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right thing. We pushed through the gun control law because it
was the will and the wish of the Canadian public, as numerous
polls have suggested.

I could continue. We have made amendments to the Criminal
Code to tighten up the intoxication defence. We were referring
to cases where someone was under the influence of certain drugs
and alcohol and had committed a crime. That will no longer be
admissible in court. That is very tangible. I think the ministry
and the Government of Canada should be applauded for their
efforts.

We have set up the task force on high risk, violent offenders.
We are reviewing that with our provincial and territorial coun-
terparts. We have experts in the field looking into this. Of course
more can be done, but we do have the commitment of the
government. We have the commitment of the Solicitor General
of Canada and the Minister of Justice to do something about it.

There was also Bill C-37. They made no mention of it. We
have tightened up the Young Offenders Act. We are making it
more difficult for youngsters to come out. We are imposing
different rules and regulations in order to make Canada a safer
place. The public should know that. The public has a right to
know what we are doing, instead of going on with these debates
and these unfounded arguments, which are not based on fact.
Factually, I think we have done a commendable job.

‘We have also created a national crime prevention council. The

Government of Canada, after two years, with its so—called -

liberal values as members opposite like to call them, has proven
to the Canadian public that it is taking these concerns very
seriously.

Another one is the DNA legislation.
Mr. Thompson: Yes.

Mr. Gagnon (Bonaventure—iles—de—la—Madeleine): Ex-
actly. I am happy to see that the hon. member for Wild Rose is
approving our initiative. We are trying to do what was never
done in the past. The previous government did not measure up
and that is why it was soundly defeated.
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We on the government side after two years in the House are
starting to show Canadians we are taking very seriously these
concerns. That is why I have a duty as a parliamentarian and we
have a duty as a government to explain this to the public, to
explain this to, I must admit, the misinformed and ill-informed
members of the opposition.

Another private member’s bill came to our attention, the
witness protection program. Again we are trying to encourage
Canadians who in some cases are in difficult situations. We are
asking for their help in trying to find the criminal elements in
Canada and to bring them out to public view in order to try them
in a court of law.

What we have done over the past two years is quite commend-
able. There are a number of instances where we can do more, no
doubt. The various accomplishments of our most competent
Minister of Justice and the Solicitor General of Canada prove
once again the Liberal government is taking Canadians’ con-
cerns very seriously.

This is all within the purview of Motion No. 19. Why we are
opposing the hon. member’s motion is that in our opinion, and
given these recent accomplishments by the Government of
Canada, there is sufficient inquiry powers under the Inquiries
Act and Corrections and Condition Release Act to address
instances where a conditionally released offender commits a
serious crime. The disciplinary inquiry should not be misused
for that purpose.

In all fairness to the government, in all fairness to the people
of Canada, we are very concerned about their security. I regret to
say the opposition benches have not been paying much attention
to our accomplishments. That is why in Reform country and in
other parts of Canada we are trying to reassure Canadians we are
taking their concerns in a most serious sense.

I am very pleased the hon. member for Wild Rose has invited
me once again to his wonderful riding. I have never had the
privilege of going to that part of Alberta. It is one of the most
beautiful provinces in Canada, especially with the Rockies.
During the referendum debate this is an issue we would like to
bring up.

However, we will not support this opposition motion and I
would gladly like to debate this a little further with the hon.
member for Wild Rose in his constituency.

Mr. Myron Thompson (Wild Rose, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, quite
a bit was said by my colleague from Fraser Valley in terms of
giving examples of why Motion No. 19 is on the floor, why we
want this review in place when there has obviously been
something that did not go right. Simply asking for a review
makes sense.

If we parole a killer and he kills somebody again, it is only
common sense that we look at the results that brought us to that
decision. How many times do we have to say that? It is called
accountability. It is time all of us became accountable for that
for which we are responsible.

We have the charter of rights and freedoms. We really need a
charter of responsibilities. It should apply to everyone, includ-
ing members of parole boards.

I believe in this past year there have been some improve-
ments. One improvement was the firing of the previous chair-
man of the parole board and the hiring of the new one. I
compliment the present chairman. I have had many visits with
the present chairman. He wants to ensure to the best of his
ability that the most competent people, the most able, the most
knowledgeable are placed in those positions.



