut 35 pages iram
the report which he did nat want us ta see. What gaad is
ireedam ai informatian if the Gavernment can select what yau
are gaing ta see and what you are flot gaing to see? I arn glad
the Solicitor General braught that out.

What I abject ta abaut this Bill, Mr. Speaker, is the power
given ta this agency which is fiat respansible ta the Hause ai
Commons. It can open our mail. If can apen a letter fram my
daughter ta myseli, iram my san, iram anyane, and that is
infringing upon my right and the rights af 150,000 peaple wha
live in my riding. It can ga thraugh my medical records. There
are many people who ga ta a psychiatrist, sametimes during
their lifetime, in arder ta get help. This agency wiIl have the
right ta seek information frarn dactars and psychiatrists in this
country.
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This agency wîil be permitted ta ga thraugh tax files. In
light ai the inefficient and carrupt practices ai Revenue
Canada, it is possible that the infarmation this agency abtains
will be inaccurate.

This Bill permits the tapîng ai telephane canversatians.
Russia has a ship statianed off the Cape ai Gaod Hope that is

equipped with a camputer ta manitor canversatians thraughout
the warld thraugh the use ai a satellite. Whenever a trigger
word, such as "agent" is heard, the camputer autarnatically
records that infarmatian so that it can be assessed. The same
thing takes place in aur cauntry.

I alsa discovered that it is flot necessary ta bug aur phones,
aur homes ar affices. It is passible, thraugh the use ai laser
beams, ta cut inta a private conversatian which I may be
having in my office. Althaugh this agency is ta be given those
rights, they are not spelled aut in the Bill. New technalagy has
changed everything, but we must remember that thase prac-
tices infringe upan aur liberties.

Taday many peaple have persanal camputers in their homes.
The security service will be able ta intercept the use ai
persanal computers. This is anather iniringement an aur
rights. The intercannecting ai camputers inta main irames ta
seek infarmation is a whole new subject that must be dealt
with. Na one shauld have the right ta da that, but this service
wilI.

I suggest that this Bill represents a tatal invasion ai privacy.
Na ane trusts the Government any langer because it has acted
sa irnrnrally. The actians it has taken have been ill-canceived
and have had a seriaus efiect on the ecanamy ai this cauntry.
Na ane believes that the Gavernment wauld bring in legisla-
tian far a security service that wauld da anything but erade the
civil liberties ai Canadians.

Small business peaple in this cauntry are having enaugh
trouble withaut this service being able ta listen in on them and
then, in same cantrived fashian, bring an action against them.
That would destray investment in Canada which creates jobs.

Our Party has taken a strang stand against this Bill, and we
will continue ta do sa. We must remember that this Bill was
nat conceived in the Justice Committee but was barn in the
Prime Minister's (Mr. Trudeau) Office. The Gavernrnent even
attempted ta sneak it through a Senate cammittee, but even its
own colleagues in the Senate spoke against the Bill. 1 appreci-
ate the apportunity ta speak, and we will hear a great deal
mare iram my calleagues.

Mr. Paul Dick (Lanark-Renfrew-Carleton): Mr. Speaker, I
want ta take a iew moments ta intervene an this motion that
was put by the Governrnent. 1 will not dwell an the iact that
this motion, in effect, is an attempt ta rnuzzle debate in the
House ai Commons since no further amendments can be put.
The argument agaînst the motion is not s0 much that other
amendments cannot be put, but simply that the Government
has shawn its complete ineptness by maving such a motion. It
does flot have a sense ai what is happening in this Chamber. If
the Government had attempted ta ca-operate, there would
have been a very gaod chance for this bill ta have been passed
today. When it deliberately antagonizes the Opposition, the
Opposition will take the opportunity ta debate this matter.

When I had the appartunity ta speak an this Bill last week, I
said that the only reasan aur Party was anxious ta continue
debate and not have the Bill go ta committee was that we
wanted the Gavernment ta give the cammittee the right ta
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