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dren to take charge of their own destiny. This must be pointed
out and emphasized.

These people have worked very hard and the elders of the
time, as well as today’s negotiators, can now see the results of
their efforts. I think this may be an example to follow for all
First Nations in Canada. As I said, these people negotiated with
determination, but they also did it in a peaceful way and this is
important.

At times, negotiations broke down. As well, there are issues
on which no agreement was reached. Negotiating is not a perfect
solution. The two sides are never completely satisfied. Howev-
er, this exercise was conducted peacefully. It led to an agree-
ment on self-government and a bill to confirm it. As well, the
elders are happy for future generations. This is typical of the
native culture and it is an example which we should follow.

For all these reasons, the Bloc Quebecois will certainly
support Bill C-34.

[English]

Mr. Elwin Hermanson (Kindersley—Lloydminster): Mad-
am Speaker, today the House has been asked to debate Bill C-34,
a bill regarding self-government for aboriginal peoples in
Yukon. The bill apparently affects serious issues such as land,
moneys, language, rights and freedoms, perhaps even constitu-
tional matters.

Reform members have been most co-operative in dealing
with government legislation proposed in the House. We have
had regular consultations with the government and a great
rapport has been built up between our caucus and the govern-
ment with regard to the handling of legislation. We often
disagree on the content of the legislation but we are very happy
to debate the issues in this House. However, we would like to
debate them from a position of knowledge.

We have some real concerns about Bill C-34. The bill was
placed on the Order Paper for one week before the government
finally introduced it yesterday. Members of the Reform Party,
knowing the complexity of this issue as I mentioned earlier,
contacted the minister’s office last week to see if they could be
briefed on the intent of the legislation in order to adequately
prepare for the debate. I suggest that this was a fair request but it
was a request that was denied.

Finally my colleagues received the departmental briefing
only this morning, the very day of the debate. Also, we had less
than 24 hours to review this legislation. As my hon. colleague
from the Bloc mentioned, he was up until three or four o’clock in
the morning trying to wade through all of the material.

Probably one of the reasons it has become so complicated is
that Bill C-34 is directly connected to Bill C-33. While I have
not yet been able to see it, my colleagues tell me that Bill C-33
is nine or ten inches thick. It requires some time to review and to

understand the complications and the factors involved with its
relationship to Bill C-34, the bill we are debating today.

The Reform Party refuses to take part in this type of debate
when it is not properly prepared, through no fault of its own. The
government has not been able to properly manage its legislative
agenda. It is in the position where all of the bills are in
committee, on notice, or have not yet been introduced. Further-
more, it was indicated to our caucus that we would be debating
Bill C-18 today, a bill which we have studied at great length and
are prepared to discuss.
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It is with much regret after having stated these facts that we
feel we cannot contribute in the most meaningful way at this
time on this bill. We do not want to be a part of the government’s
ineptitude. With much respect for the House and wanting to
maintain quality debate, I move:

That this House do now adjourn.

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): The House has heard the
terms of the motion. Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt the
motion?

Some hon. members: Agreed.
Some hon. members: No.

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): All those in favour of
the motion will please say yea.

Some hon. members: Yea.

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): All those opposed will
please say nay.

Some hon. members: Nay.

The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): In my opinion the nays
have it.

And more than five members having risen:
The Acting Speaker (Mrs. Maheu): Call in the members.

(The House divided on the motion, which was negatived on
the following division:)

(Division No. 49)

YEAS
Members
Abbort Ablonczy
Benoit Breitkreuz (Yellowhead)
Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Melville) Bridgman
Brown (Calgary Southcast) Chatters
Cummins Duncan
Epp Forscth
Frazer Gilmour
Gouk Grey (Beaver River)
Grubel Hanger
Hanrahan Harper (Calgary West)
Harper (Simcoe Centre) Hayes
Hermanson Hill (Maclcod)
Hocppner Jennings
Johnston Manning

Martin (Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca)
Meredith

McClelland (Edmonton Southwest)
Morrison



