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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Friday, December 13, 1996

The House met at 10 am.

Prayers

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

[Translation]

CANADIAN FOOD INSPECTION AGENCY ACT

The House resumed, from December 12, 1996, consideration of
Bill C-60, an act to establish the Canadian Food Inspection Agency
and to repeal and amend other Acts as a consequence, as reported
(with amendments) from the committee; and of motions in Group
No. 6.

Mr. Pierre de Savoye (Portneuf, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the bill
before us seeks to establish an agency that will have a number of
powers and responsibilities regarding the food industry.

As you know, in Quebec, we already have a body, namely the
Department of Agriculture, Fisheries and Food, that assumes all
the powers and responsibilities necessary in any state to ensure the
public has access to food that meets modern safety and quality
standards, and does so in a cost effective way.

Thismorning, | speak on behalf of the Bloc Quebecois primarily
to make sure the agency to be established will satisfy the probity
criteria that Canadians and Quebecers should expect.

This is why the Bloc Quebecois proposed a series of amend-
ments and, this morning, we are debating the sixth group of these
amendments. | will now discuss them.

The first one deals with clause 12, lines 28 and 29, on page 4 of
the bill. The amendment that we propose provides that the agency
is exempt from the application of section 7 and subsection 69(3) of
the Public Service Staff Relations Act. It also states that, for the
purposes of paragraph 92(1)(b) of the Public Service Staff Rela
tions Act, the agency is deemed to be designated pursuant to
subsection 92(4) of that act.

Why do we propose this amendment? Because, in its current
form, the agency would be a** separate employer’ under the Public

Service Staff Relations Act, which means that some employees
would lose vested rights.

The purpose of this act is not to take anything away from public
servants, but to ensure a better integration of functions currently
being fulfilled by three different bodies.

This amendment is also in response to a request from the
Professional Ingtitute of the Public Service of Canada. Given the
parliamentary procedure, should the amendment we discussed in
previous days be adopted, it would obviate the need for this
particular amendment.

| should point out that PIPS agrees with the view expressed by
the Public Service Alliance of Canada, except that it is asking that
the bill be amended to allow it to negotiate a number of issues that
are important to its members.

Again, the purpose of the bill is not to wrong public servants, but
to better serve the public from coast to coast.

If the government does not vote in favour of the amendments
being proposed by the Bloc Quebecois, the result will be that
bargaining agents for the agency’s future unionized employees will
not be able to continue to bargain in a certain number of areas.
These areas are as follows. organization of the public service,
assignment of duties to positions within the agency, and classifica-
tion, appointment, evaluation, promotion, demation, transfer, lay-
off, and release of employees for other than disciplinary reasons.

You can see, the whole House can see, that important rights,
substantial protection that is there for the majority of employees
under the Public Service Employment Act will no longer apply to
agency employees when the initia two-year transition period
comes to an end.

This is a situation that must be drawn to the attention of this
House. It was incumbent on the Bloc Quebecois to condemn this
situation because, | repeat, the law must not be used, directly or
indirectly, to tamper with the rights of public servants.

® (1010)

We also have another amendment. The agency is deemed to be
included in the definition of “‘federal undertaking” in section 2 of
the Canada Labour Code, and that that act applies, with such
modifications as the circumstances require, to the agency and its
employees.
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We are proposing this additional amendment because, in its
present form, the agency will be a separate employer as defined
in the Public Service Staff Relations Act.

| would also remind members that we are introducing this
amendment at the request of the Public Service Alliance of Canada.
With respect to the alliance, the government unfortunately did not
take into account the legislative positions put forward by the unions
during consultations held by the government to determine the
agency'’s status. Workers whose positions must be transferred to the
new agency would lose benefits negotiated or integrated with the
National Joint Council. They would thus lose any benefits they had
under the work force adjustment directive. They would also lose
their protection with respect to staffing and classification.

You will understand that, in order to resolve this situation, and at
the same time allow it to improve conditions for its members, the
alliance is therefore asking that the government designate the
agency as covered by the Canada Labour Code. The Bloc Quebe-
cois, through its amendment, is backing the aliance's request
because it is a reasonable one. It meets these criteria: that bills
passed should be for, not against, improving the well-being of
public servants.

| hope the House will also be receptive to thisamendment, which
is so obviously justified, as you can see.

In the few minutes | have left, | will move on to another
amendment in the same block, this one affecting clause 13, lines 30
to 34. This amendment follows on, of course, from the previous
one by the Professional Institute of the Public Service, which also
recommended this one to us.

More specifically, the employees of the agency are to be
appointed pursuant to the Public Service Employment Act, and not,
under the Public Service Staff Relations Act, as the bill reads at
present.

We are bringing in this new amendment because, as it stands at
present—again we must remember that the agency will be a
separate employer under the Public Service Staff Relations Act and
employees must not lose vested rights.

What the Professional Institute of the Public Service is calling
for isalong the same lines as the Alliance, except that the latter also
wants to amend the bill in away that would allow it to negotiate a
number of important matters for its members.

Again, if our amendment were not supported by this House,
there are a number of important matters which could no longer be
negotiated by the agency on behalf of its future unionized staff.

In short, once again the situation isworthy of the attention of this
House, and we are pointing it out because we believe proper
protection is in the best interests of future employees.

| know my timeisvery nearly up, so | will conclude by bringing
to the attention of membersthat, generally speaking, this bill rather
freely opens the door to possible political appointments to the
board and staff of this agency. It would be regrettable, you will
agree, if wewereto end up with abill which might tempt a political
party in power to take advantage of a number of openings to
exercise what is generally called patronage.

® (1015)

When human beings are involved there is always the risk of
human weaknesses, which iswhy | fed it is the duty of this House
to ensure that such patronage could not be possible, by quite simply
making the appropriate changes to the hill to prevent any possibil-
ity of political appointments by the party in power.

[English]

Mr. Elwin Hermanson (Kindersley—Lloydminster, Ref.):
Mr. Speaker, my comments will be brief on group No. 6. This
group of amendments deals with the staffing of the agency. It
would make contracting and privatization of inspection services
very difficult.

I would like to bring to the attention of the House some of the
concerns we heard about this aspect of the bill in committee from
people in the food processing industry.

Currently there is a tremendous amount of food inspection in
some parts of the food processing industry. Maybe thisisthewrong
term to use, but we could amost say that there is overkill with
respect to inspection. | was talking to the manager of a meat
processing facility who said that the federal government insists that
28 inspectors be on site to do the inspection of meat in that facility.
He told me that afacility of the same size in the United States that
processes the same amount of food would require three federal
inspectors. Perhaps threeis not enough, but | would think that 28 is
far too many.

| aso talked to someone in the food processing business who
said that the more federal inspectors there are looking over
employees' shoulders the less diligence there is to ensure they are
processing safe and healthy food. It isreally not their responsibility
to ensure the food is of good quality and safe for human consump-
tion. There is an inspector looking over their shoulder every step of
the way. If anything is not properly inspected it is not the
responsibility of the employees of the processing plant. The focus
is on the inspectors who have failed to do their job.

Many processing plants hire their own inspectors. They feel it is
important to have their own inspectors on site to ensure quality
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control and to ensure that a healthy product is being put on the
shelves for Canadians to eat. Therefore, in some cases there is
duplication.

Bill C-60 would move employees from three departments into
one federal food inspection agency. Those employees are guaran-
teed two years of employment whether they are needed or not. This
draws attention to the fact that the government is not looking at
taxpayers' concerns. It is only looking at maintaining the bureau-
cracy at its present size. It is totally ruling out any possibility of
privatization or downsizing of inspection services within the
guidelines that are required to ensure safe and healthy food for
Canadians. | point that out to the House as another glaring omission
or failure of the Liberal government, one of many that has come to
the attention of Canadians.

We oppose motion No. 14 in group No. 6 because wethink it will
make contracting out or privatizing of inspection services in the
future very difficult. Several of these motions are unnecessary,
such as motions Nos. 15, 16 and 17.

We support motion No. 18. It would give the standing committee
the power to review the agency’s appointment process. My Bloc
colleague reiterated what | said beforein this debate. Patronageisa
problem which needs to be addressed.

Finally, we oppose motion No. 36. It requires the government to
develop a code of conduct for the agency’s employees before the
bill comes into force. While that is not a bad thing, we do not
believe it is necessary in this piece of legislation.

® (1020)

[Translation]

Mr. Claude Bachand (Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Speaker, when my
colleagues asked me to speak to Bill C-60, | looked at the bill and
at the work done by our research group.

| was struck particularly by the motions in group 6, by what my
colleagues had said earlier, and also by the fact that we cannot deny
our past. | am aformer member of the labour movement and proud
of it. | worked for the CNTU for 20 years. Every time the Liberal
government introduces a hill like this one, | think it clearly
contradicts what the red book says about creating jobs, jobs, jobs,
and also what the ministers are saying today.

These ministers often claim they are the workers' friend. They
keep telling us they are on the workers' side. This bill shows once
again, as | said this week, that with friends like these, workers do
not need enemies. The message is clear.

When we talk about vested rights in the labour movement and
when we talk about bargaining power and negotiating on equal
terms, these are important concepts. However, we do not find them
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in this bill. On the contrary, the government wants to axe vested
rights. It wants to axe bargaining power. It wants to axe working
conditions.

| think this is the logic of alunatic. What is the point? What is
the point of telling federal employees today to do something else,
to give up some of their working conditions? These people are
getting poorer and poorer. They are losing their jobs. They are
often forced to get together in groups and bid on jobs from the
government. In the end, we are seeing a loss of jobs and a loss of
working conditions. All this means there is less money in the
system. It does not take long to find out why the system isin such
bad shape.

That is exactly what will happen when the food inspection
agency is established under Bill C-60. You can hear the agency
saying: I am different from other employers. | am a separate
employer. | do not want to be subject to the Public Service Staff
Relations Act””. Really? And so what happens? Workers lose and
are worse off than they were before.

In my riding there are severa abattoirs where a number of
veterinaries and inspectors for Health Canada and Agriculture
Canada are employed. Later on, these people are going to comein
my office and tell me: ““Mr. Bachand, we are losing our terms and
conditions of employment. What can you do for us?’ They are
lucky to have a member from the Bloc Quebecois who is prepared
to listen. There have been several instances where the government
intervened and people wanted to see their Liberal members, but
found the door locked or were met by the police.

We never call the police, not for federal employees, not for the
employees at the Saint-Jean military base and not for the Agricul-
ture Canada employees at Saint-Jean. We invite them in and we
listen to them. These people know that, if a Liberal member were
sitting in the chair of the member for Saint-Jean, they would not be
listened to carefully.

That is one reason we try to defend them as best we can. | think
there are more important things to do than for them to say they are
making progress, that there is a party line and that they are obliged
to do what the minister says. ‘‘ You know, everyone must make an
effort’”. We here this regularly from federal members and minis-
ters.

Finally, along with the agency comes a whole patronage haven.
Think about it: the governor in council appoints the president, who
appoints the executive vice-president. Names are already being
proposed, and the agency has not yet even been set up. Soon, we
will know in advance who will be on the agency’s board of
directors.

Naturally, if the governor in council makes the appointments, it
will not be on the basis of competence. It will most likely be on the
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basis of colour. Bluewill be put to onesidein order to intensify the
red. This is what is likely to happen.

The Liberals' palette of coloursisvery limited: itisred, red, red.
In al likelihood, we will end up with a president appointed by the
governor in council, that is, cabinet—a red president and a red
vice-president. And the rest follows. Then there is an advisory
board. The bill provides, furthermore, that the president will
choose the employees.

® (1025)

Once again, the red chain forms. The president and the vice-
president are appointed by cabinet. When the president goes to
hire, what will the first question be: What party do you belong to?
Competence is being set aside along with working conditions. The
aims of the Bloc Quebecois amendments are to bring this bill a
little more into line and make it a little less arbitrary.

It isaso the aim of the unionsto put an end to employer tyranny.
In this case, the employer isthe federal government, and things are
going even further. The public service isbeing set aside so that now
appointments will be almost political.

Therefore, the amendments proposed by the Bloc are essential. |
would ask the Liberal ministers and members on the other side of
the House to better co-ordinate their words and their actions. Wein
the Bloc are fed up with hearing them say: “We are the workers
good friends” . However, in action, in the legislative agendaand in
fact, they are not the workers' friends. The very opposite is true.

| think the workers' friends are on this side of the House, and not
the other, and this is why we are making amendments that will add
an element of civility to the inspection and that will ensure the
agency is not appointed by the governor in council and cabinet. We
do not want the agency to be all red. We want a competent agency,
which is the reason for the amendments by the Bloc Quebecois. |
hope the government will listen to reason on this bill.

Mrs. Francine Lalonde (Mercier, BQ): Mr. Speaker, to the
hon. members who are surprised to see me speak on this issue, |
should point out that there are severa reasons for my doing so,
particularly the fact that, as a child, | lived next door to a
slaughterhouse. As was customary at the time, during the summer,
the doors were open and the work was performed in front of us
kids. We would watch operations with great curiosity, sometimes
with awe and other feelings | will not get into. It was a small
operation and, in those days, the workers cared about the health of
their customers, their fellow citizens.

Times have changed and, today, slaughterhouses are fairly large
operations owned by very large corporations that may or may not
be as acutely aware of their impact on public health today and in
the future.

First of al, we could look at why the federal government had to
get involved when Quebec had aready taken its responsibilities.
Thereisacertain sensitivity because of what was called the tainted
meat scandal, which set off a public scare that lasted severa
months. It is clear that, over this whole issue of ensuring meat
quality and making sure it is properly handled, thereis, in Quebec,
asensitivity that could certainly be described as distinct and which
explains why this issue is important to the Bloc.

We have every reason to be extremely concerned when we seein
Group No. 6—and that iswhy we are proposing amendmentsto the
contrary—that the agency is excluded from the Public Service of
Canada Act and that the regulations under which the independence
of inspectors used to be guaranteed will be twisted around and,
contrary to what our colleagues are saying, they are very likely to
be strongly profit-driven.

® (1030)

Inspections in any area, be it occupational health and safety or
public health, require that those who conduct them on our behalf be
assured they aretotally and completely free to do what they have to
do when stocks must be rejected or when meat or any by-product
that does not meat quality requirements must be destroyed. As a
result, someone who is hired for a fixed term of service and does
not have the full protection that a collective agreement should
provide in this respect would be likely to give in to direct and
indirect pressure.

Thisis avery serious matter. Because it is debated at the end of
the session, some people may think it is a minor matter. It is not.
Just think of the tragedy that struck England. | am not suggesting
that isthe way we are headed, | am simply saying that the quality of
the job done in inspecting meat and of the procedures used in
slaughterhouses is closely linked to health and that health is not an
area in which we can afford to take chances.

| hope members opposite will vote with us to guarantee this
indispensable independence for those who conduct inspections.
This means that inspectors cannot be removed, or be the object of
monetary or other forms of pressure. Their work is aready difficult
because of a possible self-censorship in these hard times.

Therefore, it is extremely important that the amendments pro-
posed by the Bloc Quebecois be accepted, that common sense
prevail, and that members opposite realize that, while it may not
have affected the other provinces, Quebec—perhaps because of its
history and even culture—went through a particular experience
with the issue of raw milk cheese, which is why we would like to
have control over the inspection of meat but, if thisis not possible,
we want to at least make sure inspectors can enjoy such indepen-
dence. In our opinion, this implies that they be protected by
iron-clad collective agreements.
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Members of this House should realize that thisis clearly a case
where it would be a definite asset to have job security, grievance
rights, and the guarantee of working without being hassled. This
is a plus that must be protected by the party in office, otherwise
it will be responsible for the major inconveniences that could
result. Since we would be the ones paying for these inconven-
iences, we urge the party in office to support our agreements.

Mr. Paul Créte (Kamouraska—Riviére-du-Loup, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, | am pleased to speak today to the Bloc Quebecois's
amendments to the Canadian Food Inspection Agency Act, because
the Liberals seem to have nothing to say about this bill.

® (1035)

Why is this? Because they have a short term vision. They are
prepared to set aside Canada's reputation in the food inspection
sector in order to be able to appoint their friends to the good
positions and to control the entire staffing process. Since this
government is unable to create jobs, it feels it must at least find
some way of hiring its friends and dispensing a bit of patronage.

That is why the Liberals have nothing to say today. Nobody is
rising to speak on the Liberal majority side. We do not hear a peep
out of them. We do not know whether they have anything to say in
defence of their bill.

| would also like to say that, in the area of food inspection, it is
very important that the people who will be working for the
proposed agency be completely free of all forms of influence.

There are large companies that are major stakeholders in the
food sector and that are in a position to influence political parties,
so it is very important to ensure that the agency will be indepen-
dent. When inspectors do their rounds and make decisions, they
must be able to do so with full knowledge of the facts and without
undue influence.

The way political parties are funded in Canada, with large
companies like Canada Packers being allowed to make contribu-
tions of $10,000, $20,000 or $50,000, when the time comes to
declare a facility unsanitary, the telephones may well start ringing.

If the agency is not independent of the government because its
president has been appointed by the government, there is a chance
that inspectors may be prevented from doing their work properly.
There will be the same kind of difficulties as in the past.

Itisalready very difficult in the present context to do thiswork. |
recognize the quality of the people working in this difficult field.
Some things have important economic impacts. Let us get our act
together now so as not to add the additional burden of political
partisanship that the government’s bill is paving the way for. When
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the time comes to make appointments to the Canadian Food
Inspection Agency, some difficult choices will be compounded by
having to consider the poalitical affiliation of candidates.

We have already seen this sort of thing with other boards, in
other sectors such as immigration, and parole. A number of years
ago, people were appointed to positions simply because of their
political affiliation. This always creates problems, because some-
times the calibre of decisions made is adversely affected.

Let usrecall somethingsthat have happened in the past. It would
perhaps be a good thing for the government to look into the Bloc
Quebecois amendment to clause 93 more thoroughly. The purpose
of this amendment is to prevent the act from coming into force
until a code of conduct and ethics to govern the appointment of
employees by the Agency has been prepared jointly by the unions
and the Department of Agriculture and Agri-Food. In this way, the
rules of the game would be very clear and public, and no political
interference with the appointment of employees would be possible.

The objective is to do away, for once and for al, with the
patronage which could very easily set in within this agency, given
the pyramid of appointments set out in the hill. | believe that the
appointments set out in the bill for the management of the agency
make this bill sufficiently partisan already. Now they want to take
away the employees present autonomy and independence which
help build Canada’s reputation in the area of food inspection.

Although inspectors may sometimes be perceived as a little
inflexible, they are gaining a reputation for quality and honesty.
The government is taking a backward step by sacrificing, not
necessarily to privatization, but aso by trying to lay a path to
enable it to appoint people just about everywhere.

If the act is adopted as it stands, | predict that Canada's food
inspection system will have taken on a new image before 10 years
have passed. Things will be like they used to be before with the
harbourmaster appointments. Food inspection appointments will
be the same. We will see a return to the old system, where
everybody in the agency changes when the government changes.

® (1040)

This kind of situation is entirely inappropriate in an area like
food inspection, where we need some degree of independenceand a
reputation for quality. Decisions must be made sensibly and
objectively, not based on the political affiliation of the appointee.

In a way, this would be very insulting to those who have
performed these duties in the past. The hill provides no guarantee
that incumbents who have performed their duties for 10, 15 or 20
years with the utmost competence will keep their positions. A
choice will be made, and since there are no objective criteria, we
have no guarantee that in the process, thiswill not be an occasion to
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settle old grievances, as has been known to happen in the past in
certain organizations.

Granted, this could aso be an opportunity to get rid of people
who are perhaps less qualified, but some very competent people
could be ousted as well. In the inspection field, someone who does
hisjob conscientiously, as well as hisimmediate superiors, may be
subject to all kinds of pressure. If he has job security, if he has a
guarantee that his job will not be on the line whenever he makes a
decision, he will do a much better job and stand up for the
consumer, for those who in the end will purchase the products.

In my opinion, this bill to establish the Canadian Food Inspec-
tion Agency is based on a principle that may be attractive to
federalists, and | am referring to the fact that instead of the three
intervenors we had in the past, the government finally decided to
keep only one, but it overlooked one thing. The provinces already
have their own food inspection systems. And as we saw in the case
of raw milk cheese, there are also a number of cultural differences
between the various parts of Canada.

I mentioned another example connected with food inspection,
when adisease is found in a herd of cattle or sheep or whatever. In
the past, and this applied to sheep, al animals liable to contract the
disease were saughtered. This worked very well in Quebec, where
herds of sheep consist of around 200 or 300 head. The practice, the
regulations were changed ayear and ahalf ago, following represen-
tations by producers in western Canada. This is understandable,
because they have thousands of animals in each herd.

However, now they use quarantine. If a producer has 200 or 300
animals, putting them in quarantine is the equivaent of killing his
business. I's there no way to give the provinces jurisdiction in such
cases, because respecting the jurisdiction of the provinces would
make for an inspection system that would reflect local economic
conditions.

The same applies to the fisheries. There is no single rule that
works for all Canada-wide systems. We have always found that
“wall to wall”” does not give satisfactory results. Now, when you
add the variable—the possibility of political patronage, political
influence in decisions—the regulations and the operating standards
will become very malleable. This cannot be if we are to ensure that
food is properly inspected in Canada in the future.

Let us return to the underlying principles. Yes, let us try to
reduce the number of people involved. Yes, let us respect provin-
cial jurisdiction. However, most importantly, let us give those who
have to do the job room to manoeuvre, enough autonomy to make
the right choices and to stand up to business when they have to
intervene so that, in the end, in five or ten years, Quebec’s and
Canada's food inspection system will continue to be recognized

internationally as one of the best in the world. In aworld where the
scope of exports continues to grow, we must avoid running the risk
of crises or harming our producers in a few years' time.

The winners are the producers and the consumers if inspectors
are autonomous in their decisions. | invite the Liberal mgjority,
which is silent this morning, to listen to our arguments and to
accept these amendments, particularly the one | was defending.

Mr. Michel Bellehumeur (Berthier—Montcalm, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, | have been listening to the speeches by my hon.
colleagues with great interest. It is becoming clear to methat thisis
an issue of great concern to all members of the official opposition,
the Bloc Quebecois, whether they come from a rural riding or an
urban riding on theisland of Montreal, like the hon. member sitting
next to me. Thisisan issue of great concern not only to the people
of Quebec, but also to everyone in English Canada.

® (1045)

As far as | am concerned, this is a bill | followed closely
because, as you probably know, the riding of Berthier—Montcalm
is a major producer of poultry, quails, ducks and pork. There are
therefore many slaughterhouses in our riding and this industry is
very important for the riding.

Just recently, in my capacity as the federal member for my
riding, | have had to fight quite hard to keep some slaughterhouses
open and particularly to have the onein Saint-Esprit reopened. | am
sure that you will see no objection to my saluting at this time the
people who have fought to have this slaughterhouse reopened and |
thank them because, as a result, 120 jobs were created and
investments amounting to some $7 million were made in the riding
of Berthier—Montcalm, all of this thanks to the support of the
community, the investors and the pork producers of the Lanaudiére
region.

That being said, | gave these figures to show how important this
industry is, in Quebec in particular, because Quebec is a major
processor of raw material, be it the raw milk we have heard about
on the hill, poultry or pork. It is therefore very important to us to
have a bill dealing specifically with this industry, that meets the
specific, or distinct, needs of Quebecers. There too lies our
distinctiveness.

Unfortunately, | must say that Bill C-60 before us this morning
does not meet these objectives. | think this bill will not meet the
government’s objective of facilitating the development of this
industry. Worse yet, it does not give any guarantee concerning the
whole inspection process. When there is no guarantee, one may be
less tempted to invest money. If the changes made to the rules of
the game are not very clear initialy, investors will start asking
questions, especialy in Quebec.
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Again in this area, Quebec is a distinct society, since we aready
have a complete food inspection organization. The Government
of Quebec unified this whole field. If the Government of Canada
had followed through with the resolutions that were passed here
in this House, it would have done something about this. The
government, and especialy the Prime Minister and the Deputy
Prime Minister, often remind us that a resolution was passed in
this House to recognize Quebec's distinctiveness. We in the
opposition say that this resolution was nothing but a smoke screen,
that it gives Quebec no additional jurisdiction and means nothing
to Quebecers.

The subject matter of this bill is really quite mundane. Food
inspection is not nearly as important as constitutional matters—
which does not mean it is not important. This bill should have
reflected the government’s resolution recognizing Quebec's dis-
tinctiveness, if it meant something, but it does not mean anything.
There is nothing in it to prove otherwise. This resolution does not
mean anything. Had it meant something, the bill we are studying
this morning would have contained awhol e chapter specifically for
Quebec, as our distinctiveness extends to the food inspection area.
But the government did not do anything because the resolution it
adopted does not mean anything, and we will have to remember
that.

That being said, the group of amendments introduced by the
Bloc Quebecois is aimed at preventing patronage. Unfortunately,
“patronage’” and “‘Libera’ seem to be synonymous. After con-
demning the Conservatives during the 1993 election campaign,
what are the Liberas doing today? The exact same thing.

® (1050)

Perhaps the only difference—one must render unto Caesar what
belongs to Caesar—is that they may be doing it more intelligently
than the Conservatives. They hide what they are doing. They work
behind the scene. They give themselves nice little tailor-made laws
to disguise patronage. This is a case in point. Listen to this: the
government reserves the option to appoint the vice-chairman and
the 12 people who will sit on the committee. It is the government
that will decide who to appoint according to criteria about which
we know nothing so far.

Furthermore, nothing in the bill guarantees that the current
inspectors, who are doing a good job and seeing to the quality of
products offered to consumers, will be hired by the agency. If they
contribute to the coffers of the Liberal Party, maybe they will have
a better chance of working for the agency. This is what the
government is doing under the cover of law to ease their con-
science. But one needs to review this in detail in order to
understand.

We, in the Bloc Quebecoais, are open in the way we collect the
funds for our election campaigns, in the way we get our funding—

Government Orders

since it is public funding, we are open, we show our books, we
have nothing to hide—and we would like the government to do the
same in its laws regarding staffing in order to avoid patronage and
especially to force them to honour some of the commitmentsin the
famous red book.

During the 1993 election campaign—you may not remember it,
Mr. Speaker, the government may not remember it either—there
were promises of transparency, integrity, ethics, non partisan
politics, appointments according to predetermined criteria, should
the Liberals form the next government.

Today, we are giving them the opportunity to be consistent for
the first timein three years—it should not be too much to ask—and
support the amendments we are proposing since in fact the thrust of
these amendments is transparency. | am referring to Motions Nos
18 and 36 moved by Bloc Quebecois agriculture critic, the member
for Frontenac, seconded by a member who has his constituents
interests at heart, | mean the member for Kamouraska—Riviére-
du-L oup.

It might be worth reading them so that people who are listening
can see that what we are proposing makes sense, and that the
Liberal government is breaking another one of its election prom-
ises, in terms of transparency this time. We are asking the
government to include the following requirement in the bill:

One year after the Agency is established, the President shall provide, for study, to
such committee of the House of commons as is designated or established to consider
agricultural matters, a detailled report respecting the criteria used in making
appointments under subsection (1).

We want the government to clearly state the criteria used to hire
employees. We want a level playing field for everyone, be it a
member of the Liberal Party of Canada or not. Isthis clear enough,
is it not?

| believe the Liberal government should support this amend-
ment. | believe the government opposite will pass this amendment,
if it wants to follow through on its famous red book’s promise of
transparency. No doubt it slipped their mind. | am sure the
government simply forgot to include such aprovision, asit happens
sometimes at the last minute when bills are being prepared. We are
giving them the opportunity to keep their own election promises by
supporting this amendment.

The other amendment is similar. Its purpose is the same: equal
opportunity for everybody who might want ajob in the agency and
all the inspectors or employees already working for that depart-
ment.

® (1055)

| see my time is up. It goes by so fast. | will speak to the other
groups later on because, as | said earlier, thisis a subject of great
concern for me, given its importance for my constituents.
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[English]

TheActing Speaker (Mr. Milliken): Isthe House ready for the
question?

Some hon. members: Question.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Milliken): The questions on the
motionsin Group No. 6 are deemed to have been put, in accordance
with the order made yesterday.

Accordingly, the House may proceed with the debate on Group
No. 7. Motions Nos. 19 and 20 are deemed to have been moved and
seconded.

[Translation]

Mr. Maurice Bernier (Mégantic—Compton—Stanstead,
BQ): Mr. Speaker, there are three or four minutes remaining before
statements by members. This means | will rise again after oral
question period, but | want to start dealing with the amendments
moved by the Bloc Quebecois on clause 16, which in fact is Group
No. 7 of amendments to Bill C-60.

As my colleagues have been saying since we started our
speeches, we see thereis aguiding principle behind this bill, which
is the establishment of an iron-clad patronage system. We will be
able to show this also with clause 16, which will ensure the creation
of an agency that will have lost all its credibility even before it is
set up. People will not trust the work done by the employees of this
agency. Who will be the real losersin this bad decision based only
on political partisanship? It will be the people in general, because,
if we do not trust the work done by the agency’s employees, we will
not trust the inspection and this will have disastrous consequences.

The real question we must ask at this stage is whether the Bloc
Quebecois' concern | just mentioned is also a concern among the
people.

Let me say that | am very proud of my colleagues from different
ridings, urban ones, such as the hon. member for Mercier, who just
spoke to this hill, semi-urban ones, such as my colleague from
Saint-Jean, or rural ones like my own. | am thinking more
specifically of the hon. member for Richelieu, who is known to be
close to his congtituents. If there is a member in this House whom
we can say is close to people, it is the member for Richelieu.

You are indicating that my time is running out, Mr. Speaker. |
will conclude and resume after question period.

But allow me finish what | was saying in praise of the member
for Richelieu. | was saying heis close to people, heis even perhaps
the equivalent of the worker-priest in Montreal, a few years ago,
who drove a taxi and whom we used to call “the Good Lord in a
taxi”. Using the example of the Montreal “Good Lord in ataxi”,
we could say the hon. member for Richelieu is Mr. Demaocracy. If a
member like my colleague from Richelieu condemns this hill, it is
because the whole population of Quebec is condemning it.

[English]

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Milliken): It being eleven o’ clock,
the House will now proceed to Statements by Members.

STATEMENTSBY MEMBERS
[English]

NORTHERN LIGHTSFESTIVAL

Mr. Ovid L. Jackson (Bruce—Grey, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, |
would like to pay tribute to the Northern Lights Festival in Owen
Sound.

The festival is a spectacular display of lights along the banks of
Sydenham River in the heart of the city in celebration of Christmas
and the holiday season.

This year the festival has been been expanded to reach the inner
harbour and now includes two ferry boats, the Cheecheeman and
the Nindayama. The boats and trees along the harbour and river
banks are trimmed with Christmas lights which shimmer and are
reflected in the inner harbour waters.

The Northern Lights Festival is a volunteer effort that is
generously supported by businesses and the people from Owen
Sound and the surrounding area. It is a major tourist attraction
drawing busloads of people from Bruce—Grey and al of south-
western Ontario.

| congratulate all the volunteers and participants who have made
this project such a success. The lights symbolize their hard work
and dedication to the festival and remind us all of the true spirit of
Christmas.

* Kk %

ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT

Mr. Paul Forseth (New Westminster—Burnaby, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, this week Canadians saw once again how the Prime
Minister is compared to a box of assorted chocolates: You have no
idea what you are going to get. Now it seems that the Minister of
the Environment wants to be one of those assorted chocolates. His
legislation may look okay, but watch out for the inside.

This past Tuesday the environment minister refused to commit
to conducting a full environmental assessment of the proposed
testing of U.S. plutonium in the Candu reactors even though he is
required to do so under his own Canadian Environmental Assess-
ment Act. As the law states, an environmental assessment is
required if afederal authority getsinvolved. He said we should be
cautious about plutonium but yesterday his party voted against a
Reform Party bill that would ban the importation of nuclear waste
into Canada.

The Prime Minister made an election promise to abolish the
GST, then broke faith. The environment minister promised to
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protect the environment, and then he does not act. The minister is
great at introducing legislation, but then he will not use the law.

With the Reform Party, every time you open the box, you know it
is a fresh start that realy satisfies.

[Translation]

APPOINTMENT OF LISE THIBAULT

Mrs. Maud Debien (Laval East, BQ): Mr. Speaker, yesterday,
the Prime Minister appointed Lise Thibault lieutenant governor of
Quebec.

A motion was passed by the Quebec National Assembly request-
ing more of asay in the appointment of the lieutenant governor, but
the Prime Minister chose to ignore it. Once again, the Prime
Minister of Canada is giving us an example of decentralized
federalism at its best.

Let it be clear that the Bloc Quebecois wants the position of
lieutenant governor to disappear, along with the Senate. The Bloc
Quebecois regards both of these as unnecessary, expensive and
outdated, a throwback to the colonia era.

These remarks concerning the function of lieutenant governor in
no way reflect on the dignity and great worth of Mrs. Thibault as a
person, and we welcome the appointment of a woman to that
position.

[English]

PASSENGER RAIL SERVICE

Mr. Vic Althouse (Mackenzie, NDP): Mr. Speaker, four million
people use passenger rail service each year in Canada. They do so
because it is fast, efficient, curtails pollution and saves jobs.

Many of these four million people have sent small cards to the
government stating their wish for rail service to continue to be one
of their transportation options. Today | carried about 150 pounds of
these small cards to the Prime Minister’s office to let him know of
their interest and intent.

| note that the red book spoke of implementing an infrastructure
investment program. Some railway people have produced position
papers showing that high speed rail, at speeds in excess of 300
kilometres an hour, is technically feasible since Canadian compa-
nies are bidding on French and American contracts. High speed rall
could also improve air quality, public safety and is economically
and financialy feasible.

It is time the government considered investing to bring about
improvements to Canada's infrastructure and to our way of life.

S0.31
THE ENVIRONMENT

Mrs. Jean Payne (St. John’s West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | want
to commend the Minister of the Environment who this week tabled
legidation which will strengthen the Canadian Environmental
Protection Act known as CEPA.

One of the key elements of this new legidation is a stronger
emphasis on prevention, as the minister himself said, on being
proactive rather than reactive when it comes to reducing pollution
and controlling toxic substances.

As members know, Canada is known the world over for its
natural beauty and vast green areas. Canadians do not want this
reputation tarnished. The increased focus on prevention contained
in the new legislation is a sign that this government is listening to
the concerns of Canadians and is working to safeguard the environ-
ment.

COM DEV INTERNATIONAL

Mr. Janko Peri¢ (Cambridge, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, through
strategic investments in research and development, COM DEV
International of Cambridge has established itself as an internation-
al leader in the design and production of equipment for satellite
payloads. Eighty per cent of its annual revenues are from exports
which demonstrates an ability to compete in the global economy. It
illustrates how Canadians with vision can succeed.

® (1105)

Founded in Canada and Canadian owned, it has grown from a
small start-up company to one which employs over 1,000 people
with facilities in Canada, Europe and Asia. Its equipment has been
chosen to fly on over 300 satellites. Its customers include NASA
and all major commercial prime contractors. In 1996 alone, COM
DEV created over 200 new jobs.

COM DEV is Canada's premier supplier of satellite payload
equipment. This business success story needs to be recognized.
COM DEV continues to boldly face the future with continued R
and D, capital investment and expansion into new markets. We
must all work together to help companies such as COM DEV to
continue to succeed and generate economic wealth for Canada.

Merry Christmas.

THISTLETOWN COMMUNITY BREAKFAST CLUB

Mr. Roy Cullen (Etobicoke North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, imagine
the efficiency of a program that can feed breakfast to upwards of
200 children five days a week throughout the school year at a cost
of 30 cents per child per day. Imagine the tremendous loss to the
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children serviced by this program if it were to close down due to
funding cuts.

I would like to acknowledge the outstanding service the Thistle-
town Community Breakfast Club provides to the children of
Etobicoke North. The breakfast club at Greenholm Junior Public
School provides a hearty breakfast for 200 children each morning
before class.

The link between proper nutrition and educational performance
is well documented. When children are preoccupied by hunger,
they cannot concentrate on reading or arithmetic. Thisis a danger-
ous lost opportunity for both the child and for society as a whole.

Through the efforts of the small staff and committed volunteers
at the Thistletown Community Breakfast Club, children from low
income families are able to start their day in a positive way with
healthy food and a chance to interact with peers and volunteerswho
care.

Both the mission and the financial operation of this program are
impressive. | fully support the efforts of the Thistletown Communi-
ty Breakfast Club. | urge those who control the funding for this
essential service to continue to support this important program.

[Translation]

CREDIT CARDS

Mr. Pierre de Savoye (Portneuf, BQ): Mr. Speaker, yesterday
morning, at a press conference | attended, the Association coopéra-
tive d’ économie familiale de |’ Outaouais announced that more than
40 consumer associations in Quebec had just formed a coalition to
ask that legislation be passed to cap credit card interest rates.

It is interesting to note how many associations have come
forward in support of the Outaouais ACEF campaign and how
quickly they did so. These are associations from every region of
Quebec, including alarge number of co-operative home economics
associations, the Service budgétaire et communautaire de Jon-
quiére, the Carrefour d entraide Drummond, the diocese of Gati-
neau-Hull, Logemen’ occupe and many more.

These associations support the coalition of federal members of
Parliament demanding that banks and stores lower the interest rates
on their credit cards.

As a member of the executive of this coalition of federal MPs
and on behalf of all members of the Bloc Quebecois, | want to
congratulate these associations and their volunteers and to thank
them for their support on this issue.

[English]

PROPANE

Mr. David Chatters (Athabasca, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to ask the Minister of Finance to implement arebate program
to help seniors on fixed incomes, low income individuals and
families, and farmers cope with a sudden and sharp increase in the
price of propane of up to 120 per cent since last August.

This program would rebate part of the huge increase in the price
of propane and would be funded by the increased amount of money
this government will receive through corporate taxes due to the
windfall profits of the manufacturers. Furthermore, | would pro-
pose that this program have a sunset clause dated for the spring of
1997 when the supply of propane should be back to normal.

Something must be done to help these individuals who are
suffering great hardship due to this huge increase in the cost of
home heating.

This government claims to be the saviour of the poor and the
downtrodden. Let it demonstrate compassion now by implement-
ing such a program.

MICROCREDIT SUMMIT

Mr. Mac Harb (Ottawa Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, more than
onein five people on Earth livesin poverty. That isover onehillion
people who are unable to provide for their own basic needs and the
needs of their family.

In February 1997 parliamentarians from around the world will
attend the first ever Microcredit summit in Washington, D.C. This
conference has been organized to launch an important global fight
against poverty.

The Microcredit summit will be the first stage in a 10-year
campaign to reach 100 million of the world’s poorest families by
the year 2005. The goal is to provide these people with access to
Microcredit for self-employment and in the process, provide the
opportunity to free themselves from poverty and live with dignity.

 (1110)

This campaign targets the poor in industrialized countries and
the developing countries of the third world.

| would like to take this opportunity to thank Results Canada for
their hard work in organizing the Microcredit summit. Their
commitment to ending world poverty is truly commendable.
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[Translation]

POSTAL SERVICES

Mrs. Anna Terrana (Vancouver East, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, last
week, three postal workers came to see me, to complain that the
post office would no longer deliver flyers and other mail items
currently handled by part-time workers.

These workers earn a little over $7 per hour. Most of them are
single mothers, people with disabilities and immigrants, and thisis
their only job. If they lose it, these 10,000 workerswill havetorely
on unemployment insurance or social assistance.

[English]

These postal workers were supposed to be hired by the private
companies that are taking over the distribution of the ad mail.
Instead these companies are advertising for children nine years of
age or over to take over the service. Some advertisements even
read: “‘If you—are old enough to read this notice—". The pay
would be minimal, like one-quarter of a cent per flyer delivered.

It isa sad situation which has brought much sorrow to the people
losing the jobs and to their families. | hope that these jobs can be
saved for the good of the workers and their families.

Happy holidays, Mr. Speaker.

PRINCIPAL PIPE ORGAN COMPANY

Mr. John Finlay (Oxford, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | want to
recognize the work of a company in my riding of Oxford.

ThePrincipal Pipe Organ Company of Woodstock was asked two
years ago to dismantle the Dominion Carillon in the Peace Tower.
Twenty-one of the smaller bells, the keyboard and most of the
remaining components were safely stored in the basement of the
Confederation Building.

The company spent five weeks bringing everything back to the
tower, reinstalling and adjusting the carillon. The clock was
cleaned, repaired and adjusted. The Westminster chime and hour
strike mechanisms and the clock movements were replaced.

Thanks to the hard work of Principal Pipe Organ we are once
again able to hear the wonderful sounds of the Dominion Carillon.
On behalf of al members of this House, | would like to congratu-
late Principal Pipe Organ for their excellent work.

S0.31

[Translation]

RADIO CANADA INTERNATIONAL

Mr. Philippe Paré (L ouis-Hébert, BQ): Mr. Speaker, thanksin
part to the pressure exerted by the official opposition, we learned
yesterday that Radio Canada International was granted a last
minute reprieve for another year.

Recently, in Ottawa, the Minister of Foreign Affairs addressed a
group of people involved in foreign policy and in the communica
tions and computer industries. The minister then proposed an
international information strategy to alow Canada to exert a
political, economic and cultural influence in the context of global-
ization.

The government is making the broadcast of Canadian culture and
values apriority in itsforeign policy. According to the minister, we
must find a way to put our new technologies and expertise at the
service of our country abroad, and to promote Canada throughout
the world.

However, some consistency is required. If we are to keep open
Canada's window on the world, it is essential to ensure the long
term survival of Radio Canada International.

[English]

PRIME MINISTER
Mr. Chuck Strahl (Fraser Valley East, Ref.):

"Twas the night of the Town Hall and all through the House,
All the Liberals cringed as Canadians groused.

The Prime Minister stammered, then denied his own words,
As he tried to defend the absurdly absurd.

“l never did say that,” he said to the crowd,

While the lady who asked him was gasping out loud.
“l never said kill, or abolish or scrap”,

And the people who listened thought he had snapped.

“l have some advice” said the leader with pluck,

“If you don't have a job, you can rely on blind luck.”
Then he screwed up his anger and foamed at the lips,
As he blamed it on God, and on tapes and on slips.

Then out in the country there arose such a clatter,

The Prime Minister’s handlers asked: “‘What is the matter?”
They pulled down the blinds, turned the lights way down low,
Then sprang to the TV to replay the show.

And what to their wondering eyes should appear,

But the truth, which is something they’ve never held dear.
So they slumped in their chairs and they watched the assembled,
Endure the sight of a Prime Minister as he boldly dissembled.
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Mr. Speaker, the Prime Minister is as Prime Minister does.

* % *
® (1115)

MOTHERSAGAINST DRUNK DRIVING

Mr. John Richardson (Perth—Wellington—Waterloo, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, every year drunk driving leaves a terrible trail of
death, injury, heartbreak and destruction. On average over four
people are killed every day as a result of alcohol related vehicle
accidents. That is why | would like to pay tribute today to the
hardworking people at Mothers Against Drunk Driving, sometimes
known as MADD.

MADD’s mission is to stop drunk driving and support victims of
violent crime. The locad MADD chapters transform individual
experiences of both concerned citizens and victims into activism
for the public good. These committed volunteers are brought
together in pursuit of their shared goal: preventing further casual-
ties.

One of these committed workers is Mrs. Joan Hemsworth, a
specia constituent of mine who is working hard to establish a
MADD chapter in Perth county. | salute her for her effortsto bring
the good work of MADD to Perth county. | encourage my
constituents to lend their support to Joan for this worthy clause.

To all Canadians this holiday, | urge you not to drink and drive.

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

[Translation]

GOODS AND SERVICESTAX

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, the Prime Minister has had to face some sharp criticism
this week, not just in the House, but also during a television
broadcast, in the course of which he was questioned by members of
the public. They reminded the Prime Minister that, during the last
election campaign, he had promised to scrap the GST, something
he denied. But the Prime Minister was seen and heard on Toronto’s
CFRB in August 1993 saying, and | quote: ““Yes, | will scrap the
GST”.

Will the Deputy Prime Minister finally admit that the Prime
Minister made such a statement, so that we are not forced to
conclude that some look-alike played a dirty trick on him, because
we al know that the Prime Minister definitely did not tell alie?

Hon. Paul Martin (Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, |
believe the member is quoting from an interview given by the

Prime Minister on CFRB on August 26. | would like to put the
quotation in context by giving it in its entirety.

[English]

Hesaid: “ Yes, | will abolishiit, but | need the money. It istaking
$15 billion and | will have to collect another $15 billion. So you go
and sit down in avery civilized way and say to the provinces that
the poor small businesses have items with federal tax, other items
with provincia tax, or both, or sometimes none. So we have to
clean up that mess and produce $15 billion”.

[Translation]

| think the member should at least be honest enough to quote the
Prime Minister in context.

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, the most honest people are the ones capable of supplying
their own answers to questions put to them, instead of relying on a
finance minister who admitted to having made an honest mistake.

The Prime Minister did not conduct the last election campaign
on his own. He did it with a team, which was elected with a
majority, except in Quebec. The Minister of Finance admitted that
it was an honest mistake; the Deputy Prime Minister resigned
because she thought she had understood, along with many other
people, that the Prime Minister had promised to scrap the GST, and
this was the Minister of Finance's understanding as well, because
he said it was an honest mistake. If that was not his understanding,
there is an inconsistency, because he said it was a mistake. So, this
whole business is certainly confusing.

How can the Deputy Prime Minister explain that the Minister of
Finance said that it was an honest mistake, that she resigned, that
everyone understood the same thing, except the Prime Minister,
who claims he did not say, or did not think he said that? We would
like to understand these three versions, his version, her version and
the version of the gentleman who is not answering this morning.

Hon. Paul Martin (Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the member is well aware that, when | made the statement here in
the House, | did so for the government.

® (1120)
Mr.

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ):
Speaker, that is an even bigger problem.

| am pleased to hear the Minister of Finance, who speaks on
behalf of the government, being so honest, but those of us who took
Politics 101 always understood that the Prime Minister was part of
the government. He is therefore speaking on behalf of the Prime
Minister if he is speaking on behalf of the government. He is
therefore saying, on behalf of the Prime Minister: “It was an
honest mistake”’. That is not what the Prime Minister issaying. The
more versions we hear, the less we understand. You need a strong
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ego to be in poalitics. Every politician knows this, but what you
really need most is a very large amount of humility.

Would the Finance Minister promise to advise the Prime Minis-
ter to show a little more humility, and above al, to have the
wisdom to admit his mistake, honest or not?

Hon. Paul Martin (Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, |
repeat.

Here in this House—and the Prime Minister happened to be
here— | was speaking for the government. When aminister speaks
in the House, he does so for the government. | gave the circum-
stances, and | made the statement.

Once again, | think that we should look a what the Prime
Minister said during the election campaign, even in the interview
cited by the member. The Prime Minister said, in English:

[English]

We will look at other alternatives. All sorts of systems are being
proposed. We wanted to take the time to sit down with the
provinces. That is what we did. We wanted to listen to business
people. That iswhat we did. We wanted to listen to citizens. That is
what the Prime Minister said and that is what we did.

[Translation]

That iswhat we did. The House finance committee took two and
ahalf yearstolook at 20 options. In the end, they heard from small
and medium size businesses, those that create the most jobs, and
we did what they wanted to do, which was to institute a process for
creating a harmonized tax, which is much simpler and more
effective when it comes to job creation.

Mr. Yvan Loubier (Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, we do indeed have a big problem, as my colleague, the hon.
member for Laurier—Sainte-Marie has pointed out, because the
Minister of Finance and the Prime Minister are both members of
the same government, claim to speak on behalf of the government,
but are not saying the same things. We are in trouble here, it makes
no sense.

During the 1993 campaign, the Prime Minister said, and | quote,
“We will scrap the GST”. Yet this week he informs us that
“scrap”’, when trandated into French, becomes ‘ harmoniser’ —
harmonize.

My question is for the Minister of Finance. Can he explain to us
why it will cost the federal government $1 billion to scrap the GST
in the maritimes, when harmonizing it in Quebec cost him nothing?

Hon. Paul Martin (Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the hon. member is well aware that, when fundamental changes
occur in a province or in a region of the country, it is the
responsibility, the duty, of the federal government to help that
province or region to adjust. We have, moreover, done just that on

Oral Questions

many occasions for Quebec. We have done so on many occasions
for the western provinces.

We made an offer to the provinces which would have sustained a
loss of revenue as a result of harmonization. We offered to help
those provinces. The ones €eligible were the Atlantic provinces,
Manitoba and Saskatchewan. The provinces which were not eligi-
ble under the criteria were Ontario, Quebec, Alberta and British
Columbia. The three Atlantic provinces accepted the offer.

Mr. Yvan Loubier (Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, it really takes a lot of courage for the Minister of Finance to
defend the totally undefendable position of the Prime Minister. He
has my total admiration.

In another vein, we were speaking of the provinces just now.
According to Quebec Minister of Finance Bernard Landry, Quebec
would be entitled to $2 billion in compensation for harmonizing its
sales tax with the federal GST.

Will the Minister of Finance respond favourably to Quebec's
demand for compensation, or will he give Quebecers proof that
they are left footing the bill for a bad campaign promise?

® (1125)

Hon. Paul Martin (Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, |
have already responded to the hon. member’s question, and | have
already responded to Mr. Landry: we have offered compensation to
the provinces which sustained losses. Quebec did not. Ontario will
not. The same goes for Alberta and British Columbia.

| do not think the hon. member would want me to offer
compensation to provinces which did not sustain aloss. That would
make no sense.

[English]

TAXATION

Miss Deborah Grey (Beaver River, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, this
dancing gives new meaning to the words revenue neutral. | cannot
believe what | am hearing today.

“Scrap, kill and abolish the GST”. That is what the Prime
Minister promised Canadians in the last election. That is he
promised the House Commons in May 1994 and that is what he
promised his own caucus evidently. We have the tapes and the tapes
do not lie. Now we have the eye witness account and proof from the
member for York South—Weston.

| ask this question once again because we still do not have an
answer. Will the Prime Minister admit that he broke it and he blew
it? Fess up.

Hon. Paul Martin (Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
every time | heard the Prime Minister deal with the question of the
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GST, he put it within the context of a government that was unable
to give up $15 hillion in revenue.

The Prime Minister made it very clear it was crucial to sit down
with the provinces and come up with a simplified system that
would work. What the Prime Minister said was what this govern-
ment did.

It put in place a House of Commons finance committee that went
across the country for two and one-half years. It looked at 20
alternatives. At the end of the piece those who were creating jobs,
the small and medium size business community, said to us: “We
would like to see a harmonized tax. We want to see one tax auditor,
one set of tax forms”.

This government wants to create jobs, unlike the myth on the
other side. Basicaly that is what the small and medium sized
business community did and gave us a tax system that is going to
work.

Miss Deborah Grey (Beaver River, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, | think
it has been proved time and time again that the tax system is not
working. This minister has a nerve to try to blame this on the
provinces. It is just unbelievable.

This morning this same finance minister admitted to the Press
Club that the Liberals may have promised more than they could
actualy deliver.

The finance minister has apol ogized twice now. Even the Deputy
Prime Minister has apologized once. What is the problem here?
Can the Prime Minister not admit that he has some shortcomings?
There is no great shame in that. Just say sorry.

Hon. Paul Martin (Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, |
think the Canadian people would like to know this. Members of the
Reform Party were part of the finance committee that went across
the country. They said they supported the harmonized tax. In fact
Reform members said they would go beyond the harmonized tax
and would tax food and drugs. We said we would not do that.

How can the Reform Party stand up in the House and criticize the
harmonized sales tax when it is part and parcel of its policies?

Miss Deborah Grey (Beaver River, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, the
minority report said quite clearly that Reform would balance the
budget first. That isthe first sentencein that report. That isthe only
way that we can offer Canadians tax relief, by balancing the budget
first. Any government that brags about overspending $28 billion
can hardly be proud of its accomplishments.

The Prime Minister is the only person in this country who really
believes that he did not promise to scrap, kill and abolish the GST.
Life must be pretty nice for the Prime Minister in his imaginary
world. It truly is a magic kingdom.

The finance minister has admitted that he has made a mistake.
The Deputy Prime Minister also did that. Why can the Prime

Minister not just swallow his pride and spit out hisfoot and simply
say sorry?

Hon. Paul Martin (Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as
are most other industria countries, Canada is going through
fundamental economic change as a result of the technological
evolution. As aresult of the interdependence of global trade, as a
country we are doing very well.

The House of Commons ought to be debating the fundamental
issues of the day, yet what do we hear day after day? Reform Party
members stand up, totally disconnected from the redlity of the
Canadian people and engage in persona attacks. They attack
minister after minister, member after member, because they are
unable to deal with the issues that concern Canadians.

Canadians want to talk about unemployment and how they can
get back to work. What Canadians want to talk about is the
preservation of their social programs. When will the Reform Party
wake up and smell the roses and understand that Canadians want
the House to deal with their problems?

® (1130)

[Translation]

CANADIAN SPACE AGENCY

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski—Témiscouata, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, my question is for the minister responsible for the space

agency.

Obviously things are out of kilter at the space agency. The
vice-president and financial comptroller was let go for doing his
job, because he criticized the dubious practices of senior manage-
ment of one of Canada’'s major research institutes. The minister is
taking the word only of those primarily involved, those who are the
subject of the allegations, in his inquiry where he concluded that
nothing happened.

How can the minister responsible for the space agency claim that
he fully investigated the alegations made by Mr. Rinaldi, the
former vice-president and financial comptroller, when he did not
even take the time to meet this person, who was dismissed for
refusing to countenance fraud.

Hon. John Manley (Minister of Industry, Minister for the
Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency, Minister of Western
Economic Diversification and Minister responsble for the
Federal Office of Regional Development—Quebec, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the question is based on false alegations. In any case,
public servants throughout the Government of Canada have lost
their jobs because of budget cuts.
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Some of them, no doubt, consider it unfair that they lost their
jobs. Some, including Mr. Rinaldi, have lodged a complaint
against the government. The court will decide if heisright or not.
| am not prepared to meet with every public servant who wants
to make a complaint.

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski—Témiscouata, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, | think the minister responsible for the space agency
would do well to consult his former colleague at national defence,
because his scenario is strikingly similar to what he did, to the
cover up, and it could end up in the same place.

Mr. Rinaldi was definitely dismissed. A year and a half ago, he
filed a grievance. What did the government do? And why is Mr.
Rinaldi in court? Because the government is dragging him to court
to contest the arbitrator’s jurisdiction. It will be a year and a half
when the federal court finally decides on the jurisdiction of the
grievance arbitrator. There are neverthess limits to misleading the
public, Mr. Minister. You are pretending arrogantly you do not
understand—

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Milliken): The hon. member knows
full well she must address her remarks to the Chair.

Mrs. Tremblay: Mr. Speaker, we know where arrogance leads,
do we not? How can the minister go on protecting his former
adviser, who has now become the president of the space agency,
when, if he assumed his responsibilities, he would call for an
outside inquiry to bring to light al these serious alegations
regarding the president of the space agency and his executive
vice-president, Mr. Desfossés?

[English]

Hon. John Manley (Minister of Industry, Minister for the
Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency, Minister of Western
Economic Diversification and Minister responsble for the
Federal Office of Regional Development—Quebec, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, let us understand what the Bloc is asking here.

As| recall over anumber of days of questions, it has asked for a
public inquiry on three issues. Bloc members complain that a
secretary tore up hand written notes after she had transcribed them
on a typewriter.

They complain that Mr. Evans submitted a travel expense claim
of $116 when he travelled by automobile from Saint-Hubert to
Ottawa, although the amount was never paid to him.

They complain of an amount of just over $500 which was paid to
aformer employee of the space agency who later became employed
as a political assistant in my office. When the issue was raised it
was debatable. Therefore, the individual in question, out of an
abundance of caution, repaid the money without any pressure other
than the question having been raised.

Oral Questions
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These are the i ssues on which they wish to have apublic inquiry.
What is really happening here is that these people are using the
House of Commons as a place in which to prosecute a claim which
ought to be dealt with by the civil courts.

| do not know why they think an issue that could be raised in the
courts is a one-sided issue. For my part | am quite anxious to hear
the evidence presented in court and to see what the courts decide.
However, in terms of the alegations that have been brought
forward, there is no substance based on which | could take any
other action than let the courts decide. | would encourage them to
do likewise.

TAXATION

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, we are not talking about GST, HST or BST, although the
government might be talking about alot of BS. The real issue here
is the truth. The fundamental issue, in answer to the finance
minister, is a broken promise. Maybe the Prime Minister should go
visit a bank machine. It seemed to have done the trick for the
Deputy Prime Minister. She admitted that the government had
broken its GST promise.

The finance minister admitted in April and again this morning at
the press club that the government had made a mistake with its
GST promise.

| ask the government why the Prime Minister does not join with
his colleagues and admit that he made a mistake when he promised
Canadians he would abolish the GST?

Hon. Paul Martin (Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the context in which the Prime Minister made his statements is
very clear and a matter of record. They make it clear that the
government was unable to give up the $15 billion to $18 billion of
revenue.

The fundamental issue is the nature of the public debate within
this House. Somebody, for whom | have an enormous amount of
respect, once told me that when one enters politics and it comes
down to the basic decision of what is good for the country, if there
is any difference between that and what is politicaly right then
integrity is doing what is good for the country.

My colleagues of cabinet who are here and indeed those who are
in caucus know full well that at the very first cabinet meeting we
had, the first thing the Prime Minister said to al of us was that in
any individual instance if a choice has to be made between what is
politically right and what is right for the country we will choose
what isright for the country in every single instance. In cabinet, the
Prime Minister has chosen to do the right thing. | will tell members
right now that he is a man of great—
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Some hon. members: Hear, hear.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Milliken): The hon. member for
Prince George—Peace River, a supplementary.

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, | would like to recognize the members opposite for that standing
ovation. | appreciate it.

This is not the 1960s. The Prime Minister should quit living in
the past. He should be aware that we are now in the 1990s and
technology has produced something called videotapes. By now,
almost every Canadian has seen those tapes. They know in what
context that promise was made before and during the election
campaign.

How can the Prime Minister deny the existence of the evidence?
How will he continue to deny the evidence of his broken promise?

Hon. Paul Martin (Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, |
have stood in this House on behalf of the government and made a
statement. That statement speaks for al of us.

If the hon. member wants to talk about contradictions, perhaps
he would tell us why it is that in the most recent discovery of the
need to create jobsin this country by the leader of the Reform Party
and his party, he has been able to deny the fact that in 1993 in
Penticton, the Reform Party brought down a program. At that time
theleader of the Reform Party had no difficulty saying that it would
cost jobs but jobs were not as important as cleaning up the deficit.
How isthe Reform Party going to deal with the fact that in its 1995
taxpayers’ budget it said that the short term employment impact of
spending and deficit reduction was negative but manageable? What
kind of job loss is manageable? Is it 30,0007 Is it 50,0007 Is it
100,000?

® (1140)

How can they talk about integrity when they stand in the House
of Commons and contradict every single thing they have in their
own policies?

[Translation]

EMPLOYMENTINSURANCE

Mrs. Francine Lalonde (Mercier, BQ): Mr. Speaker, my
question is directed to the Deputy Prime Minister.

The Minister of Human Resources Development is jubilant,
every time he talks about negotiating active employment measures
with the provinces and the flexibility of federalism. When con-
fronted with the figures of his own department, which show that
between 1993-94 and 1996-97, Quebec suffered major cuts total-
ling $160 million in funding for active measures, the minister
denies this.

|s the Deputy Prime Minister in a position to confirm whether or
not the federal government proceeded with cuts of around $160
million in all active measures in Quebec alone between 1993-94
and 1996-97?

[English]

Mr. Robert D. Nault (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Human Resour ces Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | am always
interested in questions put by the hon. member. The question she
asksis at this point somewhat hypothetical. The question she asks
is what will be the active measures for the province of Quebec.

She knows and the House knows that we are negotiating with the
province of Quebec at this moment with respect to part |1 of the El
legidation. Under part 11 of the El legislation we will be negotiat-
ing with the province of Quebec on active measures. When that
negotiation has been completed we will be able to tell her what the
amount of dollars will be that will go to the province. Until that
negotiation iscomplete | do not think she or | or anyone el se knows
because we are till in the negotiation process.

[Translation]

Mrs. Francine Lalonde (Mercier, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the hon.
member certainly did not understand the question. My question
concerns all moneys spent on active employment measures be-
tween 1993-94 and 1996-97, as indicated in the department’s
figures.

I will to quote the Minister of Human Resources Devel opment,
who said thisweek: *“‘| am always shocked by the attitude of people
who like to fiddle in around with this figure or that figure”.

Will the minister finally admit that his own government has been
fiddling with the figures, since the additional $800 million for
active measures were drawn from the unemployment insurance
fund, a procedure that actually camouflages a substantial drop in
the amounts formerly spent on employment measures which came
directly out of the consolidated fund?

[English]

Mr. Robert D. Nault (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Human Resour ces Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | can under-
stand that the member is having difficulty understanding the
finances of the Department of Human Resources Development. It
is for one reason. She is looking at the old programs that the
province of Quebec used to have.

We have made significant changes in programs. Those signifi-
cant changes, for example the El legislation, have moved a lot of
money over to active measures. An additional $800 million is
going into active measures in the next number of years. That
necessitates program shifting from one area to the other.

We have aso committed $300 million for TJF. The member
knows that those particular dollars have been reallocated from
other funds. If sheis having trouble dealing with the numbers, she
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can arrange to meet with us and we will give her the numbers. The
programs are different now. Sheis still looking at the old numbers
from the old programs which have changed.

* * %

DISTINCT SOCIETY

Mr. Chuck Strahl (Fraser Valley East, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
what we see developing hereis avery disturbing trend on behalf of
the Prime Minister. At the town hall meeting the other night on the
national unity strategy, in order to reassure a Quebecer who is
concerned about the future of Quebec in Canada, he said that if
things ever got really rough he could always move out.

His solution today is a distinct society clause. In 1989 he
opposed Meech Lake. He said this about the distinct society clause:
“No matter how the supreme court interprets the distinct society
clause, it would aways make francophones or anglophones feel
defrauded” .

® (1145)

Why would the Prime Minister take a position on distinct society
today that he once fought so vigorously against and why would he
tell a Quebecer that if things get rough he can aways just leave?

Hon. Sheila Copps (Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of
Canadian Heritage, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, unlike the palitics of the
Reform Party, the Prime Minister is actually fighting to keep the
country together.

Mr. Chuck Strahl (Fraser Valley East, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, we
have seen the trend. The Prime Minister has flip-flopped on the
GST. He has created imaginary homeless friends. He has blamed
things on acts of God. He also says that blind luck is the best job
creator.

Let us have areality check here. In 1989 the Prime Minister had
the audacity to call Brian Mulroney aliar for promoting the distinct
society clause. He said that Mulroney was telling the French
Canadiansin Quebec “it is the best thing you ever had” and after
that, he turns around to English Canada and says ““don’t worry
about it, it means nothing’.

If the Prime Minister called Brian Mulroney aliar for promoting
the distinct society clause, will he now admit that he is doing the
same thing today?

Hon. Sheila Copps (Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of
Canadian Heritage, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the Prime Minister is
promoting, as he has al his life, a recognition that in this country
we have two founding nations, two founding peoples, with lan-
guages, cultures and civil codes that were enshrined in the law.

What isunfortunate in the position of the Reform Party isinstead
of looking at where we came from, instead of understanding the
reason we are where we are today is that we have a history of
shared consciousness and a history of shared commitment, what
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the Reform Party is trying to do with its politics of division will
drive this country apart.

[Translation]

KENWORTH CORPORATION

Mr. Paul Mercier (Blainville—Deux-Montagnes, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, my question is for the Minister of Industry.

All the parties involved have come to an agreement on the terms
and conditions for the reopening of the Kenworth plant. PACCAR,
the solidarity fund, the union and the Quebec government followed
through on their commitments. However, at the very last minute,
the federal government has come up with new requirements which
could prevent the reopening to be announced before Christmas.

In order to preserve some 900 jobs, could the Minister of
Industry tell the House if he intends to follow through on the
commitments made by his officials concerning the Auto Pact and
the Canada-Quebec subsidiary agreement to ensure that the Ken-
worth plant will reopen?

Hon. John Manley (Minister of Industry, Minister for the
Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency, Minister of Western
Economic Diversification and Minister responsble for the
Federal Office of Regional Development—Quebec, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, we are dealing quickly with thisissue, but somethingsare
still under discussion.

Since November 26, when the solidarity fund and PACCAR
came to an agreement, we have acted rapidly. Right now, we are
till waiting for the company to submit its business plan. We will
see what has to be done as soon as we get it.

Mr. Paul Mercier (Blainville—Deux-Montagnes, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, while they are thinking about it and splitting hairs,
unemployed Canadians have run out of Ul benefits. What we want
is action.

My supplementary question is for the Minister of Human
Resources Development, because the parties involved are aso
waiting for an agreement over the TJF.

I would like to know if the Minister of Human Resources
Development intends to commit funds from his transition job
program to ensure the reopening of the Kenworth plant.

[English]

Mr. Robert D. Nault (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Human Resources Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the TJF in
the province of Quebecisnow in full force. If the member isasking
if we are willing to look at a proposal to help a particular industry
or to create long term jobs | suggest that he make the proposal to
human resources development and we will be more than willing to
look at it.
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FISHERIES

Mr. Harold Culbert (Carleton—Charlotte, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, Bill C-62, the new fisheries act, includes a provision that
fishers, fishery associations and fishing communities have been
requesting for years.

® (1150)

Can the Minister of Fisheries and Oceans explain to the House
how the new partnership agreement proposalsin the bill will work?
What is being done to ensure that all interested parties will be
included as part of the consultation process?

Hon. Fred Mifflin (Minister of Fisheries and Oceans, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, partnering is a new way of doing business in the
fishing industry whereby the fishers will have a greater say and a
greater share in the management of the fisheries itself.

This is a responsibility they have been looking for more and
more in the past. It will build on the success of our recent
co-management agreements that we have had, the best example of
which is the zone 19 crab agreement in Cape Breton.

| see this provision, a major improvement in Bill C-62, the new
fisheries act, as a tremendous opportunity for representative orga-
nizations and the industry to have a direct voice in fisheries
management to develop ways to manage the fishery more effec-
tively and efficiently and to provide a more stable climate for long
term business planning.

CUSTOMS

Mr. Jake E. Hoeppner (Lisgar—M arquette, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, in a letter from the customs minister referencing the govern-
ment’s appeal of David Sawatzky's acquittal, the minister stated:
“Until this matter is resolved, Revenue Canada will continue to
apply sanctions such as vehicle seizures’.

Is it the customs minister's opinion that her department has
applied these sanctions and seizures equally on all farmers who
have alegedly violated the customs and wheat board acts?

Hon. Jane Stewart (Minister of National Revenue, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, customs administration in this country takes very serious-
ly its responsibility to uphold several actsthat are its responsibility.

In this case we have been told and we are responsible to ensure
that people who export barley and wheat across our borders have
the appropriate permits. We consider that the job we have done is
effective and precise in fulfilling our responsibilities.

Mr. Jake E. Hoeppner (Lisgar—M arquette, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, a Saskatchewan farmer indicated he would go public with

information that Canadian Wheat Board officials made a deal with
him, providing $223,000 in selection bonuses.

Then Canada Customs filed $165,520 worth of forfeitures
against this farmer for previous grain export violations. | would
like to know why the customs minister has not prosecuted this
farmer and seized his vehicles with the same lightening speed used
to prosecute farmers like David Sawatzky, Andy McMechan and
Bill Cairns. Is this the Liberal government’s idea of justice for
farmers?

Hon. Jane Stewart (Minister of National Revenue, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the responsibility that Canadian Customs officers have at
our border is tremendous.

We have, in fact, the responsibility to ensure active facilitation
of trade and also to ensure the safety and protection of our country.
We uphold several acts that have been passed by this Parliament
and we do it in a very effective and precise manner.

| suggest to the hon. member that if there are individuals who
have complaints, there is a full process of appeal that we are part
of. | would encourage him to support his constituents but we will
uphold the acts as they have been written. We will apply our
responsible actions in a fair and productive way and we take very
seriously the dual role we have in Canada Customs to facilitate
trade and to ensure the safety and protection of Canadians within
our country.

[Translation]

ATLANTA OLYMPIC GAMES

Mr. Bernard Deshaies (Abitibi, BQ): Mr. Speaker, my question
is for the heritage minister.

During a reception to honour the athletes who participated in the
Atlanta Olympic and Paralympic Games, the Quebec Minister of
Municipal Affairs, who is responsible for recreation and sports,
learned that the Canadian Paralympic Committee did not pay all
the costs associated with the participation of our athletes in the
Atlanta games. So he made the commitment to give the athletes, or
their sports associations, grants in the amount of $16,485 to cover
half of the unpaid expenses.

Will the minister respond to the letter dated December 2 from
her Quebec counterpart asking her to do her share and to reimburse
the other half of the costs incurred by the athletes to participate in
the Atlanta Paralympic Games?

® (1155)

Hon. Sheila Copps (Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of
Canadian Heritage, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, given the fact that my
department paid a large portion of the costs of the Paralympic
Games for Canada, we, as the Government of Canada, will
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certainly continue to do so, but | am inviting the Quebec minister,
Guy Chevrette, to join usin subsidizing 50 per cent of all the costs
associated with Quebec paralympic athletes.

Mr. Bernard Deshaies (Abitibi, BQ): Mr. Speaker, since the
Quebec minister made a commitment to pay the first half of the
costs, will the federal minister recognize that athletes who reach
such a high level of performance and who represent us in the
Olympic Games should not have been subjected to this kind of
affront?

[English]

Hon. Sheila Copps (Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of
Canadian Heritage, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | would like to repeat the
offer | am making to the minister from Quebec. Given that it isthe
Canadian government, | in particular, that has worked very hard to
assume alarge portion of the cost of the Paralympics, | am inviting
the minister, who obviously has avery sincereinterest in thisissue,
to share with me all the costs associated with the Olympic and
Paralympic athletes from the province of Quebec so that we can
share this on a 50:50 basis.

| am certainly willing to look at that and | hope to hear from
Minister Chevrette to see whether he is really committed to this or
whether he would rather, unfortunately, play politics with thisissue
on the floor of the House of Commons.

CANADIAN WHEAT BOARD ACT

Mr. Elwin Hermanson (Kindersley—Lloydminster, Ref.):
Mr. Speaker, recently the minister of agriculture was publicly
criticized by a federa court judge. Justice Muldoon expressed
concern that the minister would introduce changes to the Canadian
Wheat Board Act while he is presiding over a charter challenge to
the existing act.

Why did the minister break with proper protocol and table
changes to the Canadian Wheat Board Act while the existing act is
being challenged in the court?

Hon. Ralph E. Goodale (Minister of Agriculture and Agri-
Food, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as the hon. gentleman knows, grain
marketing in western Canada is a topic of considerable debate
among farmers and others.

Farmers have made strong recommendations for changes in
legidation. Farmers are anxious for those changes to come forward
for their consideration and ultimate enactment by Parliament as
rapidly as possible. Indeed the Reform Party has also been urging
the government to move in that very direction.

Mr. Elwin Hermanson (Kindersley—Lloydminster, Ref.):
Mr. Speaker, | did not say this is an urgent issue but perhaps the
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minister has acted irresponsibly and improperly. So | would ask the
justice minister what steps he will take to redress the improper
activities of the minister of agriculture, which may be seen as
interference by the minister in this case.

Hon. Ralph E. Goodale (Minister of Agriculture and Agri-
Food, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the Parliament of Canada has responsi-
bility for introducing, considering and ultimately passing
legidation. Obviously at any moment in time there can be awhole
variety of litigious matters before the courts in every field.

If we were to follow the admonition of the hon. gentleman, we
would never consider any piece of legislation in this country if
there were matters outstanding under previous legidation at any
point intime. Obviously that isaformulafor stalemate. Maybe that
is what the Reform Party wishes to have but as far as this
government is concerned, we want to move forward into the future.

CANADIAN FUR INDUSTRY

Mr. Bob Speller (Haldimand—Norfolk, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
my question is for the Minister for International Trade.

Recently the European Union and Canada agreed in principle to
an agreement which would eliminate a threatened EU ban on
Canadian fur imports. However, now the European Union council
of environment ministers has rejected this draft agreement, thereby
throwing the whole process up in the air.

We have waited long enough for the Europeans to get their act
together. Can the parliamentary secretary tell meif the government
is prepared to take thisissue to the World Trade Organization so as
not to leave our Canadian fur industry out in the cold?

Mr. Ron MacDonald (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
for International Trade, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, my colleagueis quite
correct. For one year the Canadian government has been negotiat-
ing in good faith with the European commission to conclude an
agreement with respect to this industry.

On December 6 we initialled an agreement, and so we were very
displeased and rather annoyed when some of the European Union
environment ministers made their statements.

® (1200)

However, in the last few days the Minister for International
Trade has met with Sir Leon Brittan who told us once again that he
fully supports the interim agreement that was signed on
December 6.

If the European commission does not ratify the agreement, the
Canadian government will act very quickly to initiate an action at
the WTO to protect access by the Canadian fur industry to
European markets.
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[Translation]

INDIAN AFFAIRS

Mr. Claude Bachand (Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Speaker, | have a
question for the Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Develop-
ment.

Yesterday, the minister introduced in the House Bill C-79, an act
amending the Indian Act. However, this same minister, last Sep-
tember 11, stated and | quote: *“ Changing the Indian Act requires
very strong support’.

Inlight of that statement, how can the Minister go ahead with his
amendments, whereas | have on my desk letters from 542 aborigi-
nal nations out of 600 in Canadathat are opposing hisbill? Does he
not agree that he should go back to do his homework in co-opera-
tion with the aboriginals, as requested in the Erasmus-Dussault
report and by most of the stakeholders in Canada?

[English]

Hon. Ron Irwin (Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern
Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we have not addressed the
Indian Act since 1951 and we cannot continue to look at a problem
only every 45 years. It hastaken istwo yearsto get to this point and
the package which is before the hon. member and the committee
has three processes.

The first is substance. | am prepared to turn over substantial
powers to the aboriginal people, where it should be, that | now
exercise and do not want. | am prepared to take those sections that
they want to discuss further or which may be controversial and put
them before the committee. Its members can use their imagination
and move into the future.

Finally, | am prepared to make it optional. | was prepared to go
further than that so that no one can ever say that the government
was not prepared to transfer these powers. Now it is up to the First
Nations to decide whether it wants to exercise these powers.

Most important, aprocessisfinally in place that over aperiod of
yearswill deal with substantive issues of the Indian Act and get rid
of that offensive act once and for all.

THE ENVIRONMENT

Mr. Paul Forseth (New Westminster—Burnaby, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, my question is for the Minister of the Environment.

The Liberal red book promises that the government will promote
fairness and opportunity and yet day after day we have more
broken promises. Environment Canada is apparently unfairly bid-

ding against small private sector firms for water quality and
meteorological services.

Why is the minister’s huge department bidding against private
firms? How can the public believe that the government is using a
level playing field and being ethical when doing this questionable
practice?

Hon. Sergio Marchi (Minister of the Environment, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, it is interesting how the Reform Party wants to pretend
that it cares about the environment. The last time Reform asked a
question was on May 17.

If we look at fresh start the only thing that comes close to
mentioning the environment is the green colour. Not one word on
the environment is mentioned in their fresh start campaign. Reform
members have the audacity to talk about us breaking red book
commitments when we have introduced the Canadian Environmen-
tal Protection Act, the endangered species legislation, MMT which
that party is against. We have a harmonization accord in the works
with the provinces.

The government is not only keep its commitments on the
environment, but also pushing the file as well.

In answer to the specific question from the hon. member, like
other departments we are working within Treasury Board guide-
lines. We have met with the business community. We have joint
ventures with those companies. It is something that is sought after.
The good name of Environment Canada is very much a viable
commodity.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

[Translation]

GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO PETITIONS

Mr. Paul Zed (Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the
Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to Standing Order 36(8), | have the honour to table, in
both official languages, the government’s response to five peti-
tions.

® (1205)

INDIAN CLAIMS COMMISSION

Hon. Ron Irwin (Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern
Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, pursuant to Standing Order
32(2), | have the honour to table, in both official languages, the
1995-96 annual report of the Indian Claims Commission.
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[English]

HOLIDAYSACT

Mr. Stephen Harper (Calgary West, Ref.) moved for leave to
introduce Bill C-365, an act to amend an act respecting holidays.

He said: Mr. Speaker, this bill would restore the name Dominion
Day to the July 1 holiday. The country founded on July 1, 1867 was
not Canada but the Federal State of the Dominion of Canada, still
the country’s official name.

The word “dominion” has its linguistic roots in the French
language and was chosen as the name for this country by the
Fathers of Confederation from the 72nd Psalm: ‘“He shall have
dominion from sea to sea and from the rivers unto the ends of the
earth”.

It has been a mistake for this country to try and preserve its
future by destroying its past and the name Dominion Day should be
restored.

(Motions deemed adopted, bill read the first time and printed.)

CRIMINAL CODE

Mr. Chuck Strahl (Fraser Valley East, Ref.) moved for leave
to introduce Bill C-366, an act to amend the Criminal Code (joy
riding).

He said: Mr. Speaker, we have a serious problem in this country,
one that touches 160,000 Canadians a year. It is a $1.6 hillion
problem and that problem is auto theft.

Our loose laws encourage people to break the law, | believe,
especially in the view of young male offenders who steal over half
of the cars stolen in Canada mostly to joy ride and experience the
thrill at somebody else's expense.

The problem is out of control in British Columbia. In my
constituency and in the city of Chilliwack, for example, auto theft
is up 87 per cent this year over last year.

My bill would strengthen the provisions of section 335 of the
Criminal Code, the section under which young offenders are
usually charged. It prescribes a minimum and a maximum sentence
in terms of afine, ajail term and restitution to the victim. It also
states that the parents of young offenders who have contributed to
the delinquency of their child should be held responsible for the
payment.

| hope that all members will take note of this serious problem
and support this hill.

(Motions deemed adopted, bill read the first time and printed.)

Routine Proceedings

[Translation]

PETITIONS

ABOLITION OF SENATE

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski—Témiscouata, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, | am pleased to table today, on behalf of nearly 2,000 of
my constituents, a petition asking for the abolition of the Senate. It
is in addition to the 30,000 petitions already tabled. | hope the
government will take abolition of the Senate under serious consid-
eration for its next budget.

[English]
IMPAIRED DRIVING

Mr. Janko Peri¢ (Cambridge, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | have the
privilege of presenting to the House petitions from concerned
citizens of my riding.

The petitioners pray and request that the Parliament of Canadato
introduce amendments to the Criminal Code to ensure that anyone
convicted of impaired driving causing death receive a sentence
from seven to a maximum of 14 years.

® (1210)
JUSTICE

Mr. Chuck Strahl (Fraser Valley East, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, |
am presenting today another 77 pages of petitions containing 1,700
names. The petitions are signed by people from all across Canada
who are very concerned about the serious persona injury crimes
and sexual offencesinvolving children and in the way the criminals
are treated by our justice system.

The petitioners request that changes be made to the Criminal
Code. They want to be notified when a sex offender is released into
the community. They want a centra registry to be available for
people who work with children so they will know who has
committed these crimes. They want to prohibit pardons for those
convicted of sex offences involving children.

| have now presented approximately 25,000 or 30,000 names on
this subject.

[Translation]
ABOLITION OF SENATE

Mr. Paul Créte (Kamouraska—Riviére-du-Loup, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, | am tabling a petition signed by 720 people. Their names
are to be added to the 30,000 signatures calling for the abolition of
the Senate, that other Chamber which is still holding us, the elected
members of the House, hostage.

GASOLINE TAX

Mr. Eugene Bellemare (Carleton—Gloucester, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, according to Standing Order 36, alow me to table a
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petition signed by 60 constituents from Carleton—Gloucester. The
petitioners ask that Parliament not increase the federal taxes on
gasoline.

[English]
HUMAN RIGHTS

Mr. Eugene Bellemare (Carleton—Gloucester, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | also have seven petitions signed by 139 of my constitu-
ents. The petitioners ask that Parliament not amend the human
rights code, the Canadian Human Rights Act and the charter of
rights and freedoms in any way which would tend to indicate
societal approval of same sex relationships.

NUCLEARWEAPONS

Mr. Jim Silye (Calgary Centre, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, | rise to
present a petition from 29 Calgary constituents who call on the
government to support the immediate initiation of an international
convention which will set out a binding timetable for the abolition
of al nuclear weapons. They request that the initiative be con-
cluded by the year 2000.

PORNOGRAPHY

Mrs. Marlene Cowling (Dauphin—Swan River, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | rise to present two petitions in the House today.

The first petition is signed by 75 Manitobans. The second is
signed by 300 Manitobans, many of whom live in my riding of
Dauphin—Swan River.

The petitioners draw the attention of the House to the negative
impact pornography has on men, women and children. They urge
Parliament to strictly uphold Canada’s laws against obscenity.

[Translation]
IMMIGRATION

Mr. Osvaldo Nunez (Bourassa, BQ): Mr. Speaker, | am pleased
to table a petition signed by 105 residents of Quebec, who are
asking Parliament to intervene to ensure that immigration officials
enforce the Immigration Act without discriminating against people
connected with the Patriarche. Established in more than 15 coun-
tries including Canada, the Patriarche is a not for profit organiza-
tion assisting addicts, including those from abroad.

Since 1992, immigration officials have denied entry to addicts
who cannot prove they have been drug-free for at least two years.
This is unjustified, as neither the legislation nor the regulations
provide for the enforcement of this two-year criterion.

[English]
EDUCATION

Mr. Jack Ramsay (Crowfoot, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, pursuant to
Standing Order 36, | am pleased to present 11 petitions.

The first 35 petitioners request that Parliament not amend the
Constitution asrequested by the Government of Newfoundland and
allow educational reform to take place within the context of the
framework agreement in that province.

TAXATION

Mr. Jack Ramsay (Crowfoot, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, the next three
petitions represent 245 citizens who urge the government to reduce
spending instead of increasing taxes and to implement a taxpayer
protection act to limit federal spending.

CITIZENS RIGHTS

Mr. Jack Ramsay (Crowfoot, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, | have one
petition containing 66 signatures. The petitioners call on Parlia
ment to return the rights to the citizens of Canada from the
criminals.

HUMAN RIGHTS

Mr. Jack Ramsay (Crowfoot, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, the remain-
ing six petitions which | wish to present pertain to sexua orienta-
tion. More than 400 petitioners call on Parliament not to include
sexual orientation in the Canada Human Rights Act, but to define
this phrase and consult the Canadian people on this issue.

LAPDANCING

Mr. Jack Ramsay (Crowfoot, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, | would like
to present an additional four petitions containing approximately
1,550 signatures.

The petitioners request that Parliament amend the Criminal
Code to prohibit any type of lap dancing in any place to which the
public has access. They do so because they believe obscenity
distorts human sexuality and can be linked to violence.

NUCLEARWEAPONS

Mr. Paul DeVillers (Simcoe North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to Standing Order 36, and on behalf of my colleague the hon.
member for Don Valley West, | am pleased to present a petition
which was received from the riding of Don Valley West.

The petitioners pray and request that Parliament support the
immediate initiation, with the conclusion by the year 2000, of an
international convention which will set out a binding timetable for
the abolition of al nuclear weapons.

® (1215)

[Translation]
ABOLITION OF SENATE

Mr. Antoine Dubé (L évis, BQ): Mr. Speaker, | want to table a
petition signed by fewer people than the one tabled by my
colleague for Kamouraska—Riviére-du-Loup. Still, people are
starting to talk about this. The 77 petitioners want the Senate
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abolished, mainly because of its high cost, that is, $43 million.
They think we could do without this expenditure.

HIGHWAY S

Mr. Antoine Dubé (L évis, B.Q.): Mr. Speaker, | have a second
petition with only 26 names but the petitioners want it to be tabled.
They ask the government to get involved in funding the upgrading
our national highway system.

[English]
DEATH PENALTY

Mr. Bill Gilmour (Comox—Alberni, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to Standing Order 36, | pleased to present the following
petitions from my constituents in Comox—A lberni.

The petition is signed by over 2,100 signatures, bringing the total
number to 7,600. This represents 15 per cent of the voters in my
riding.

The petitioners request that Parliament allow Canadian citizens
to vote directly in a national binding referendum on the restoration
of the death penalty for first degree murder convictions.

TAXATION

Ms. Susan Whelan (Essex—Windsor, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, |
wish to table petitions submitted to me by 2,400 residents of
Windsor and Essex County. The petitioners are objecting to the
mandatory 25 per cent tax being withheld by the United States on
their U.S. social security benefits.

These petitioners call on the Canadian government to renegotiate
the Canada-U.S. tax treaty to stop this inequity. | know the
government is working on a solution to this problem and | would
urge the government to find it soon.

INFRASTRUCTURE

Mr. John Cummins (Delta, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, pursuant to
Standing Order 36, | have two petitions | would like to present this
morning.

In the first, the undersigned residents of Canada draw to the
attention of the House that 38 per cent of the national highway
system is substandard, that Mexico and the United States are
upgrading their national systems and that the national highway
policy study identified benefits of the proposed national highway
program.

The petitioners urge Parliament to request that the federal
government join with provincial governments to make the national
highway system upgrading possible.

TAXATION

Mr. John Cummins (Delta, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, in the second
petition, the undersigned believe that the application of the 7 per

Routine Proceedings

cent GST to reading materia is unfair and wrong. The petitioners
urge al levels of government to demonstrate their commitment to
education and literacy by eliminating the sales tax on reading
materials. They ask the Prime Minister to carry out his party’s
repeated and unequivocal promise to remove the federal sales tax
from books, magazines and newspapers.

[Translation]
HIGHWAY'S

Mr. Philippe Paré (Louis-Hébert, B.Q.): Mr. Speaker, the
Automobile Association reminds us that 38 per cent of the highway
system is substandard and that both the United States and Mexico
are now upgrading their own systems.

Finally, the petitioners call on Parliament to press the federal
government to work with the provinces toward upgrading our
national highway system.

[English]
INFRASTRUCTURE

Mr. John Finlay (Oxford, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | have a petition
signed by a number of my constituents who call on Parliament to
urge the federal government to join with provincial governmentsto
make the national highway system upgrading possible.

* Kk %

QUESTIONS PASSED ASORDERSFOR RETURNS

Mr. Paul Zed (Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the
Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, if
Questions Nos. 9 and 16 could be made Orders for Return, the
return would be tabled immediately.

It is certainly in accordance with what | said to my hon.
colleague yesterday that he would have the answers before Christ-
mas. Christmas greetings and some Christmas readings. Merry
Christmas.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Milliken): Is that agreed?
Some hon. members: Agreed.
[Text]

Question No. 9—Mr. Her manson:

What is the total dollar amount spent on advertising by the government and its
Crown Agencies in fiscal years 1991, 1992, 1993 and 1994 by province, in each of
the following mediums: television, radio, daily newspapers, weekly newspapers,
monthly newspapers, billboards and direct mail?

Return tabled.
Question No. 16—Mr. Callins:

Regarding the amount of Federal Government (including Crown Corporations)
spending on advertising in all forms of media (radio, television, daily newspapers,
weekly newspapers, magazines): please specify, by type of media, and by province,
where Federal Government advertising funds were allocated for the years 1992, 1993,
1994, and 1995 and what amount was spent on each medium in each of those years, in
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particular theamount spent on weekly newspapers, for all of Canadaand broken down
by province?

Return tabled.

[English]

QUESTIONSON THE ORDER PAPER

Mr. Stephen Harper (Calgary West, Ref.):: Mr. Speaker, |
would like to point out that we currently have nine questions still
sitting on the Order Paper with regard to the airbus fiasco. All of
these are designated 2, meaning the response was requested within
45 days. Our Questions Nos. 62 to 70 were put forward by the
member for Beaver River, the member for Lethbridge and me. Six
were put forward on June 19 and my three questions are dated
September 12.

We have not received responses to any of these and the govern-
ment has missed the deadline. These questions are to be answered
within 45 days and today is day 55.

® (1220)

Will the government tell us why it has missed the deadline and
when it plans to respond?

While I am on my feet, Mr. Speaker, | would also like to point
out that we also have concern about the lack of response to our
Notices of Mations for the Production of Papers, again related to
the airbus fiasco, the role of former Prime Minister Mulroney and
this Liberal government in those particular contracts. We currently
have 17 such notices and have not received anything from the
government on any of them. We gave notice for two of these on
March 19 and for the other 15 on September 12.

Given that this is or at least is supposed to be the last day of
sitting before Christmas, we would have appreciated a response
from the government. So can the government tell us when we
might get some action on these matters?

Mr. Paul Zed (Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the
Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as
my hon. colleague could tell by the 48 pounds worth of documents
that his colleague from Kindersley—LIloydminster's order re-
quired, we have busy elves over here preparing the information for
the hon. member for Kindersley—Lloydminster.

| am happy that we were able to provide the important informa-
tion that our colleague was looking for and | will look forward to
perhaps getting the information that my hon. colleague is looking
for next week.

We will look into the matter with due diligence and we will look
forward to having that information some time before Christmas.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Milliken): If the Chair might be
permitted a personal remark, it isto say how pleased the Chair is
that the question of the hon. member for Kindersley—LIoydmin-
ster has been answered. | know that my past involvement in
securing the answer was one that interested the hon. member.

Mr. Zed: Mr. Speaker, | ask that the remaining questions be
alowed to stand.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Milliken): Is that agreed?
Some hon. members: Agreed.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

[Translation]

CANADIAN FOOD INSPECTION AGENCY ACT

Resuming consideration at report stage of Bill C-60, an act to
establish the Canadian Food Inspection Agency and to repeal and
amend other Acts as a consequence, as reported (with amendments)
from the committee, and of the motions in Group No. 7.

Mr. Peter Milliken (Kingston and the ldlands, Lib.): The hon.
member for Mégantic—Compton—Stanstead has six minutes left
to make his remarks.

Mr. Maurice Bernier (Mégantic—Compton—Stanstead,
BQ): Mr. Speaker, | will ask for your indulgence in allowing me to
raise al the points | consider necessary.

Before oral question period, when we resumed consideration of
the motions in Group No. 7 amending Bill C-60, | said that the
people were really concerned by this bill, as| tried to demonstrate.

| gave the example of my colleague, the member for Richelieu,
aswell as of my other Bloc colleagues who represent ridings where
the people are different but share the same concern, that is the need
to have credible ingtitutions, institutions that they can trust.
Unfortunately, as we said before and will keep repeating, the
Canadian Food Inspection Agency that is proposed in Bill C-60
contravenes this objective.

| also said it was important to recall the guidelines underlying
this bill. We have clearly shown that the president of this institu-
tion, who is appointed by the governor in council, will naturally
have to show some gratitude to the government which appointed
him. The appointee will undoubtedly aso have to prove his
political allegiance, and we hope that this person will still be
required to have the skills needed to perform his functions.

That being said, if the bill is not amended, the advisory board
will, in turn, be composed of members chosen by the cabinet-ap-
pointed president, who will use the same criteria to set up an
advisory board that will be every bit as political.



December 13, 1996

COMMONS DEBATES

7527

® (1225)

Asthough that were not enough, there is even aclause which has
very few equivaents, if any, at the federal level. It excludes the
agency from the application of the Public Service of Canada Act.

Why, Mr. Speaker? Is it to save money? Is it to make things
easier and the agency more efficient? No, Mr. Speaker. It issimply
because they want to have total control over the hiring process,
because they want to circumvent existing legislation and get rid of
the unions. They want to hire whoever they want.

The very high risk of patronage was clearly established by my
colleagues. And there is more. The list of arguments against this
bill is endless. What do we find in clause 16, which is what
amendments in Group No. 7 deal with?

Clause 16 will exempt the agency from section 9 of the
Department of Public Works and Government Services Act when it
hires experts from outside the public service. That section would
have fouled up the government’s patronage scheme, so out it goes.

Clause 16 circumvents section 9 of the Department of Public
Works and Government Services Act by providing that the agency
may, with the approval of the governor in council—that is cabi-
net—on the recommendation of the Treasury Board—that is a
minister and one of the most partisan members of this government,
namely the hon. member for Hull—Aylmer—** procure goods and
services, including legal services, from outside the public service
of Canada’.

When | read this clause, | can already see Liberal lawyersin the
eastern townships opening their cheque books to make contribu-
tionsto the Liberal Party sincethey will bethe onesto get contracts
from the Food Inspection Agency. That is a fact. We are about to
give them a very nice Christmas gift.

Fortunately, our colleague, the agriculture critic and member for
Frontenac, was vigilant and saw through it. He too has denounced
this situation and proposed amendments which would create a
framework for that process.

Mr. Speaker, in the minute | have left, | want to address the
amendments put forward by my colleague from Frontenac.

What my colleagueis proposing isthat before procuring services
from outside the government, namely consultant services, we make
sure that we do not have the needed resources inside the federal
public service. At atime when we are asking all public administra-
tions to cut services and improve efficiency, it goes without saying
that when the government needs consultant services it should look
first among its own public servants. Many of them are very
competent. We should use their services. That is what we are
asking.

Government Orders

® (1230)

Thisisonly common sense. It isterrible to have to raise the issue
in this House at this time in our history. We understand that when
the time comes to dispense patronage, and | will conclude on this,
nothing can stop our Liberal friends. The economic context
requires that everyone be cautious about the way they spend
money, except if they contribute to the coffers of the Liberal Party.

[English]

Mr. Elwin Hermanson (Kindersley—Lloydminster, Ref.):
Mr. Speaker, | will try to keep my comments reasonably brief on
Group No. 7 of the report stage of Bill C-60.

| do not believe | can support the two motions in this group
because it looks like they will make it very difficult to contract out
or privatize inspection services in the future. Although a provision
in Motion No. 20 ssems worthy of support. It callsfor open bidding
in the private sector for any goods and services procured by the
new agency. We were recently reminded of how important that is
when the auditor general uncovered another untendered contract to
Bombardier.

Over the years we have noticed a very close affiliation between
Bombardier and both the Conservative and Liberal governments. It
is such a cosy relationship that it certainly makes one very
uncomfortable. Any time there are untendered contracts without a
proper bidding process, the taxpayer should be very nervous.
Members of the Reform Party caucus are extremely nervous about
the Liberal government’s practice of offering untendered contracts
to its friends in the corporate sector.

There is a broader question concerning the single food inspec-
tion agency: What kind of impact will these motions and the bill
itself have on the effectiveness of the new agency? When we are
trying to analyze the merits and problems of a new inspection
agency it helps to make a comparison. We need something to
illustrate our concerns.

An obvious comparison is the Pest Management Regulatory
Agency which is currently under tremendous criticism by the
industry. The PMRA is another institution that was amalgamated
by Parliament. It has a fairly large staff. The amalgamation was
supposed to save the taxpayers money and provide a valuable
service to the industry. There was an outcry of protest from a
diverse array of organizations such as the Crop Protection Institute
of Canada, Prairie Pools Incorporated.

The CFA was very critical of the PMRA. The Canadian meat
processors were extremely upset. The Canadian Cattlemen’s Asso-
ciation has expressed its concern. The Ontario corn growers are
very very upset at the costs the PMRA has forced them to incur.
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That brings us to the issues of job security and job creation.
The new food inspection agency will have the equivalent bureau-
cracy to the agencies and departments from which it will be
birthed. Perhaps there will be jobs saved in the public sector but
how many jobs will be lost in the private sector? How many jobs
will be lost in the failure to see economic growth?

We know that products are not being registered effectively with
the PMRA because of all the loops and hassles that the pesticide
manufacturers have to go through to meet needless requirements of
the PMRA. That is costing jobs. It is costing jobs in the agriculture
sector. It is costing jobs in the manufacturing sector. It is slowing
the growth of agriculture and affiliated industries that support
agriculture. That iswhy these very astute agricultural organizations
are so upset with the PMRA.

Imagine anything as diverse as the CFA, Prairie Pools, Crop
Protection Institute, Canadian Cattlemen’s Association, Ontario
corn growers, meat processors. Even the horticulture people are
very upset with the PMRA. It has been very difficult for their
industry to grow and expand because of the bureaucracy and the
clumsiness of that agency.

® (1235)

When the witnesses appeared before us in committee we chal-
lenged the government about whether or not this new single food
inspection agency might be going the same route. In looking at
some of the clauses we are debating today, it looks as though it may
very well be doing that.

| do not believe that the Bloc's amendments will correct it, but
certainly if there was a call for bids and an open tendering process,
it would certainly help. If the focus on job creation was more on
seeing the private sector expand and grow, industry grow and
creating new, long term jobs, that would be far more beneficial than
providing security for the approximately 4,500 employees of the
new single food inspection agency.

| think | have made my point. | am not trying to delay the debate.
| know we all want to get out and enjoy the Christmas season. As
opportunity affords, | will speak to other groups and raise other
issues later on.

Mr. Jerry Pickard (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Agriculture and Agri-Food, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we are dealing
with Motions Nos. 19 and 20 which deal with a common service
provider. It is important to make certain that we understand what
the government’s proposal is in this area. What we are trying to do
is make certain that there are certain providers which can be put
together in a cost effective, common way to make sure that the
program delivery is efficient and effective and financially sound.

Thereisno question that before proceeding the agency must seek
Treasury Board approval and governor in council approval to hire

outside people based on cost effectiveness and a sound business
plan. Also, since thereis a crossing of different ministries required
in dealing with the agency, there is no question that the minister
responsible has to confer with his colleagues in cabinet and make
certain that everyone is aware of the crossings which may happen.

I would liketo highlight aswell that the proposed clause requires
the agency to follow the normal contracting rules, including calling
bids and tenders and respecting al current contract rules.

Many things that are being said are being said erroneously |
believe because there is uncertainty about all of the details that are
included in the bill. | do want to assure everyone that the
contracting rules put in place by Treasury Board will be confirmed
with the agency. | assure them that the rules with regard to
contracts for employees are in place as well. | thought those areas
should be clarified.

[Translation]

Mr. Paul Créte (Kamouraska—Riviére-du-Loup, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, | am pleased to discuss this series of amendments
proposed by the hon. member for Frontenac, who is officia
opposition critic on agricultural issues.

The hon. member deserves to be congratul ated for the quality of
hiswork, and for his efficient and thorough review of this bill. The
amendments that we are discussing today also seek to improve the
proposed legisation, that is the Canadian Food Inspection Agency
Act.

The federal government finally decided to clean up the food
inspection sector, and it deserves to be congratulated for doing so.
However, there is the issue of provincial jurisdiction regarding this
activity, and we alluded to it when we discussed other amendments.

This group of amendments concerns a basic issue, even though it
does not relate to the jurisdiction of the provinces. The sameistrue
in the case of many other agencies and crown corporations: given
the current wording of the hill tabled by the government, the
minister responsible will be able to wash his hands of the actions
that could be taken by the new agency.

® (1240)

There are examples of this at Canada Post. When it suits her, the
minister praises Canada Post for its action, but when she is not
pleased, she shirks the responsibility by saying that thisis a crown
corporation dealing at arms’ length and that it can do as it pleases.

Thisissueisall the more important in the food inspection sector,
since decisions made have an impact on peopl€’s health, and also
on domestic and foreign trade for Quebec and Canada. We must
make sure the minister is fully responsible and accountable to the
House, and that he can make any changes that are required.
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Our amendment to clause 16 proposes that the responsible
minister for the agency’s decisions in these matters have full
responsibility, answer questions, take corrective action and ensure
that everything is working properly.

Food inspection is an area that is very sensitive to public
opinion. We do not have to imagine al kinds of scenarios. It is
enough to remember what happened in Great Britain with mad cow
disease. We need quick political reaction and politicians and
responsible ministers who can act quickly.

If we do not ensure that the minister is truly responsible for his
actions, we may create a vacuum that will harm the reputation of
the agency and the quality of its food inspection services. That is
why | think it the government should consider this amendment and
make it part of the bill.

This amendment is in no way partisan. Its purpose is to
recognize the role of elective representatives and the person who
happens to be the minister responsible for this agency and to
increase their effectiveness. There are many shortcomings and
loopholesin the bill, in its present form, that would |et the minister
shirk his responsibilities, and this is not a good thing for food
inspection.

The other aspect | wanted to raise isthe agency’sright to procure
legal services from sources other than the Department of Justice.
As in the previous groups of amendments, in the food inspection
sector it is very important for lawyers to be able to speak out with
full impunity and not be influenced by the situation.

| see a scenario where the agency could very well develop two
kinds of legal contracts: there would be lawyers capable of being
flexible in specific situations and there would be those the agency
would use when it needs a very firm, very solid approach.

Who will decide how contracts are awarded? |s it not possible
that awarding contracts for legal services from outside the govern-
ment would open the door to patronage? Will the eligible lawyers
on the list just happen to be Liberals? And when there is a change
of government, will the list change so that we lose all the expertise
that has been acquired in that sector?

As in the case of inspectors, the procedure for legal services
must be watertight. The person who gives alegal opinion must not
be subject to pressure in connection with hisjob or other situations.
The best way to guarantee the independence of legal servicesisto
ensure that those who give lega opinions are accountable only to
the government and that they have job security. They must be able
to give opinions that are impartial and devoid of any partisan
considerations.

The government has its work cut out for it in this area. It hasto
work on making the agency independent. The agency must not be
vulnerable to political interference. It must be independent at all

Government Orders

levels: inspectors, lawyers, board members and the appointment of
the president.

® (1245)

That isthe kind of guidelinethat ismissing in thisbill, aproblem
the Bloc's proposed amendments seek to address so as to maintain
Canada's reputation for food inspection, which has served Quebec
and Canada well in al our international initiatives. It must remain
clearly and unequivocally 100 per cent unaltered. We must have an
impeccable international reputation at al times and be able to show
any consumer on the face of the earth that ours products are quality
products and that the services we provide are not marred by
irregularities.

We have developed expertise in that area based on past experi-
ence. Consolidating the three government authorities into a single
agency isastep in theright direction, but let us not throw the baby
out with the bath water. We must not, on the one hand, make
improvements and, on the other hand, end up creating a whole set
of circumstances that could jeopardize the quality of the inspec-
tions performed.

These amendments are part of a series of amendments tabled by
the hon. member for Frontenac and designed to retain the goods
aspects of the bill. But in those cases where the Liberal majority
indulged in making changes and decided changes were necessary,
they figured they might as well go all out and make room for some
of their friends. | urge the Liberal majority to reconsider that aspect
of the bill. There is till time, as we consider the proposed
amendments.

You do not have to pass them all as they stand, but | feel
compelled to ask the Liberal majority to consider those that are on
the table right now as part of this group. They should say: “All
right, we agree that the minister should be really accountable and
should have to account to this House for what this agency does”.

We must have the clear assurance that the people concerned will
act fairly and equitably with regard to procurement and contracts,
particularly legal contracts, as well as in acquiring any other
equipment required for this activity. L oads of new technologies and
new tools that could be used are being developed al the time.

Beforelong, wewill even be dealing with biotechnologies. Some
moral issues will have to be considered in food inspection, and we
will have to make sure we are not under the control of economic
forces whose interests may differ from those of the general public.

Ultimately, the farmer, the processing industry and the consumer
may have diverging interests. The government’s responsibility isto
make sure the chain of production does not have any weak link,
because in food inspection, every detail counts and a rigorous
follow-up is required.
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In the past, | have seen reputations destroyed overnight, which
is what happened in the case of the mad cow disease and also in
the case of fish inspection. For all those reasons, | urge the House
to approve the amendments moved by the hon. member for
Frontenac, because they would improve this bill.

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski—Témiscouata, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, today we are debating an extremely important bill. In my
beautiful riding of Rimouski—Témiscouata, and more specifically
in Notre-Dame-du-Lac in Témiscouata, there is a big daughter-
house for pigs.

Recently, the owners wanted to expand the facility to increase
production. They wanted to increase the number of nurseries, and
their plans sort of clashed with the Quebec legislation, which is
very strict in thisregard. Quebec cleaned up this sector along time

ago.

The important thing is to be able to guarantee to the public that
food inspectors can do their work professionally, and with the
proper safeguards to prevent any problem.

® (1250)

In Quebec, we had an inquiry on the tainted meat scandal.
Incidentally, it was around that time that we got to know people
who have since become great politicians in Quebec, including Mr.
Bouchard and Mr. Chevrette. Following this episode, we decided
that such an incident should never happen again. This is why we
developed |egidlation which guarantees to the public that the work
is done extremely well.

| think that the inspection of food should come under provincial
jurisdiction. In February, the government pledged, in its speech
from the throne, to do its utmost to eliminate overlap, duplication
and useless spending. Since the federal government is getting
involved in an area which, we feel, comes under provincia
jurisdiction, it is headed in the wrong direction and should leave
this responsibility to the provinces.

It is also very important to make sure the integrity and the
competence of those hired to do this work can never be questioned.
What is being proposed is an agency outside the government, but
whose president would be appointed by the government. This
president would select his own board members, hire his own staff
and so on. The whole process would take place outside the scope of
the Public Service Employment Act. If you establish an institution
in this fashion, you are gambling as to who will be in control.

We can see it clearly in the case of certain other organizations.
The government must keep its distance, remain at arm'’s length as
they say in English. Unfortunately, | cannot think of the French
word. There must be some distance between the government and
the organizations in question. However, to move from that to

creating agencies and skirting the Public Service Employment Act
is a bit disconcerting.

The Minister of Canadian Heritage did exactly the same thing.
She created the ICO, the Information Canada Office. One of the
deputy ministers at Heritage Canada became its director, and its
employees do not come under the public service legidlation. It
makes you wonder where we are headed. The government says:
“We have to cut costs, so, over athree year period, 45,000 public
servants across Canada are going to be laid off”. What is the
government doing? It turns around and says: ‘““‘We will need an
office or aboard here, an agency over there’’. And then, when new
organizations are created, their staff is not subject to the Public
Service Employment Act.

What raises concern is that new employees will be hired, but
they will still be paid with taxpayers money. Twenty million
dollars were taken from the heritage budget to subsidize the ICO.
But in that case, we no longer have any control. To aquestion | put
to the minister, she answered: “Well, the hon. member opposite
only has to check on the Internet and she will find everything she
needs to know about the ICO”. | have used the Internet several
times and | am sorry to tell you that, if everyone surfing the
Internet relies on the ICO for information on Canada, they will be
sorry, because there are only about four pages on Canada, and most
of it ispropagandaand not information. Apart from the fact that the
population of Canada hit the 30 million mark last summer, thereis
not much factual data to be found on the ICO site.

® (1255)

So we have an office that was set up. A director was appointed.
He was given the authority to hire people and spend $20 million,
without being subject to any public service quality control mea-
sure. The exact same thing is being done here with this agency.
What is likely to happen with a quasi-government agency? Unfor-
tunately, we could see a lot of party politics, favouritism and
patronage. We will go back to the old system: ““If you vote for me,
you will have ajob, a position in the agency, in the office, in some
other organization. Support my government and my party”’. Thisis
the first risk.

We also risk having people who are almost in private sector,
outside of government but not quite, but hired prcatically on the
same basis as private businesses, people who, as we have seen in
many sectors, inflate the bills and invent items that do not exist.

We hear these days of what is happening at the space agency. We
would have a lot to say about that. The government says: *‘ Come
on, there is nothing to worry about”, when in fact we are losing
control of public funds. For the public, thisis discouraging because
it is like shifting money from one pocket to the other and saying
that we saved something in the process. But if we really look at the
figures, we realize that there are no savings because even if we
have cut employees in the heritage department, we have created
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the office and given it $20 million. We may have cut positions in
the agriculture department but at the same time we have created an
agency that will control food quality, with all the very real risks
involved.

And then, there will be court cases. Who will be hired as
lawyers? Not federal employees. We will hire our friends. A
Liberal government will hire Liberals. A Conservative government
will hire Conservatives. And a Reform government will hire
Reformers. Friends will be hired to go before the courts.

| think the public is not being fooled. They know what is going
on. People understand that the government does not save much
except at their expense, that it reduces its support to the less
fortunate while it tries to set up official organizations that will
allow it to continue to spend taxpayers money.

Therefore, | urge the government to carefully review our amend-
ments, which are very important in assuring Canadians that, in the
future, there will be no more political patronage and wasting of
money and that the new food inspection procedures will bein their
best interest.

Mr. Antoine Dubé (Lévis, BQ): Mr. Speaker, my colleague
from Rimouski—Témiscouata was very eloguent in making the
connection between culture and agriculture, as was the Quebec
agriculture minister for whom | had the pleasure of working at one
point. And she is right. She is right because the federal govern-
ment’s actions as regards culture and agriculture are similar in
many respectsin that it istrying to eliminate public service jobs for
economic reasons to create an agency that will operate outside the
public service and that will give more freedom to the governor in
council, which, as you know, means cabinet.

® (1300)

The first amendment put forward by the member for Frontenac
deals with the new agency, which groups together three agencies
that used to belong to three different departments, namely the
Department of Fisheries and Oceans, the Department of Agricul-
ture and the Department of Health, into one single agency falling
under the jurisdiction of the agriculture department.

However, we can see that people would be appointed by cabinet.
If the amendment is not adopted, the agriculture minister, when
criticized, could defend himself by saying: “It is a cabinet deci-
sion. It is not my fault. | am not responsible. Yes, | am a cabinet
minister, but because of ministerial solidarity—"

Finaly, it makes the minister of agriculture look good, except
that this is a rather special operation. | nearly said “‘spatia’,
because there has been so much talk of space today, but no, it is
“gpecia’’ . Wein Quebec are not all that familiar with this custom.
These are measures taken in Quebec in very specific cases, in very
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specific areas not generally covered by specific departments or
sectorial departments.

What isinvolved here is a food inspection agency, for which at
least there is a precedent. At least three agencies have been doing
the same thing. As | said yesterday, these various food inspection
agencies have been consolidated since 1978 in Quebec. Eighteen
years later, we see the federal government developing adesireto do
the same thing, moreover in an area of shared jurisdiction, at least
where agriculture is concerned. Where health is concerned, howev-
er, this would, in principle, be a provincia area of jurisdiction,
except where foods from outside the country, or from other
provinces, are concerned. But this is not always the case.

We do not, however, have any objection to the principle of
consolidating three federal agencies. It is clearer, at least. People
will have a clearer idea of whom they are dealing with. But, after
grouping the agencies together, they take a diversionary tactic and
create one agency which will be able to operate in a different way
than the regular sectorial departments.

This leaves agreat deal of scope for questions, not that we want
to accuse anyone of bad faith, but still. Amendment No. 1 says:
“Yes, but why go elsewhere looking for services, when there may
be qualified people within the Public Service?’ This would be
logical, particularly since the fusion may result in early retirement
offers or job cuts.

In this context, it seemsto me that, before making such changes,
thought ought to be given to using the services of people who are
already working in the federal public service. That, | would think,
would be self-evident. Yet, it seems to me that the government is
resisting this amendment.

The other point concerns appointments as legal advisers. Ob-
viously, in Quebec, and | imagine everywhere else as well, there
have been appointments following the political trends of the time,
and | am not addressing only this present government with this. It
seems that the Conservatives also had a considerable appetite for
the same thing, which they had had to stifle during the long lean
years. It took them nine years to catch up, with a whole series of
appointments of lawyers and other professionals, who had all been
frustrated during the long Liberal years by not being appointed to
legal services.

We in Quebec saw the same thing happen during the Trudeau
Liberal years, if not before, and then Mr. Mulroney came aong
promising change. But the essential change he made was that he
appointed different people. When you follow public affairs in
Quebec, you see what is going on with federal appointments. With
Christmas approaching, | think | could make an analogy with the
party game of musical chairs, which it resembles greatly.
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Kidsliketo play musical chairs, but when political appointments
are involved, the game is less amusing. The Senate is, of course,
the ultimate version of the musical chairs game. When people
cannot run around the chairs fast enough, they send them on to the
other place. One might call this akind of compassionate treatment.
| do not want to say that everybody in the other Chamber is no
good, but this is a costly duplication of an institution.

What we have here is another example, in food inspection. The
federa government obviously wants to keep its powers and
responsibilities and not delegate to the provinces. It would, howev-
er, be much easier to say: “There is an area where duplication
could be avoided, because food, fish, products, especialy in the
context of free trade today, move not only between provinces, but
between countries as well”’. In this context, the government might
well want to keep certain responsibilities. In an independent
Quebec, in partnership with Canada, mechanisms could likely
maintain this situation in cases where products moved between
countries.

We have no objection to the mechanism. Our objection is to the
way it is set up and to the excessive powers accorded the ministers
and the cabinet, because, as we know, the minister can recommend
appointments to cabinet. If criticized, however, he will say: *“ Yes,
yes, but it is cabinet. You know, | am only aminister and | must not
break ranks with the other ministers’. Yes, we understand, but we
do not know who is right and who is guilty in this game.

The people of Quebec and Canadawant greater transparency and
more public involvement in the management of public affairs and
political life. It isin this spirit, that the choice of the new leader of
the Bloc Quebecois will be by universal suffrage. He will be
elected by al members of the Bloc Quebecois. Members of the
Bloc wishing to take part will have to wait afew more weeks before
the convention.

This is the sort of situation that shows how management of
public affairs and political life could be improved.

Why do | say that? Because for along time, at least in my first
years here, | was youth training critic. | was often in contact with
young people. What young people do not like about politics—and
after being in politics for so long you are aware of this, Mr.
Speaker, this will not faze you—is they would like to see some
changes, they aretired of the same old ways, especially with regard
to patronage appointments. Were the appointees selected because
of their hard work for the party, or for their generous contributions
to the party? We do not know how it works exactly and people think
it is wrong. They would like to see a mechanism such as the one
proposed by the member for Frontenac, namely an independent
nominating committee.

Mr. Speaker, if | do not have the opportunity to talk to you again,
| wish you a Merry Christmas and happy holidays.

TheActing Speaker (Mr. Milliken): Isthe House ready for the
question?

Some hon. members: Question.
[English]

TheActing Speaker (Mr. Milliken): Pursuant to an order made
earlier in this debate, all questions in group 8 are deemed to have
been put and deferred. The House will now proceed to a debate on
group 9, Motions Nos. 27, 28, 29 and 30.

[Translation]

Mr. Bernier (M égantic—Compton—Stanstead): Mr. Speaker,
we are now discussing the amendments in Group No. 8—

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Milliken): We are debating Group
No. 8 which includes Motions nos. 24, 25 and 26. Please forgive
me, but the information | gave to the House earlier was wrong.

® (1310)

Mr. Bernier (Mégantic—Compton—Stanstead): Therefore,
Mr. Speaker, are you saying | am right? Are we debating Group No.
8?

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Milliken): Yes.

Mr. Maurice Bernier (Mégantic—Compton—Stanstead,
BQ): Mr. Speaker, since the beginning of this debate the thrust of
this bill has become increasingly clear. | think it is important that
wekeep it in mind. | will briefly review all the comments made by
the opposition up until now.

This is what we have been trying to show all along, this hill,
despite its main thrust, which is quite laudable, namely to stream-
line food inspection, bringing all responsibilities and prerogatives
pertaining to food inspection under one single agency, the means
used to reach this objective are totally unacceptable. They are
unacceptable and will be counterproductive.

We have already shown, quite eloquently | believe, that the fact
that the president is to be appointed by the governor in council is
par for the course, but that chances are he will be chosen more for
his political affiliation than for his ability to do the job.

Moreover, we have shown how extensive his powers will be,
including selecting his own advisory board, in other words the
power to be consulted on issues of his choice, to ask for advice of
his own choosing that will go along with what he and the
government, regardless of its political stripe, want.

Moreover, it was decided, under clause 10 or 12 of the bill, not
only to exempt the hiring of employees and inspectors of the
agency from the Public Service Staff Relations Act, but also to set
the terms of employment the president would see fit to set. In other
words, this amounts to eliminating the labour code and the long
standing tradition we have in this country to entrust negotiating
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labour agreements to a credible association controlled by its
members.

We have seen, alittle further on, under clause 24 | believe, that
the agency will be able to hire whomever it pleases, including
outside professionals. We know what the hiring criteria will bein
such cases. Of course, thisis going to be about consultants, whether
legal or otherwise, who will have contacts, people who are on good
terms with the agency and known as loya servants, not of the
government, but of the Liberal Party.

In the motions in Group No. 8 which we are discussing now,
there is areference to the report. There is an action plan the agency
will have to submit and that will be subject to public scrutiny. How
are they going to proceed? As | said earlier, it will be all behind
closed doors, to speed up the process, so no one will realize what is
going on and they can do things on the sly more often than not. The
agency will have absolute control over the action plan it wants to
develop. In other words, the agency will not seek the advice of the
advisory board or the local people when preparing its action plan,
but will seek the advice of outside consultants, which it is free to
choose.

® (1315)

That istotally unacceptable and that is why the hon. member for
Frontenac and agriculture critic has put forward amendments
which hopefully will be considered on the basis of their merit and
accepted. What do these amendments say?

First, when agency officials produce an action plan, we do not
want this action plan to be put on the shelf and forgotten as soon as
it is tabled in this House; it should be referred to the Standing
Committee on Agriculture instead.

The members of this committee, government members and
opposition members alike, take the future of the farming industry
to heart, as, we assume, everyone else does. They want to ensure
that the right decisions are made.

These members will scrutinize the action plan submitted by
agency officials and will be in a position, at least we hope so, to
make the necessary changes before the plan is tabled in the House,
put on a shelf and forgotten by everyone. That is what our
amendments are all about.

Wewant the agency’s action plan to be referred to the agriculture
committee for consideration and approval. Thisis not too much to
ask. | cannot see how the Minister of Agriculture or the members of
the government party could object to such a sensible motion.
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What else is suggested? That the agriculture committee, in
considering the plan, listen to the groups concerned, those repre-
senting farmers from coast to coast. They could tell us whether this
action plan is practicable and will achieve the stated goals at a
reasonable cost.

We could aso hear from the consumer associations' representa-
tives to find out whether the inspection procedures meet the
standards or whether the inspection should target another kind of
industry or product.

We could also hear people from the industry. They could tell us
whether the agency’s action plan will alow them to operate
normally, and whether it will give them credibility with the
consumers and guarantee the good quality of food for consumers.

Before we develop an action plan or have it tabled in the House,
only to meet the same fate as thousands of reports tabled here, that
is being shelved for good, it would be worthwhile, if this processis
to be of any significance, to have it referred to the agriculture
committee. The committee could hear from all those interested and
make sure, even if we have doubts concerning the agency and its
executive, the action plan is at least credible and can be examined
and judged on its merits.

| hope the government will consider these amendments and
recognize the enormous amount of work the agriculture critic and
his colleague have done.

Since this is my last speech before we adjourn, | would like to
extend to you my best wishes for the season.

[English]

Mr. Elwin Hermanson (Kindersley—Lloydminster, Ref.):
Mr. Speaker, | believe we have moved on to group No. 8. We
support the amendments in group No. 8, Motions Nos. 24, 25, and

Motion No. 24 suggests that a parliamentary review of the
agency's business plan be undertaken before the bill is approved.

® (1320)

Motion No. 25 supports a parliamentary review of the agency’s
business plan before the bill is approved. It also supports the
agency consulting with industry employees first. Accountability
which is required by Parliament is essential.

| believe the committee did an excellent job of reviewing the
bill. Excellent witnesses appeared before the committee. We were
able to look at the strengths and weaknesses of the bill. However,
when it came to implementing change, the powers of the commit-
tee were hampered because the government held the heavy hand on
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the committee and insisted that its members not consider valid
amendments and instead pressed ahead with the government's
agenda, whether or not that was the best position to take.

To illustrate that point, | would like to mention the one amend-
ment that was able to get through the clauses by clause session. It
amended the preface of the bill. That amendment called for cost
effectiveness. One would think that every member would think that
is an essential measure for the bill. It would ensure that the new
agency would be cost effective. The government said that was its
intention. The witnesses said it was paramount. One of the key
purposes of the agency isto make one food inspection agency more
cost effective than having three separate agencies under three
different ministers.

While this was a perfectly sensible and logica amendment,
government members voted against it. Fortunately, two govern-
ment members supported the amendment so there was a split. That
was the only amendment which was put forward in committee on
which government members were not unanimous. It struck me as
being very odd that three government members on the committee
would vote against cost effectiveness as a principle and guiding
light for this new single food inspection agency. That tells me that
government members are very hesitant for the agency to be
accountable to Parliament. That is very sad indeed.

Another amendment we proposed at committee stage indicated
that the fees set by the agency must be reasonable. The fees should
not exceed a reasonable cost in providing the service or the use of
that service.

Believe it or not, government members voted against that
amendment. That shows us the wrong direction in which the
government is going. A few months earlier when we debated the
Administrative Monetary Penalties Act, which was studied in the
agriculture committee, we were able to amend the act at report
stage by inserting the word reasonable. It put guidelines on a
government agency which said it could not be unreasonable.

Sometimes governments are unreasonable. We saw a lot of
unreasonable things happen in the Mulroney government. Mr.
Speaker, you were here then. You saw many of the unreasonable
things that they did and you spoke about them.

Governments change from time to time. Mr. Speaker, you
probably do not think this government is unreasonabl e, but govern-
ments from time to time are unreasonable.

The Liberal government says it is going to be reasonable. Of
course we doubt that. It says that it will be reasonable, however, it
will not implement a restraint or a constraint to ensure that these
agencies deal with consumers and theindustry in areasonable way.
The government says that it will ensure the agency will always be
reasonable.

Sometimes governments are not reasonable. However, if the
legidation says that the costs must be reasonable, they will haveto
be reasonable because it is the law of the land. If the bill is not
followed, legal recourse should be available.

It was extremely disappointing that government members were
opposed to amending the bill to ensure that the costs be reasonable
for the services provided by the single food inspection agency. This
is at atime when the government, under treasury board initiatives,
is implementing cost recovery. The industry is saying that many
times cost recovery is not reasonable. Strong statements were made
by organizations such as the Canadian Federation of Agriculture,
the prairie pools, the Canadian Cattlemen’s Association and food
processors that said that cost recovery is not reasonable.

® (1325)

The House has no powers to hold the government and these
agencies accountable. It is not there. We wanted to put it in the
legidation. The government said: “No. We want the minister to
have al power and the committee can meet and discuss these
agencies at length then”.

We can talk until we are blue in the face, but unless we have the
support in legislation we do not have the clout. If an unreasonable
government is in place then our hands are tied behind our backs.
That is not the way government should work. That is not what
Canadians want. That is not what was in the red book.

The hon. member who left the Liberal ranks a few days ago
because he could not be reconciled with his party over the budget
and then tried to get back into the party was told: * No way, José”.
By the way his name is not José but | am not allowed to his name.

However, he got up in the House and said to the Prime Minister:
“You promised that government would be more accountable. It is
in the red book™ . When he quoted the page he was booed by his
colleagues. They called him a traitor for quoting the red book. It
was shocking. The government is moving away from being reason-
able and accountable. It is disgusting. It is wrong.

The House is studying the single food inspection agency and
amendments by my colleagues from the Bloc. We put forward
similar amendments in committee. As | mentioned earlier, Reform
put its amendments forward at committee stage because under the
new process there is supposed to be a better chance of reasonable
amendments being considered in committee if they are presented
before the hill is approved in principle. No way. That is another
broken promise.

Even a simple amendment that said the cost would have to be
reasonable was defeated. At atime of user fees and cost recovery,
at atime of friction between the government and the industry, the
government said: “‘No. We don’t want to be accountable. The
committee can look into anything but it has no power. Thereis no
sanction in the legislation. We want to keep the minister’s hands
entirely free. We want the agency to be able to do as it pleases,
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charge what it pleases for the services it provides’. That is
unacceptable. That is unreasonable.

The auditor general should be able to hold this agency to full
account as well. We are concerned that the auditor general will not
have sufficient opportunity to hold the new single food inspection
agency accountable.

The other day the auditor general in a report to committee that
the whole system of guidelines for cost recovery are vague if they
exist at all, that there are unquantifiable factors out there, that the
department has not done its homework and does not know what it is
talking about when it talks about what the cost recovery levels are
for our competitors, what the expectations for cost recovery are,
whether cost recoveries are considered to be in the public or the
private good.

He said that guidelines have not been put in place by the
department of agriculture or by Treasury Board and certainly will
make it much more difficult to determine whether this agency is
being accountable and reasonable.

Mr. Speaker, | thank you for this chance to speak to this grouping
of motions. As | said, we support them.

Perhapsthisis my last chance to address the House and the Chair
prior to the Christmas break. We are not sure what is happening
here. | certainly want to wish all members a very merry Christmas
and, Mr. Speaker, may you enjoy the holiday season. May you al
be safe and have precious time with your families. We will look
forward to seeing each one of you in the new year.

[Translation]

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Milliken): It being 1.30 p.m., the
House will now proceed to the consideration of private members
business as listed in today’s Order Paper.

PRIVATE MEMBERS BUSINESS

[English]

PROGRAM COST DECLARATION ACT

The House resumed from November 6 consideration of the
motion that Bill C-214, an act to provide for improved information
on the cost of proposed government programs, be read the second
time and referred to a committee.

Mr. Jim Silye (Calgary Centre, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, | am very
pleased to speak to this bill presented by the Liberal member for
Durham. | feel in this particular instance he is definitely on the
right track. As this is a private member’s bill | can personalize it

Private Members' Business

and strongly emphasize how much | support the general thrust and
intent of the bill.

The bill will require that the estimated annual cost and the cost
per capita of every new government program be published as soon
as the bill that authorized it is introduced in Parliament or the
regulation that implements it is issued. The auditor general’s
opinion on the estimate is aso to be published.

When a bill would come to this House at second reading stage
there would be a requirement for the government to present to us
the costs and economic impact of the bill. The actual requirement is
that the government would have to explain the economic impact so
that all members of this House and all Canadians could understand
the nature of the bill. This has to be a tremendous improvement
over what we are doing now in this House of Commons. | will use
two examples to illustrate areas that would be improved by this
bill: the tobacco bill and the disability aspect of the Canada pension
plan.

The tobacco hill is being hotly debated and hotly contested. Itis
a tough issue. There is a fine line between trying to impose
regulations and steep taxes on this legal substance—it is legally
allowed to be sold—and restricting the impact of this substance on
the health and welfare of individua Canadians, especialy the
young people because of its highly addictive qualities.

We have debated this bill. The tobacco industry and related
lobbyists have said that the advertising and sponsorship provisions
in the bill and the restrictive nature of the sale of cigarettes will
force them to reduce their funding.

The Minister of Health has not provided us with any numbers on
the economic impact on advertising or sponsorship. He has raised
the taxes by $1.50 per carton. He said that he could not go any
higher, that the committee had advised him a greater tax increase
would encourage the smuggling trade. Some of these numbers
should have been given to us, for example the extra revenue the tax
increase will generate.

Why isit that cigarettes can be sold in B.C. for $44 acarton with
a high taxation level, which encourages east to west smuggling?
When people are in Toronto they go to the huge warehouses and
buy cartons of cigarettes for $19 each whereas in B.C. they pay
$44. They will spend $500 to save $500. It pays for the air fare. If
they bring $1,000 they can really save money.

When bills are presented, these things are not being explained to
us as members of Parliament. If this type of explanation were
given, a bill like the tobacco bill would not be debated just on the
basis of emotion, the emotion of addiction, the emotion of what it
is doing to youth, the emotion of something that supposedly is bad
but nevertheless is legal. The bill could be discussed with some
balance; the emotional arguments would be balanced with the
€conomic arguments.
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The government has been trying to introduce the tobacco
legidation for 14 months but has not been able to. People have
been dying from smoking cigarettes. But when the health minister
suddenly introduces the legislation, it has to be passed now, before
Christmas. It has to be fast tracked because people are dying and
that is al we are concentrating on.

If abill were presented along with its economic impact it would
have to have a more thorough review at the departmental and
ministerial levels before it even got to cabinet. If cabinet were to
approve the bill with its financial ramifications, it would then be
presented to us on that basis. That would make a big difference for
al parliamentarians. Then we could make a proper balanced
decision on these bills.

| read the member for Durham’s opening speech on this bill. He
said that many members of Parliament end up voting just to go
along with their party line, but they do not really understand what
they arereally voting for and why they are voting the way they are.

| am currently a member of the Standing Committee on Public
Accounts. We just finished reviewing chapter 17 on CPP disability.
In his report the auditor general indicated that management is a
problem in the civil service. | am not saying nor is he saying that it
is mismanagement. The problem is undermanagement.

There is not enough leadership, not enough guidance. There are
not enough rules for the people in management to carry out
effective control of the programs they are in charge of. There are
not enough effective controlsto say yea or nay to certain people on
disability. The rules are archaic. They have been added on since
1970. It is an abomination.

® (1335)

Some of these people in the bureaucracy need help. As legisla-
tors, we are the ones who are standing in the way. We have now
given them the tools to work with so al they haveto doissay no or
yes to people and there are a lot of complaints. This type of hill
would enable the presenter to make the proper changes and talk
about the financial impact.

An overal review is necessary in our CPP, which we are doing,
but it is also needed specifically in the disability area. Since 1993
the department has done 24,000 reassessments of long term
disability claimants and found that 34 per cent of them no longer
qualified but were till receiving benefits. Fortunately, over half of
that money will be recoverable and the government will get some
money back.

It is a serious matter. There has to be a mechanism in the rules
which states that we must present a cost benefit analysis of ahill or
changesto a bill so that everybody understands not just the kind of
society we are trying to create or the caring we want to show the
people in Canada but also the economic impact along with the
emotional impact.

It is important for us as legiators to give those in the civil
service the tools to work with so they can do a proper job in
effectively controlling the public purse strings. It is becoming far
too easy for politicians to stand up and say that they just blew it. If
that iswhat we say, then we are not assuming our responsibilitiesto
pass good and effective legislation that will make spending more
visible, that will make the cost of government more apparent that
will be in the best interests of every single political party in the
House and al Canadians whose tax dollars we suck out of their
pocketbooks. We must know who spends it, who is accountable for
it and how wisely the money is being spent, which is what Bill
C-214 does.

We could amend the bill alittle by adding a sunset clause where
it would be compulsory at the end of the fifth year to check out the
viability of each of the programs to see if they are successful in
achieving their desired ends.

On the auditor general’s opinion on the estimates, which is also
to be published, | disagree a little bit with my colleague from
Durham in this area. The job of the auditor general isto audit after
the fact and not predict before the fact.

The auditor genera’s job in auditing is to match the intent of
government legislation and the intent of programs with the success
or failure of achieving the objectives, which is what he is doing
now. | believe that is something he can still do. He would be doing
the value for money audits but for example, it would have been so
much easier had the Minister of Health presented all the financia
implications of the Tobacco Act.

There is also the Endangered Species Act. How much is that
going to cost? What is the impact of that act? There is hardly a
member of Parliament here who knows what the impact of that hill
will be. Why has that not been presented to us by the minister?

We have aright to know how the money is going to be spent and
who is going to have to pay for it. Things like that are very
important, very critical and very crucial. | commend the member
for Durham for bringing forward a private member’s bill like this
one.

This is what is going to happen with this. The President of the
Treasury Board has said: “‘We must equip ourselves with better
systems for evaluating the actions of government so that we can
genuinely answer for actions first and foremost to our fellow
citizens who are both clients and taxpayers” . Heis not showing his
support for this bill. He is staying neutral because he says it is a
private member’s bill. He says it is the job of the standing
committees to ask those questions about what a bill costs and what
money is going to be spent.

My colleague from Lloydminster in a prior speech has pointed
out how effective standing committees are in getting that kind of
information. The minister says. ““ A cost analysisis given to cabinet
confirming the financial impacts in a confidential memorandum’.
If it is already being done, then share it with the Canadian public
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and the House of Commons. It should not be any big deal for the
minister to support this.

| would just like to conclude with one comment by the member
for Durham. | like this quote and will give him credit for it: “ The
forces that would turn government back on the road to fisca
irresponsibility are at work today”, and they are still out there.
“They ponder how to spend annualized surpluses, even though the
debt stands at over $600 billion. This legislation will serve as a
check on these forces”.

® (1340)

Mr. George Proud (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Labour, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | want to thank you for the opportuni-
ty to express my views to the House during the debate on Bill
C-214.

The bill proposes that the government make a declaration to
Parliament of the estimated annual cost of every new program
which it intends to implement. | welcome the opportunity the
member for Durham has given me to remind the House of the
progress the government has made in recent years and is continuing
to pursue in this very important area.

As an example, | would cite the improved reporting to Parlia-
ment project. This initiative responds to the need for better
accountability. It entails working with Parliament to provide good,
meaningful information not only on the costs of government
programs but on the results we achieve in relation to the goals and
objectives we set for ourselves.

We would all agree on the importance of theinitiative, given that
these programs and the results are funded by the dollars which the
taxpayers have entrusted to us to manage well and to deliver the
services they expect and need from federa departments and
agencies.

In the improved reporting to Parliament project, the government
is endeavouring to draw on the expertise of al stakeholders,
parliamentarians, public servants, interested professionals and the
clients and constituents whom we serve.

Improved information to Parliament is also a key component of
two other recent government initiatives, program review and
getting government right.

Program review is now in its second phase. We have been
scrutinizing al federal activities to ask the questions that are
important to us all, questions such as. What activity should the
federal government continue to be engaged in? How should these
activities be delivered? By what level of government? If federal, by
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which department or agency and at what cost and for which level of
service?

The results of the program review have been significant in a
number of ways. We have clarified the roles, responsibilities and
the priorities of federal departments and agencies. We have begun a
thought process with respect to options for aternative organiza-
tional forums and mechanisms for program delivery.

The bottom line is that program review means that by 1998-99,
annual spending on federal government programs are projected to
fall by about $9 billion and will be delivered by a smaller, more
effective and less costly public service.

Getting government right is a complementary initiative which
involves the modernization of federal programs and services to
meet our obligations as a government and the expectations of our
clients today and in the years to come.

| would encourage any member who has not already done so to
read the progress report on getting government right which was
tabled in this House on March 7, 1996. It describes what we have
accomplished in clarifying federal roles and responsibilities in
making the federal government work better and in rethinking
program delivery so as to adjust to today’s reality and the chal-
lenges ahead.

More specifically, getting government right means ensuring that
resources are devoted to the highest priorities, responding to the
public demand for better and more accessible government and
achieving more affordable government.

In moving forward on this agenda, the government is mindful of
the need to ensure that the role of the national government is
preserved to meet core responsibilities. These include: strengthen-
ing our economy and economic union to ensure a prosperous
country for ourselves and our children; enhancing social solidarity
in Canada; pooling our national resources to achieve common
goals efficiently and effectively; defending Canada’s sovereignty;
and speaking for Canadians collectively on the world stage.

While | support the objective of Bill C-214, its enactment would
only add to the cost of government without making any substantive
improvement in the quantity and quality of information which the
government is providing and plans to provide to Parliament.

Consider the changes we have aready benefited from in the
1996-97 estimates documentation. In addition to part | of the
estimates which provides an overview of federal spending, part I,
the traditional blue book which supports the Appropriation Act,
and the individua part Ills, two important innovations were
introduced.
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First, the government tabled a new document entitled *‘ Program
Expenditure Detail: A Profile of Departmental Spending”. This
document, while not formally constituting part of the estimates,
represented an important step forward in that it combines federa
program spending detail which was previously presented in both
part | of the estimates and the budget. This provides a bridge
between the budget document and other estimate documents.

“Program Expenditure Detail: A Profile of Departmental Spend-
ing"’ gives Parliament both an overview of program spending
within the context of part | and program review and more detailed
information on program spending by sector and by federal depart-
ment. Program review’s principal achievement will be structural
changes in the business of government, many of which are already
visible to all parliamentarians and the Canadian public.

For example, in the transportation sector shifting from owner,
operator or subsidizer to regulator and policy maker; and in the
agricultural sector, in partnership with the provinces, moving from
commodity based agricultural subsidiesto awhole farm safety net,
focusing on income stabilization rather than income support.

Other important restructuring initiatives include withdrawing
from programs which provide direct financial support to industry
and addressing overlap and duplication to consolidate activities
wherever possible, thereby making program delivery more effi-
cient and more effective.

The second phase of the program review builds on the first.
Specific measures resulting from program review Il which affect
primarily the 1998-99 fiscal year include the rationalization of
subsidies, privatization and commercialization where feasible, and
further reductions in spending.

While in some cases specific measures to implement program
review || decisions will be developed over the next two years, it is
clear to the government that innovation in service delivery is akey
factor to our success.

We want to move away from traditional hierarchical delivery
structures to forms which are more cost effective and more
responsive to Canadians. The creation of the three agencies
announced in the speech from the throne and the budget is well
under way.

Another change which we saw in the 1996-97 main estimatesin
addition to the document profiling departmental spending was the
tabling of six pilot part 111 of the estimates departmental expendi-
ture plans. These documents are pilots or testsin the government’s
effort to address the concern of parliamentarians who have better
information on the multi-year costs of government programs and

constitute a key initiative in the improved reporting to Parliament
project.

I would like to take this opportunity to point out to my
colleagues that the progress which we have seen today is only the
beginning. The estimated costs of a program represent only one
side of equation. The government is equaly concerned with
reporting to Parliament on the results.

The government is currently considering mechanisms for report-
ing to Parliament on the performance of government programsin a
more timely and compl ete manner; for example, the introduction of
performance reports which would be tabled in the fall of each year
rather than as a component of the planned expenditure information
which we currently receive as parts of the estimates documenta-
tion.

This government has made a concerted and ongoing effort to
involve parliamentarians in shaping the form and content of the
information which is presented to us not only on the cost of
government programs but on their results. | believe our participa
tion in this process is the key to improving the information for
Parliament. The member for Durham shares our objective. Howev-
er, | believe that the legislation being proposed presents potentially
costly and ineffective alternatives to the initiatives | have just
outlined.

| believe that more focused, streamlined information to Parlia-
ment will make it easier to assess government programs. Informa-
tion which is better organized and more user friendly will
strengthen the accountability of government to all Canadians.

| am grateful to have this opportunity to address the House on
this proposal. | too wish you al aMerry Christmas and prosperous
new year.

® (1350)

Mr. Stephen Harper (Calgary West, Ref.): Mr. speaker, itisa
pleasure today to debate Bill C-214, the program cost declaration
act tabled by the hon. member for Durham.

Let me take a few minutes to outline the purpose of the act and
what is behind it. The act, which is a votable item, would require
departments of the government to provide a financial or cost
analysis of each piece of legidation onitsintroduction to the House
of Commons or at the time the minister or governor in council
issues regulations or other instruments.

The auditor general would certify that the method used to arrive
at this analysis was fair and reasonable under the circumstance.
The cost would be disclosed in total as well as based on the per
capita cost for each Canadian citizen.
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This legislation would cause legislators and their departments to
be more conscious of the financial impact their legislation would
have. The PCDA, asitiscalled, would providefor agreater degree
of disclosure and accountability for government programs and lead
toward a more integrated expenditure system. It would give
members of Parliament and the public more knowledge and to that
extent more control and scrutiny over how government spends.

If thistype of legislation had been in place years ago, | believeit
is true that would not have so easily created the massive deficits
and debt which the federal government is now forced to deal with.

That really is the purpose of the legislation, as stated by the
member for Durham. | think it is transparent that the legidation is
worthy of support. It has been supported in statements from the
auditor general and the Canadian Taxpayers Federation. The
retiring president, Mr. Jason Kenney, has said that he supports the
legidation. James Forrest, the executive director of the Alberta
Taxpayers Federation, has indicated that they support it. During
the first hour of debate it received fairly favourable reviews from
MPs representing all the recognized parties in the House.

| could also note that professional accounting organizations have
also indicated their support. Marcel Latouche, president of the
Charted Association of Certified Accountants has indicated sup-
port; the Certified General Accountants Association of Ontario; the
Saciety of Management Accountants of New Brunswick and Prince
Edward Island. They endorse the principles behind the bill, and |
could go on.

| guess the real question is why anybody would do it any other
way. When we think about it, it is quite extraordinary that in this
day and age governments would think of tabling and publicly
adopting legislation without providing assessed cost information as
part of the process.

| do not believe there is any chief executive officer in this
country who would go to his board or his shareholders and not be
prepared to give a definitive cost assessment on a project that the
company had undertaken. Nor would any intelligent head of a
household enter into amajor purchase, any purchase other than out
of pocket, without making an assessment of the real costs over
time.

If anything, | think the bill probably does not go far enough. This
is absolute bare bones, as some of my colleagues have pointed out.
There are other things that could be done with the bill but which
have not been done. There are no sunset clauses on any of these
expenditures. There is actually no provision for making the targets
that are assessed by the auditor genera mandatory or for any
amendment if the costs are out of range from the original estimate.
Thereis no assessment required of benefits or of the present value
of the cost stream. There is no requirement to indicate what the
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source of the income would be to cover the cost or how precisely
these sources are related to the benefits and the beneficiaries of any
of the projects.

Thisisavery small step, onethat isworth pursuing and | believe
ultimately worth adopting. However, it is not putting any kind of
undue restrain on government, nor is it even challenging some of
the basic Liberal philosophy that | think is ultimately the problem
here. | may get into this later if | have time.

® (1355)

This is what the member himself is ultimately up against
because $600 billion in debt was not run up in this country by
accident. It may have been run up through incompetence but it
really came down to the heart of the Liberal Party philosophy and
the philosophy of modern liberalism which is that government
exists to spend, to transfer money from some people to other
people for the benefit of paliticians and bureaucrats, and ultimately
it isapolitical and not an economic question on how resources are
allocated. That is the philosophy of modern liberalism, not just to
serve a dependency but to create it, to nurture it and to build big
government around it.

That is why we have the problems we do in this country. That is
ultimately what the hon. member is up against in trying to move
this bill forward not just with the philosophy of liberalism but,
frankly, with a political party and a leadership that have to justify
the last 30 years, justify the way things have been run. They
surround themselves with the representatives of the old way of
doing things. That is a problem when getting the House to look at
this kind of measure.

| would point out in the few moments | have left that thisis not
by any means the only measure that parliamentarians of various
parties have tabled in this Parliament to attempt to bring modern
cost evaluation and cost control to the federal government.

I will mention afew of the private members' bills that are on the
Order Paper right now, all of which relate to this kind of matter:
Bill C-213 put forward by the hon. member for Capilano—Howe
Sound to amend the Constitution Act to require balanced budgeting
and spending limitations; Bill C-294 by the hon. member for St.
Albert which would require the periodic evaluation of statutory
programs, two-thirds of federal spending not subject to a regular
review process,; Bill C-342 by the hon. member for North Vancouv-
er would require stated principles of fiscal management from the
Minister of Finance consistent with generally accepted accounting
principles and would require public periodic reports that deal with
approaches to debt reduction, to balanced budgeting, contingency
for risk and stable tax rules; Bill C-349 by the hon. member for
Medicine Hat to require public disclosure and parliamentary
scrutiny of federal user fees; Bill C-361 by the hon. member for
Yorkton—Meéelville, the people’s tax form act, which would give
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voters and taxpayers asay on their tax forms in terms of what kind
of federal government programs are supported and with what kind
of tax dollars.

There are various other propositions. | think al the ones |
mentioned are reform propositions but there are others from
Liberal members which deal with not just reforming spending
directly but making government more accountable, whether it is
through giving people more say on their tax form or through
referendums or through reforms of the House of Commons. There
are endless numbers of propositions. None of these has been
addressed so far in this Parliament or seriously entertained.

| would like to review some of the objections that have been
raised to this type of legislation if | have time. Let me say before |
get to that in summary that what all of these objections have in
common, and | am sure we will hear this from the parliamentary
secretary later, is somehow the theme that we are doing it right
now. Everything is just fine the way it is. Cost control is really
terrific. We now have only a$30 billion deficit this year. Therefore
what are we realy worried about when it comes to taxpayer
dollars? The other objection is how can we afford to spend this
money to control federal spending and to control the federa
budget.

These people never have any problem with spending money at
the front end. They always find it very expensive to monitor. They
can aways afford to spend the money. They can never afford to
have the accountant to keep the records. That is an amazing
philosophy but it will come out in all the objections.

As| say, thereisreally no valid reason for opposing this type of
bill. It is standard practice in every other institution. The auditor
genera knows thisis consistent with modern accounting practices
and would like to see his office handle this sort of role.

® (1400)

I commend this bill to the House. | know that many Liberal
members support it. They reject the old philosophy. | ask them to
vote in favour of this legidation.

Mr. Roy Cullen (Etobicoke North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to support the hill of the hon. member for Durham.
Essentially the bill calls for a full disclosure of costs for any
legidation brought before the House, any regulations that are
enacted or any other instruments that are implemented by the
government.

This bill should be applauded. Canadians are demanding more
accountability from their parliamentarians. | salute the hon. mem-
ber for Durham for bringing this bill forward.

In the spirit of the bill, | am sure the member looked at the costs
of implementing this particular bill. | would say that the costs of

implementing this bill would be very limited. | am sure the
member will bring forward those costs at a later date.

Most departments and most ministers do some kind of account-
ing or cost estimating of what the implementation of proposed
measures will cost. | am sure those numbers are reasonably
available. What the member is saying in this bill is that those costs
should be brought before the House.

Too often in the past legislation has come before the House and
has been passed without members knowing fully what the costs and
the impacts of the legidation will be. In my view, there are
different kinds of legislation. Some legislation costs alot of money
to implement and some costs very little. However, if the costs are
not known, it is very difficult to make any kind of judgment.

Another element can creep into legislation and that is the
problem of incremental costs. A small piece of legidation on its
own may not be that costly to implement, but given other legida
tion and other initiatives, the cumulative costs can be quite
significant. The bill would provide a very transparent process. It
would ensure that members of the House would know what the
implementation costs of the legidation would be.

This bill calls for that information to be prospective, not
retrospective. What good does it do if the auditor general comes
along later and says that a program cost X dollars and the benefits
were less than the cost? At that point it is too late. This hill
demands accountability up front in terms of disclosure. It isamuch
more appropriate way to deal with the issue.

| echo what other members have said before me. The bill is a
start. It is certainly not the full solution. It is afirst step in avery
important process.

Other questions need to be answered when legidation is
introduced and when regulations are implemented. For example,
what would be the impact of legisation on other stakeholders?
Other stakeholders could include other orders of government. It
could mean the business community. It could mean awhole host of
things. While the bill deals with the cost of implementing legisla-
tion within the federal government, we also have an obligation to
analyse what legislation will do to other orders of government and
to the business community.

For example, atool has been developed by treasury board and
Industry Canada which is called the business impact test. It is used
to assist legidators and departments to assess the impact of
proposed legislation on business. The business impact test is
affectionately referred to as the BIT. It is an important tool which
parliamentarians should encourage. There is nothing to stop that
information from being presented in the House when other legisla-
tion and costs are presented.

When we look at the impact of legislation we should also be
looking at aternatives. What alternativeswere looked at before the
department brought in the legislation? Are there market instru-
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ments that could be used as effectively? Are there voluntary means
that could be implemented to achieve the same goals?

® (1405)

We have a habit of bringing in laws and legislation telling
business how to run and operate its business instead of putting in
legidation which sets certain standards and criteria that are re-
quired and alowing the business community to develop the
processes by which it could meet those standards. When that is not
done, it adds another cost to the burdens of government. It also
makes business more inefficient.

The way that laws and regulations are brought forward, devel-
oped and implemented are very complex. A number of processes
are in place. Sometimes legislation is driven by the bureaucracy.
Sometimes legislation is driven at the political level. Sometimes it
is driven by stakeholder groups that create a demand.

We need to be very cautious that we do not fall into the trap of
building empires, whether it is building empires for bureaucrats,
specia interest groups or politicians. This legidation really pro-
vides a vehicle for a full debate, full disclosure and full account-
ability at the start of any proposed initiative.

Often we debate legislation and the issues of public policy and
law in this House. That is very important but too often we do not
debate the fiscal impact of some of the initiatives that are brought
forward.

Perhapsif we had done more of thisin the past, we would not be
facing the fiscal challenges we face today. Now is the time to start
on anew program, on anew footing. This bill allows usto do that.

The effect of this bill, in my view, is that it will have a large
deterrent effect that would be positive. In other words, private
members or the government of the day will be reluctant to bring
forward bills that have a heavy cost associated with them, and
where the benefits are not clearly defined.

Government is not like business. It cannot always put legislation
in the context of cost and benefit in the same kind of quantifiable
way that can be done in business. However, it does not preclude
governments from adopting some of that rigour and applying it in
any way it can.

| applaud the member for bringing this forward. Legislation and
regulations have a huge impact on the competitiveness of our
industries. The market does not solve everything. We know that,
and governments have a role to play.

We need to really examine carefully the impact that regulations
and legislation have on businesses because the capacity and the
ability of businesses to develop jobs and economic activity will be
partly afunction of the regulatory environment and the legidative
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environment in which they work and how that compares with those
environments in the countries where competitors are domiciled.

If we do not really look at those elements on an incremental
basis or on another basis, we can put businesses on a footing where
they are not competitive to deal internationally or even within our
own domestic markets.

This bill is a giant step forward. | applaud the member again for
bringing it forward. | certainly will support it. | hope other
members will.

| too would like to take this opportunity to wish everybody a
very happy and safe holiday and a prosperous new year.

Mr. Roger Gallaway (Sarnia—Lambton, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, |
too am pleased to speak in support of this hill, the Program Cost
Declaration Act, Bill C-214.

It is said that the Canadian public is becoming cynical about the
political process. | believe it was the American humorist Mark
Twain who said that a cynic is a person who knows the price of
everything but knows the value of nothing.

® (1410)

What the hon. member for Durham istrying to do with thishill is
to put two conceptstogether. If we know the price of something and
we know we are getting a good buy for the price then we are quite
willing to pay for it. This hill is about how to determine the price
and whether value for money is being given.

I will give an example. If one was to go down to one of the
luxury car lots not far from Parliament Hill, no doubt a car could be
found that was worth $75,000. That isalot of money. However, if |
take the car out and test driveit, | may begin to feel that with all the
bells and whistles and all the good things that are included, $75,000
isnot alot of money to pay for the vehicle. In my opinion, $75,000
isalot of money for acar but if someone can afford it and it is good
value, they will pay for it because it is not a problem.

Aslegislators, we often get into programs that cost money but, at
the sametime, are good value. | am not quite as cynical as some of
the earlier speakers from the Reform who only talked about the
price and did not want to talk about the value. They were only
interested in the cost because it is a personal lifestyleissue to them
as opposed to what it means to us as Canadians or to the country as
a whole.

At the same time, as individuals, collectively we are entitled to
know what the large picture cost is of this and what the individual
or per capita cost is of the particular program.

As an example, a couple of years ago in the province of British
Columbia, the then minister of the environment in that province
wanted to introduce environmental legislation that sounded great.
It was reformulated gasoline. It was awonderful ideawhich would
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have wonderful effects on the environment. People thought it was
just what they needed and that the government should proceed with
it.

However, when the people of British Columbiafound out that it
was going to cost them eight cents alitre more to buy reformulated
gasoline, they had very severe reservations and told the minister of
the environment to back off because they wanted to think about it.
Once the price had been leaked to them, they started to realize that
maybe under those circumstances they were not getting good value.

There is another side to this. As Canadians we know that health
care costs a lot of money. Despite the fact that health care, no
matter what country onelivesin, has alarge price tag attached to it,
Canadians know that they are getting good value. If we compare
ourselves to what | heard earlier from the Reform members, they
are only interested in the price. They would prefer to adopt the
American model which suggests that as an individual it does not
matter what the priceisaslong asit isaffordable. It does not matter
if it is good value or not.

In the United States we know they are spending at least 2 per
cent to 3 per cent more of GDP on a per capitabasisfor health care,
whereas we know in Canadaiit is expensive but collectively we get
abetter deal and it is better value. That is where we differ from the
Reform Party in the role of government.

However, that does not detract from what the hon. member for
Durham is saying. | can recall in Ontario a number of years ago
when government was growing that it was introducing all kinds of
programs and would say: “ Thisis a great program and it will only
cost you 15 cents aweek or 15 cents amonth’. That was one little
department of the government keeping 15 cents here and 15 cents
there. It all adds up at the end of the year when somebody has to
pay for it. We know that the somebody at the end of the year isyou,
me and everyone else who was involved in the taxation system.

| want to point out one other thing. We have also heard from the
Reform members. They know the price of everything but the value
of nothing.
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| would like to point out astrange twist in their philosophy. They
stand in their places here and talk about getting tough with
criminas: *‘Let uslock them up, do not give anyone the benefit of
the doubt, do not consider the value of rehabilitation. Let us not say
to a person: You have served your time, we will give you a second
chance. | am a Reformer and | want to lock you up”.

Maybe we should start costing what their criminal law amend-
ments would add up to. Maybe we should sit down and ask: What

is the price that the Reform Party is putting on the crimina justice
system? To you, Mr. Canadian Taxpayer, is it good value? Does it
mean a whole lot to you that a person will be locked up forever?
What does it mean to you as a taxpayer when we do the collective
routine?

| am not acynic in the sense of the Reform philosophy that there
isaprice. | am saying to tie the two of them together. Let uslook at
the price and let uslook at the value we will get fromit. What isthe
overal cost and is it good value? Is it something Canadians want?
Canadians will have to know what they are paying for.

| realize a number of groups have endorsed this. The present
auditor general has said that he shares the view that the cost of
government programs and operations should be made more visible
to Parliament and to taxpayers.

Today | heard the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Labour talk about program review and that programs are being
made more cost efficient. That is the right thing to do and as a
member of the government | applaud that. We must do that. We
have no choice. And we are doing that.

But thisis not a question of making programs more efficient. It
is a question of telling people up front, right then when we
introduce alaw what it is going to cost the country and what it will
mean to every man, woman and child in the country. Legislation
has many yardsticks which can be applied to it. We put legislation
to al kinds of tests, but this is the one test that has obviously been
missing.

| realize that this may impose an onerous burden on certain
departments. After having heard the Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Labour speak, | think it islike a scene out of “My Fair
Lady” where Eliza Doolittle was being taught English and she did
not want to continue any more. She said that she was tired, fed up
and could not carry on. In this case | would suggest that the
department has no reason to betired. It can carry on and it ought to
carry on in the vein and with the intent, purpose and thrust of what
the hon. member for Durham has proposed in the hill.

It isironic that the Alberta Taxpayers' Association has said that
thehbill isagood first kick at the can and deserves the consideration
of members of Parliament. Thisiswhat the member has succeeded
in doing by getting this bill to the floor of this Chamber.

| know there are others who will speak to the bill today and in the
future. At the same time | believe it is incumbent upon us to
thoroughly examine the bill. In the end | believe we on this side of
the House at least will conclude that we are not cynics but we do
want to know the price and then we as legislators can determine
whether this is good value for the people of Canada.
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[Translation]

Mr. Mark Assad (Gatineau—LalL iévre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, to
begin with, | would like to congratulate our colleague from
Durham, for taking the initiative to introduce a bill to improve
information on the cost of programs proposed by the government.
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Our fellow countrymen, administrators, a list of accountants,
which we have seen, and even the office of the auditor general have
said that this initiative would be welcome. When we look at the
enormous expenditures of the government, it is clear that we need
mechanisms to ensure program costs are made public at least in
general terms, given that it is impossible to have precise informa
tion and figures for a five-year period.

But the primary initiative of this bill will be to help bureaucrats
redlize that Parliament, which has the last word on programs,
requires information that is as precise information as possible,
because we are aware of the impact, the ramifications, of program
expenditures and do not like to find out, a year or two down the
road, that certain programs have ended up doubling or tripling the
original estimates.

| appreciate the opportunity to speak to this. Thisisaninitiativel
like very much. There is no doubt that many mechanisms do exist,
as our hon. colleague from Prince Edward Island has said. There
are mechanismsin placeto control, if you will, or to give someidea
of the costs of programs.

However, | think that this proposal by the member for Durham
would put our bureaucrats and, of course, ministers and deputy
ministers, who are responsible for the various departments, on the
alert, forcing them to make sure that the information provided is as
accurate as possible, otherwise we are the ones who are going to
incur the wrath of our fellow Canadians if they redlize that
expenditures were higher than anticipated.

In the short time | had, | just wanted to draw the attention of my
colleagues to this aspect of the bill. Such legislation deserves a lot
of attention and certainly deservesto be debated. | hopeit will help
those responsible for program analysis to realize that we have the
last word and that we need information that is as accurate as
possible.

[English]

Mrs. Anna Terrana (Vancouver East, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, |
will start by wishing happy holidaysto everybody, to al Canadians
including my constituents, and of course a very Happy New Year.

[Translation]

| wish a Happy New Year and a good holiday to al Canadians
and to my colleagues. | also say to al my Italian friends: Buon
anno a tutti miei amici italiani.

Private Members' Business

| congratulate the hon. member for tabling a rather important
bill. We need to have details when we vote as members of
Parliament, and we al so need to be convinced that the legislation is
an important one for our communities.

My only concern relates to the auditor general’s involvement,
since it could delay the passage of an act that can be extremely
important for the country.

[English]

Private members’ hills are extremely important for the back-
benchers who speak to their constituents and know what their
problems are. There seem to be a lot of constraints on private
members  hbills. A private member's bill is the only tool a
backbencher has. From my own experience | have introduced three
private members' bills. They were intended to addressinjusticesin
the electoral act.

Some people may not know that a private member’s hill first has
to be introduced. Then the member’s name has to be drawn and
eventually the votability of the bill has to be established. | do not
think that the votability should have to be established. We should
be able to present and discuss the bill and then if the debate
collapses, it collapses.

My first bill related to an injustice regarding political parties
losing their party status. They had to decertify because they did not
have 50 candidates. In British Columbia if we were to create a
party, it would never become national because there are only 34
seats, whereas in Quebec for instance, a provincia party could be
made national because there are 75 seats. That is something which
should have been addressed but unfortunately the debate collapsed.
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| would like to support thishill. It isimportant that there be more
accountability in what is presented to the House and | am prepared
to support that idea. It is a good idea that we all know what we are
voting on and we know from the beginning what the costs are going
to be.

Again, a very happy holiday to everybody and particularly to
you, Mr. Speaker.

[Translation]

Mr. Mac Harb (Ottawa Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | shall
speak just a few minutes on the bill tabled by my colleague, the
hon. member for Durham.

First of al, | will congratulate my colleague for having presented
a truly worthwhile initiative, one worthy of the House of Com-
mon’s attention. | personally have had the opportunity to examine
it and to ask a few questions, particularly of Treasury Board
employees, in order to determine just what they do at the present
time with regard to the information they provide about the House
of Commons.
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Private Members' Business

| am pleased to inform you that the main thrust of my
colleague's proposal has aready been implemented. The Depart-
ment, and the President of Treasury Board, have undertaken to
facilitate, and to provide far more information to members of
Parliament than they did in the past. For example, in collaboration
with the other political parties, they are starting to make it easier
to obtain information and to provide far more reports, not only
on the new government programs, but also on existing ones.

The government has also taken very aggressive initiatives to
ensure that Canadians have access to affordable programs which
are appropriate to the population’s needs.

At the present time, the government is holding discussions with
representatives of the provinces and territories with a view to
saving money, while ensuring that the programs established to
serve Canadians are appropriate and transparent.

My problem with thisinitiative isthat it will be redundant. Each
year the auditor general makes recommendations on the govern-
ment’s operations, and then makes his report public. Historicaly,
more than 65 per cent of his recommendations have been imple-
mented, whereas the government and the ministers take action
every time the auditor general makes recommendations.

| think that it will bring in another type of bureaucracy one that
will be more costly, especially when the government is aready
involved in implementing al manner of measures to ensure
government transparency and the availability of information to the
House and its members.

| just wish to say that the 1996-97 estimates have demonstrated
the government’s serious intent, since it has taken tangible steps. It
has not only talked about taking steps, it has taken them. | therefore
wish to congratulate the administrators and the ministers for their
initiative.

Let me wish everyone a Merry Christmas, and as my colleague
has said, buon anno a tutti e grazie signor.

[English]

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Milliken): Order. The time provided
for the consideration of Private Members Business has now
expired and the order is dropped to the order of precedence on the
Order Paper.

Perhaps | might be permitted to say a few words.

[Translation]

On behalf of al of the occupants of the Chair, to my colleagues
in the House and to everyone, | would like to wish a good holiday
Season.

[English]

| want to say how much the Chair and the other occupants of the
chair—I say this on the part of all of us—appreciate the co-opera-
tion of al hon. members, of the clerks at the table, of our pages and
of all those who make this Chamber work. Without the help of
hundreds of people, we could not function here.

[Translation]

To everyone, | would like to express holiday greetings from all
of the hon. members of this House.

[English]

Merry Christmas and aHappy New Year. We hope wewill not be
back next week.

It being 2.30 o'clock p.m., the House stands adjourned until
Monday, February 3, 1997 at 11 o’ clock a.m., pursuant to Standing
Orders 28(2) and 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 2.30 p.m.)
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Maloney, John . ... ... Erie .................... Ontario .............. Lib.
Manley, Hon. John, Minister of Industry, Minister for the Atlantic
Canada Opportunities Agency, Minister of Western Economic
Diversification and Minister responsiblefor the Federal Office of
Regional Development—Quebec ..., OttawaSouth ............ Oontario .............. Lib.
Manning, Preston . .. ... Calgary Southwest . .. ... .. Alberta............... Ref.
Marchand,Jean—Paul .......... ... ... ... . Québec—Est.............. Quebec .............. BQ
Marchi, Hon. Sergio, Minister of the Environment ................. YorkWest............... Ontario .............. Lib.
Marleau, Hon. Diane, Minister of Public Works and Government
SEIVICES . it Sudbury ...l Oontario .............. Lib.
Martin, Keith ... o Esquimalt— JuandeFuca. BritishColumbia ... ... Ref.
Martin, Hon. Paul, Ministerof Finance ........................... LaSdle—Emard ........ Quebec .............. Lib.
Massé, Hon. Marcel, President of the Treasury Board and Minister
responsibleforInfrastructure .......... ... ... .. L Hull —Aylmer .......... Quebec .............. Lib.
Mayfield, Philip ... ... Cariboo — Chilcotin . ... ... British Columbia ... ... Ref.
McCleland,lan ... Edmonton Southwest . . ... Alberta. .............. Ref.
McCormick, Larry .. ... Hastings— Frontenac —
Lennox and Addington.... Ontario .............. Lib.
MCGUITE,JOB ..ottt e e e Egmont ................. PrinceEdwardIsland .. Lib.
McKinnon, Glen . ... Brandon — Souris......... Manitoba............. Lib.
McLaughlin,Hon. Audrey ... Yukon .................. Yukon .............. NDP
McLellan, Hon. Anne, Minister of Natural Resources ............... Edmonton Northwest ... .. Alberta............... Lib.
McTeague,Dan ....... ..o Oontario ................. Ontario .............. Lib.
McWhinney, Ted, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Fisheriesand
AN . . .ottt Vancouver Quadra. ... . ... BritishColumbia . .. ... Lib.
Ménard,Réal ....... ... . ... Hochelaga— Maisonneuve  Quebec .............. BQ
Mercier,Paul . ........ .. Blainville— Deux—
Montagnes .............. Quebec .............. BQ
Meredith,Val . ... Surrey — White Rock —
SouthLangley ........... BritishColumbia . .. ... Ref.
Mifflin, Hon. Fred, Minister of FisheriesandOceans ............... Bonavista— Trinity —
Conception .............. Newfoundland .. ...... Lib.
Milliken, Peter, Deputy Chairman of Committees of theWhole ... ... Kingstonandthelslands .. Ontario .............. Lib.
Mills,BOb . ..o RedDeer ................ Alberta. .............. Ref.
Mills, DENNIST. ...t Broadview — Greenwood .  Ontario .............. Lib.
Minna, Maria, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Citizenship and
Immigration ........... Beaches— Woodbine .... Ontario .............. Lib.
Mitchell, Andy . ... Parry Sound — Muskoka.. Ontario .............. Lib.
MOITiSON, LEE . ... Swift Current — Maple
Creek—Assiniboia ... ... Saskatchewan......... Ref.
Murphy, John .. ... o AnnapolisValey —Hants  NovaScotia .......... Lib.
Murray, [an . ... Lanark — Carleton ....... Ontario .............. Lib.
Nault, Robert D., Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Human
ResourcesDevelopment ... Kenora— Rainy River .... Ontario .............. Lib.
NUNEzZ, Osvaldo ...... ..o Bourassa ................ Quebec .............. BQ
NUNZIata, JONN .. .. York South—Weston .... Ontario .............. Lib.
O'Brien,LawrenceD. . ... Labrador ................ Newfoundland . ....... Lib.
O Brien,Pat ... London —Middlesex . .... Ontario .............. Lib.



Province of Political

Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
OReilly,John ... .. Victoria— Haliburton .... Ontario .............. Lib.
Pagtakhan, Rey D., Parliamentary Secretary to PrimeMinister ....... WinnipegNorth .......... Manitoba............. Lib.
Paradis, DeniS. .. ..ot Brome—Missisquoi ..... Quebec .............. Lib.
Paré, Philippe ... ..o LouisHébert ............ Quebec .............. BQ
Parent, Hon. Gilbert, Speaker ........... ... ... ... L. Welland — St. Catharines —

Thorold ................. Ontario .............. Lib.
Parrish,Carolyn ... MississaugaWest . .. ...... Oontario .............. Lib.
Patry, Bernard, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Indian Affairs

and NorthernDevelopment ........... ..., Pierrefonds—Dollard .... Quebec .............. Lib.
Payne, Jean . ... ... St.John'sWest........... Newfoundland . ....... Lib.
Penson,Charlie ....... ... PeaceRiver .............. Alberta............... Ref.
Peric, Janko . ... Cambridge .............. Ontario .............. Lib.
Peters, Hon. Douglas, Secretary of State (International Financial

INSLtULIONS) . ... oo ScarboroughEast . . .. .. ... Ontario .............. Lib.
Peterson, Jim . ... Willowdale.............. Ontario .............. Lib.
Pettigrew, Hon. Pierre S., Minister of Human ResourcesDevelopment  Papineau — Saint-Michel . Quebec .............. Lib.
Phinney,Beth .. ... ... ... HamiltonMountain ....... Ontario .............. Lib.
Picard,Pauline ....... ... .. Drummond .............. Quebec .............. BQ
Pickard, Jerry, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Agricultureand

Agri—Food ... Essex —Kent............ Ontario .............. Lib.
Pillitteri,Gary .. ... NiagaraFalls............. Oontario .............. Lib.
Plamondon, LOUIS . ... Richdlieu................ Quebec .............. BQ
Pomerleau, ROger . ... ... Anjou — Riviere-des—

Prairies.................. Quebec .............. BQ
Proud, George, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Labour .. .. ... Hillsborough ............ Prince Edward Island Lib.
Ramsay,Jack ....... ... Crowfoot................ Alberta............... Ref.
Reed, Julian ....... ... Halton—Ped ........... Ontario .............. Lib.
Regan, Geoff ... . HalifaxWest ............. NovaScotia .......... Lib.
Richardson, John, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National Perth — Wellington —

Defenceand Minister of VeteransAffairs ...................... Waterloo ................ Oontario .............. Lib.
Rideout, GEOrgesS. ... ..o Moncton ................ New Brunswick . ...... Lib.
Riis, NEISON ... Kamloops ............... British Columbia . ..... NDP
Ringma, Bob ....... .. .. Nanaimo— Cowichan .... BritishColumbia...... Ref.
Ringuette-Maltais, Pierrette, Assistant Deputy Chairman of

Committeesof theWhole ............ ... ... .o . Madawaska— Victoria ... NewBrunswick ....... Lib.
Robichaud, Hon. Fernand, Secretary of State (Agriculture and

Agri—Food, FisheriesandOceans) ....................coooun.. Beausgour .............. New Brunswick . ...... Lib.
Robillard, Hon. Lucienne, Minister of Citizenship and Immigration...  Saint-Henri — Westmount Quebec .............. Lib.
Robinson, Svend J. ...... ... . Burnaby — Kingsway .... BritishColumbia ...... NDP
Rocheleal, YVES .. ..o Trois-Riviéres ........... Quebec .............. BQ
Rock, Hon. Allan, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada  EtobicokeCentre ... ... ... Ontario .............. Lib.
St.Denis, Brent . ... Algoma ................. Ontario .............. Lib.
SttLaurent,Bernard ........... Manicouagan ............ Quebec .............. BQ
Sauvageau,Benoit . ... Terrebonne .............. Quebec .............. BQ
Schmidt, WEINEr . ... e OkanaganCentre ......... British Columbia . ..... Ref.
SCOtt, ANAY . ..o Fredericton— York —

Sunbury ... New Brunswick . ...... Lib.
SCott, MIKE . .. Skeena. ...l British Columbia . ..... Ref.
SETEBENOTt . ... Timiskaming— French

River ................... Ontario .............. Lib.
Shepherd, Alex . ... Durham ................. Ontario .............. Lib.
Sheridan,Georgette . . ... Saskatoon— Humboldt ... Saskatchewan......... Lib.
Silye, JiM CalgaryCentre ........... Alberta............... Ref.
SImmMons, HON. ROGEr ... ... Burin— St. George's .. . .. Newfoundland . ....... Lib.



Province of Political
Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
SKOKE, ROSEANNE . . ..ot CentralNova ............ NovaScotia .......... Lib
Solberg, Monte . ... MedicineHat ............ Alberta. .............. Ref.
SolomMOoN, JONN . ..ot Regina— Lumsden ...... Saskatchewan......... NDP
Speaker, RaY ... Lethbridge .............. Alberta............... Ref
Speller,Bob . ... Haldimand— Norfolk .... Ontario .............. Lib
Steckle, Paul .. ... Huron—Bruce .......... Ontario .............. Lib
Stewart, Hon. Christine, Secretary of State (Latin Americaand Africa)  Northumberland. .. ....... Oontario .............. Lib
Stewart, Hon. Jane, Minister of National Revenue .................. Brant ................... Ontario .............. Lib
Stinson, Darrel .. ... Okanagan— Shuswap .... BritishColumbia ...... Ref
Strahl, Chuck . ... FraserValleyEast ........ British Columbia . ..... Ref
Szabo, Paul . ... MississaugaSouth . . ... ... Ontario .............. Lib.
Taylor, Len ... TheBattlefords — Meadow
Lake.................... Saskatchewan......... NDP

Telegdi, ANdrew . ... Waterloo ................ Ontario .............. Lib
TETaNa, ANNA. . . oottt e e e VancouverEast .......... British Columbia . ..... Lib
Thalheimer, Peter .. ... Timmins— Chapleau . . . .. Ontario .............. Lib
Thompson, Myron . ... ... WildRose ............... Alberta............... Ref
Torsney, Paddy ....... ... Burlington............... Oontario .............. Lib
Tremblay,Benoit . ............ Rosemont ............... Quebec .............. BQ
Tremblay,Stéphan ..............c i Lac—Saint-Jean .......... Quebec .............. BQ
Tremblay,SUzanne . ... Rimouski — Témiscouata . Quebec .............. BQ
Ur,ROSE-Marie . ..o Lambton —Middlesex .... Ontario .............. Lib
Valeri, TONY ..o Lincoln ................. Ontario .............. Lib
Vanclief,Lyle. ... PrinceEdward —Hastings  Ontario .............. Lib
Venng Pierrette . ... Saint—Hubert ............ Quebec .............. BQ
Verran, Harry ... SouthWest Nova. ........ NovaScotia .......... Lib
Volpe, Joseph, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Health ........ Eglinton —Lawrence. .. .. Oontario .............. Lib
Walker,David ..........c i Winnipeg NorthCentre ... Manitoba............. Lib
Wappel, TOM .. ScarboroughWest . ... ... .. Oontario .............. Lib
Wayne ElSie. . ... SantJohn ............... New Brunswick . ...... PC
WEIS, DErEK . ..o SouthShore ............. NovaScotia .......... Lib
Whelan, SUSan . ... Essex —Windsor ........ Ontario .............. Lib.
White,Randy . ... ... FraserValleyWest ....... British Columbia .. . ... Ref
White, Ted ... NorthVancouver . ........ BritishColumbia . ..... Ref
Williams, John ... ..o St.Albert................ Alberta. .............. Ref
Wood, Bob . ... Nipissing................ Oontario .............. Lib
Y oung, Hon. Douglas, Minister of National Defence and Minister of

VeteransAffairs .. ... Acadie—Bathurst ... .. .. New Brunswick . ...... Lib.
Zed, Paul, Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the Governmentin the

Houseof COMMONS. . ... Fundy —Royal .......... New Brunswick . ...... Lib

N.B.: Under Palitical Affiliation: Lib.—Liberal; BQ-Bloc Québécois; Ref.—Reform Party of Canada; NDP-New Democratic

Party; PC—Progressive Conservative; Ind.—Independent.

Anyone wishing to communicate with House of Commons members is invited to communicate with either the

Member’s constituency or Parliament Hill offices.
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Political
Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
ALBERTA (26)
ADIONCZY, DIaNe . . ... o CalgaryNorth........................ Ref.
Benoit, LEONE. .. ... Vegreville ... Ref.
Bethel, Judy . ... EdmontonEast....................... Lib.
Breitkreuz, Clitf .. ... Yellowhead.......................... Ref.
BrOWN, JaN ... Calgary Southeast .................... Ind.
Chatters, David .. ... Athabasca........................... Ref.
B, KON . Elkidand ............ ... ...l Ref.
Grey,Deborah .. ... BeaverRiver ......................... Ref.
Hanger, At .. CalgaryNortheast .................... Ref.
Hanrahan, Hugh . . .. ..o Edmonton—Strathcona................ Ref.
Harper, Stephen . ... CalgaryWest .............coooiiiitt. Ref.
Hill, Grant . . ... Macleod ............. ... ... . ..., Ref.
JohNStoN, Dale .. ..o Wetaskiwin. ..................oon... Ref.
Kilgour, David, Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committeesof theWhole......... Edmonton Southeast .................. Lib.
Loney, JoNN ... . EdmontonNorth ..................... Lib.
Manning, Preston . . .. ... Calgary Southwest . ................... Ref.
McClelland, lan .. ... Edmonton Southwest ................. Ref.
McLellan, Hon. Anne, Minister of Natural Resources . . ...........coooviiiiinnn. .. Edmonton Northwest ................. Lib.
Mills, BOD . .o o RedDeer ... Ref.
Penson, Charlie .. ... PeaceRiver ........... ... ... ... ... Ref.
RamMSsay, JaCK . ... Crowfoot . ... Ref.
Sy, JIM CalgayCentre . .................o... Ref.
SOlbErg, MONte ... MedicineHat ........................ Ref.
SPEAKES, RAY ..o Lethbridge ............ ... ... ... ... Ref.
Thompson, MYFON . .. ... WildRose ... Ref.
WiIllIams, JONN . ... StAIbert......... Ref.
BRITISH COLUMBIA (32)
ADDOtt, JIM .o KootenayEast ....................... Ref.
Anderson, Hon. David, Minister of Transport ............. ..., Victoria . ... Lib.
Bridgman,Margaret . ............ .o SurreyNorth.................. ... .. Ref.
Chan, Hon. Raymond, Secretary of State(Asia—Pacific) ........................... Richmond ........................... Lib.
CUMMINS, JONN . .o e e e e e e Deta ...........coo i Ref.
Dhaliwal,HarbanceSingh ........ .. ... Vancouver South ..................... Lib.
DUNCAN, JONN . .o Northlsland—Powel| River ........... Ref.
Forseth, Paul . . ... NewWestminster—Burnaby........... Ref.
Frazer,JaCk . . ... Saanich—Gulfldands ................ Ref.
Fry, Hon. Hedy, Secretary of State(Multiculturalism) (Statusof Women) ............ VancouverCentre .................... Lib.
GiIlmour, Bill . ... Comox—Alberni..................... Ref.
GOUK, JIM .o Kootenay West—Revelstoke. .......... Ref.
Grubel, Herb . . . Capilano—Howe Sound .............. Ref.
Harris, DiCK ..o Prince George—Bulkley Valley ........ Ref.
Hart, JIm ..o Okanagan— Similkameen—Merritt. . . .. Ref.
Hayes, Sharon . ... Port Moody—Coquitlam.............. Ref.

Hill day ..o Prince George—PeaceRiver........... Ref.



Political

Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
Jennings, Daphine. . ... .. Mission—Coquitlam.................. Ref.
Martin, KEIth ... Esquimalt—JuandeFuca.............. Ref.
Mayfield, Philip ... ... Cariboo—Chilcotin................... Ref.
McWhinney, Ted, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Fisheriesand Oceans. ... .. . .. VancouverQuadra.................... Lib.
Meredith, Val .. ... Surrey—White Rock—South Langley ..  Ref.
RIS, NEISON . Kamloops ..........ccooiiiiiiiit, NDP
RINgMa, BOD .. ... Nanaimo—Cowichan................. Ref.
RoODbINSON, Svend J. .. ... .. Burnaby—Kingsway ................. NDP
SChMIdE, WEINEr . . oo e e OkanaganCentre ..................... Ref.
SCOtt, MIKE . oo SKEENA . ... Ref.
SHNSON, Darrel .. ..o Okanagan—Shuswap . ................ Ref.
Stranl, ChucK . . ... FraserValleyEast .................... Ref.
TETANA, ANNA. . . oottt e e e e e e e VancouverEast ...................... Lib.
White, Randy . . ... .. FraserValleyWest ................... Ref.
WHIte, TeA .. o NorthVancouver ..................... Ref.
MANITOBA (14)

AlCOCK, REO . . WinnipegSouth .. .................... Lib.
Axworthy, Hon. Lloyd, Minister of Foreign Affairs .............................. Winnipeg SouthCentre ............... Lib.
Blaikie, Bill .. ... WinnipegTranscona . ................. NDP
Cowling, Marlene, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Natural Resources. .. ... ... Dauphin—SwanRiver................ Lib.
Duhamel, Ronald J. . ... St.Boniface ... Lib.
Fewchuk, RON . ... Selkirk—RedRiver................... Lib.
Gerrard, Hon. Jon, Secretary of State (Science, Research and Devel opment)(Western

EconomicDiversification). ......... ... Portage—Interlake . .................. Lib.
Harper, Elijah . ... Churchill ............................ Lib.
Harvard, John, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Public Works and Government

STV IO . ettt WinnipegSt.James ................... Lib.
Hoeppner, JaKeE. .. ... o Lisgar—Marquette . .................. Ref.
Iftody, David .. ... Provencher .......................... Lib.
McKIinnoN, GIEN . . ... Brandon—Souris..................... Lib.
Pagtakhan, Rey D., Parliamentary Secretary to PrimeMinister ..................... WinnipegNorth ...................... Lib.
Walker,David .. ... WinnipegNorthCentre ............... Lib.

NEW BRUNSWICK (10)
Arseneault, Guy H., Parliamentary Secretary to DeputyPrime Minister and Minister of

CanadianHeritage ... Restigouche—Chaleur ................ Lib.
Culbert, Harold . ... Carleton—Charlotte . ................. Lib.
Hubbard, Charles. . ... Miramichi ........................... Lib.
RideoUt, GEOrgE S. . ... Moncton ............. Lib.
Ringuette-Maltais, Pierrette, Assistant Deputy Chairman of Committeesof theWhole ~ Madawaska—Victoria................ Lib.
Robichaud, Hon. Fernand, Secretary of State (Agricultureand Agri—Food, Fisheries

ANAOCEANS) .ot e ettt Beausdour ...t Lib.
SO, ANY . ..o Fredericton—York—Sunbury ......... Lib.
Wayne ElSie. . ... SantJohn ........................... PC
Y oung, Hon. Douglas, Minister of National Defenceand Minister of VeteransAffairs. Acadie—Bathurst .................... Lib.

Zed, Paul, Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of theGovernment in the House of
COIMIMONS . . ettt et e et e e e e e e e e e Fundy—Royal....................... Lib.
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Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
NEWFOUNDLAND (7)
BaKer, GEOIgE S, .. it Gander—GrandFalls ................. Lib.
BYI NG, GOITY . . oottt Humber—St. Barbe—BaieVerte. ... . .. Lib.
Hickey, Bonnie .. ... ... St.John'sEast ....................... Lib.
Mifflin, Hon. Fred, Minister of FisheriesandOceans .....................coou.... Bonavista— Trinity—Conception ... .. .. Lib.
O'Brien, LawrenceD. . . ... i Labrador ............. ... ... ... Lib.
PayNe, JEan . ... . St.John'sWest....................... Lib.
SIMMONS, HON. ROGEr .. .o Burin—St.George's. .. ..ot Lib.
NORTHWEST TERRITORIES(2)
Anawak, Jack lyerak .. ... Nunatsiag .......covoviiiiiiiin Lib.
Blondin-Andrew, Hon. Ethel, Secretary of State (Trainingand Youth) .............. WesternArctic ..., Lib.
NOVA SCOTIA (11)
Brushett, DIianne . .. ...t Cumberland—Colchester.............. Lib.
ClanCy, Mary ... Halifax............oooooiiiii Lib.
Dingwall, Hon. David, Ministerof Health . .. ......... ... .. . CapeBreton—EastRichmond ......... Lib.
LeBlanc, FrancisG., Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Foreign Affairs ......... CapeBreton Highlands—Canso. . ... .. .. Lib.
MacDonald, Ron, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for International Trade .. ... . .. Dartmouth........................... Lib.
MacLelan,Russell ...... ... CapeBreton—The Sydneys ........... Lib.
MuUrphy, JoNN . .. AnnapolisValey—Hants ............. Lib.
Regan, Geoff ... .. HalifaxWest ......................... Lib.
SKOKE, ROSEANNE . . ..ottt e e CentralNova ........................ Lib.
Vearran, Harmy . .. SouthWestNova..................... Lib.
WEIS, DEMEK . . oo SouthShore ....................ott. Lib.
ONTARIO (99)
AdamS, P . Peterborough ........................ Lib.
ASSAHOUNAN, SATKIS . . . oo oot DonValeyNorth .................... Lib.
AUGUSEING, JEAN . . . oot Etobicoke—Lakeshore................ Lib.
Barnes, Sue, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National Revenue .............. LondonWest ........................ Lib.
Beaumier,Colleen . ... ... Brampton ............. ...l Lib.
Bélair,REgiNald . ... Cochrane—Superior.................. Lib.
Bélanger, Mauril . ... ... Ottawa—\Vanier. ..............c.coo.... Lib.
Bellemare, EUGENE . . .. .o Carleton—Gloucester................. Lib.
Bevilacqua,Maurizio . .......... i YorkNorth .......................... Lib.
Bhaduria, Jag .. ... .o Markham—Whitchurch—Stouffville... Ind. Lib.
Bonin, Raymond . . ... ... NickelBelt .......................... Lib.
Boudria, Hon. Don, Minister for International Cooperation and Minister responsible
for Francophonie . .. ... Glengarry—Prescott—Russell . .. ...... Lib.
Brown, Bonnie. .. ... Oakville—Milton .................... Lib.
Bryden, John .. ... Hamilton—Wentworth. ............... Lib.
CacCia, HON. Charles . . ... Davenport ... Lib.
Calder, MUITAY . . Wellington—Grey—Dufferin—Simcoe  Lib.
Campbell, Barry, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Finance ................... StPaul’s.........oo Lib.
Cannis, JONN . . .. ScarboroughCentre................... Lib.
Catterall,Marlene . ... OttawaWest ............cccovviiinnn. Lib.
Chamberlain,Brenda . ........... . Guelph—Wellington ................. Lib.
Cohen, SNaUGNNESSY . . ...t Windsor—St.Clair ................... Lib.

Collenette, Hon. David M. . ... ... e DonValleyEast...................... Lib.



Political

Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
COMUZZI, JOB . . ettt e e e e Thunder Bay—Nipigon............... Lib.
Copps, Hon. Sheila, Deputy Prime Minister and Minister of Canadian Heritage ... ... HamiltonEast . ....................... Lib.
Crawford, REX . ..ot Kent ... Lib.
CUlEN, ROY . EtobicokeNorth...................... Lib.
DeVillers, Paul, Parliamentary Secretary to President of the Queen’ s Privy Council for

Canadaand Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs............................. SimcoeNorth ...t Lib.
Dromisky, Stan ... ... Thunder Bay—Atikokan.............. Lib.
Eggleton, Hon. Arthur C., Minister for International Trade ........................ YorkCentre ............oooviinn... Lib.
English, Jonn . ... Kitchener............. ... ... Lib.
Finlay, JONNn ... Oxford ... Lib.
FliS, JBSSE . oo Parkdale—HighPark ................. Lib.
FONtana, JOB . . ... LondonEast ......................... Lib.
Gaffney, Beryl ... Nepean ..., Lib.
Gallaway, ROGEr ... Sarnia—Lambton .............. ... .. Lib.
Godfrey, John, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for International Cooperation. . . .. DonValleyWest ..................... Lib.
Graham, Bill . . ... Rosedale ...................... .. ... Lib.
Gray, Hon. Herb, Leader of the Government in the House of Commons and Solicitor

Generalof Canada .. ... WindsorWest . ....................... Lib.
GrOSE, IVaN . o Oshawa ... Lib
Guarnieri, Albina . . ... MississaugaEast ..................... Lib.
Harb, MaC . ..o OttawaCentre....................vv.. Lib.
Harper, B . ..o SimcoeCentre ...................unn. Ref.
Hopkins, Leonard .. ... Renfrew—Nipissing—Pembroke. ... .. .. Lib.
1aNNO, TONY .. Trinity—Spadina. .................... Lib.
Irwin, Hon. Ron, Minister of Indian Affairsand Northern Development ............. SaultSte.Marie ...................... Lib.
Jackson, Ovid L., Parliamentary Secretary to President of the Treasury Board ... ... ... Bruce—Grey ... Lib.
Jordan, JIM ... Leeds—Grenville .................... Lib.
Karygiannis, JIM .. ... Scarborough—Agincourt. . ............ Lib.
Keyes, Stan, Parliamentary Secretary toMinister of Transport ..................... HamiltonWest ....................... Lib.
KIlger, BOb . . Stormont—Dundas. .................. Lib.
KNUESON, Gar ..ot e e e e e Elgin—Norfolk ...................... Lib.
Kraft Sloan, Karen, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of the Environment ......... York—Simcoe. ................o..... Lib.
Lastewka, Walt . . . ... St.Catharines ........................ Lib.
LB, DErEK .. Scarborough—RougeRiver ........... Lib.
Malhi, Gurbax SIngh . ... ... Bramalea—Gore—Malton ............ Lib.
Maloney, JONN . ... Erie ... Lib.

Manley, Hon. John, Minister of Industry, Minister for the Atlantic Canada
Opportunities Agency, Minister of Western Economic Diversification and Minister

responsible for the Federal Office of Regional Development—Quebec ........... OttawaSouth ........................ Lib.
Marchi, Hon. Sergio, Minister of theEnvironment ............................... YorkWest.........cooiiiii Lib.
Marleau, Hon. Diane, Minister of Public Works and Government Services........... Sudbury ... Lib.
MCCOrMICK, Larmy . . .. Hastings— Frontenac—L ennox and
Addington ...l Lib.
MCTEagUE, Dan .. ... ONntario ......coovviiiiiiiin Lib.
Milliken, Peter, Deputy Chairman of Committeesof theWhole .................... Kingstonandtheldlands .............. Lib.
MillS, DENNIST. ...t e Broadviev—Greenwood . ............. Lib.
Minna, Maria, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Citizenshipand Immigration ... Beaches—Woodbine ................. Lib.
Mitchell, ANy . ... Parry Sound—Muskoka. .............. Lib.
MUITAY, 18N . . Lanarkk—Carleton.................... Lib.
Nault, Robert D., Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Human Resources
DeveElOpmMENnt . .. ... Kenora—RainyRiver................. Lib.
NUNZIAEa, JONN . ..o e e York South—Weston................. Lib.

O BIHEN, Pat . ... London—Middlesex. ................. Lib.
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O Reilly, JoNN . Victoria—Hadliburton ................. Lib.
Parent, Hon. Gilbert, Speaker ......... ... i Welland— St. Catharines—Thorold. . . . . Lib.
Parrish, Carolyn . .. ... MississaugaWest . .................... Lib.
PeriC, JanKO . ... Cambridge ...................ol Lib.
Peters, Hon. Douglas, Secretary of State (International Financial Ingtitutions) ........ ScarboroughEast ..................... Lib.
PEtErsON, JIM oo Willowdale.......................... Lib.
Phinney, Beth . . ... .o HamiltonMountain................... Lib.
Pickard, Jerry, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Agricultureand Agri—Food .... Essex—Kent ........................ Lib.
Ptteri, Gary . . ..o NiagaraFalls......................... Lib.
Reed, Julian . ... Haton—Pedl ........................ Lib.
Richardson, John, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National Defence and

Ministerof VeteransAffairs ........... . Perth—Wellington—Waterloo. . ... .. .. Lib.
Rock, Hon. Allan, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada .. ............ EtobicokeCentre ..................... Lib.
St DENIS, Brent . ... Algoma ... Lib.
SETE BENOT . . .. Timiskaming—FrenchRiver........... Lib.
Shepherd, AleX . ... Durham ............. ..., Lib.
Speller, BOb ... Haldimand—Norfolk ................. Lib.
Steckle, Paul . ... ... Huron—Bruce....................... Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Christine, Secretary of State (Latin Americaand Africa) .............. Northumberland...................... Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Jane, Minister of National Revenue . ..., Brant ............. Lib.
Szabho, Pall . .. ... MississaugaSouth .................... Lib.
Telegdi, ANArewW . ... Waterloo ... Lib.
Thalheimer, PEter . . ... Timmins—Chapleau. . ................ Lib.
Torsney, Paddy . ... Burlington........................... Lib.
U ROSE-MaAIE . .. Lambton—Middlesex................. Lib.
VA, TONY . Lincoln ... Lib.
Vanclief, Lyle. ... PrinceEdward—Hastings . ............ Lib.
Volpe, Joseph, Parliamentary Secretary toMinisterof Health ...................... Eglinton—Lawrence.................. Lib.
WapPEl, TOM ScarboroughWest .................... Lib.
WhEIAN, SUSAN . ... Essex—Windsor ..................... Lib.
WOoOod, BOD . .. NipisSINg .. ..o Lib.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND (4)

Baster, Wayne . ... e Malpeque ..., Lib.
MacAulay, Hon. Lawrence, Secretary of State(V eterans) (Atlantic Canada

OpPOIUNILIESAGENCY) - . .o ettt et ettt Cadigan ..........cccovviiiiinn, Lib.
MCGUITE, JOB . .ottt e e e e e Egmont ........... ... ... .. Lib.
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Allmand, HON.WaImeN .. ... Notre-Dame-de-Gréce ............... Lib.
ASSA, MarK . .o Gatineau—LalLiévre ................. Lib.
ASSEIN, GErard . . ... Charlevoix ............ccccoiioo... BQ
Bachand, Claude . . ... Sant=Jean............c.coiiiiiiiiiinn. BQ
Bakopanos, Eleni . .. ... ... Sant-Denis ........... ... Lib.
Balidle Richard . ... LaPrairie..................o .. BQ
Bellehumeur,Michel . ........ . Berthier—Montcalm. ................. BQ
Bergeron, StEphane . .. ... ..o Verchéres ... BQ
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Bernier,MalriCe . ....... ... M égantic— Compton— Stanstead. . . . . .. BQ
BarNier, YVaN . .o Gaspe. ... BQ
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Bertrand, Robert . ... Pontiac—Gatineau—Labelle ... ....... Lib.
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CanuUEl, RENE . ... Matapédia—Matane . ................. BQ
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Chrétien, Right Hon. Jean, PrimeMinister ... Sant-Maurice ................n. Lib.
Chrétien, JEam—GUY . .. ...ttt e e FrontenaC ........................... BQ
Cré&te, Paul . ... Kamouraska—Riviére-du-Loup ... .... BQ
Daphond—Guiral,Madeleine. ........... ... i LavalCentre......................o... BQ
Daviault, MiChel . ....... . Ahuntsic ................. ... BQ
Debien, Maud . . ... LavalEBast ..............ccoiiii BQ
deSavoye, Pierme . .. Portneuf............................. BQ
Deshaies,Bernard . ... ........uniiiit Abitibi ....... .. BQ
Dion, Hon. Stéphane, President of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canadaand Minister

ofIntergovernmental Affairs. ... Saint—Laurent—Cartierville............ Lib.
Discepola, Nick, Parliamentary Secretary to Solicitor General of Canada ............ Vaudreuil ............ ... ... . ..., Lib.
DUDE ANLOING . . ..ot e e e e L&ViS ... BQ
Duceppe, GIllES . ... Laurier—Sainte-Marie................ BQ
DUMAS, MaUICE . . . o e e e e e e Argenteuil—Papineau ................ BQ
Dupuy, Hon. Michel . ... LavalWest ...t Lib.
Fillion, Gilbert ... ... Chicoutimi .......................v.. BQ
Finestone, Hon. Sheila . ... MountRoyal ................... ... .. Lib.
Gagliano, Hon. Alfonso, Minister of Labour and Deputy L eader of the Government in

theHouse of COmMMONS . ... ... . e Saint—-Léonard ....................... Lib.
Gagnon, ChIiStiang . ... ..ot e QUEDEC ... . BQ
Gagnon, PatriCk . ... Bonaventure—Iles-dela-Madeleine ...  Lib.
Gauthier, Michel, Leader of theOpposition ................ ..o ... Roberval ............ ... ... ... BQ
GOdiN, MaUMICe . ... e Chéteauguay ..............c.coooiiin.. BQ
GUAY, MONIQUE . ..ottt e e e e Laurentides....................... .. BQ
Guimond, Michel . ... ... Beauport—Montmorency—Orléans.... BQ
Jacob, JEAN—MarC . . ..o Charlesbourg ........................ BQ
Lalonde, FranCine . .. ...t Mercier ........coviiiiiiii BQ
Landry, JEan . ..o Lotbhiniere ........................... BQ
Langlois, FranGoiS . . . ...ttt e e Bellechasse...................oot BQ
Laurin ReNE . . ..o Joliette. ... BQ
Lavigne Laurent .. ... ... i e Beauharnois—Salaberry. .............. BQ
Lavigne, Raymond . .. ... i Verdun—Saint—+Paul . ................. Lib.
Lebel, Ghiglain . . ... Chambly ......................ool. BQ
Leblanc, NIC . ... Longueuil ............. ... ... BQ
LefEbVre, REEaN .. ... Champlain .......................... BQ
LEroUX, GaSION .. ...ttt et e e e e e e Richmond—Wolfe................... BQ
Leroux, JEan H. ... ... Shefford .............. BQ
Lincoln, CHfford . ........o Lachine—Lac-Saint-Louis............ Lib.
LoUbIEr, YVAN Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot .. ............ BQ
Marchand,Jean—Paul .......... ... .. Québec—Est...............coiiiiil. BQ
Martin, Hon. Paul, Ministerof Finance ............. ... ... LaSadle—Emard ..................... Lib.
Massé, Hon. Marcel, President of the Treasury Board and Minister responsiblefor

INfrastructure . .. ... o Hull—Aylmer ....................... Lib.
Ménard, REal .. ... Hochelaga—Maisonneuve. ............ BQ
Mercier, Paul . ... Blainville—Deux—Montagnes. . ........ BQ

NUNEZ, OSValdo .. ... Bourassa ............ciiiii BQ
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Paradis, DENiS. . ... Brome—MissisqQuoi .................. Lib.
Parg, Philippe . ..o LouisHeébert ........................ BQ
Patry, Bernard, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Indian Affairsand Northern

DeveElOpmMENnt ... ... Pierrefonds—Dollard . ................ Lib.
Pettigrew, Hon. Pierre S., Minister of Human ResourcesDevelopment .............. Papineau— Saint-Michel .............. Lib.
Picard, Pauling . . ... Drummond .......................... BQ
Plamondon, LOUIS . . ... e Richelieu............................ BQ
Pomerleau, ROQEr .. ... ... Anjou—Riviere-des—Prairies.......... BQ
Robillard, Hon. Lucienne, Minister of Citizenshipand Immigration................. Saint—Henri—Westmount ............. Lib.
ROChEIEAL, YVES . . oo Trois-Rivieres ....................... BQ
St—Laurent, Bernard . ... Manicouagan ........................ BQ
Sauvageau, Benoit . .. ... .. Terrebonne ... BQ
Tremblay, Benoit . ... ... Rosemont ........................... BQ
Tremblay, StEphan .. ... Lac-Saint=Jean ...................... BQ
Tremblay, SUZaNNE . .. ... .o Rimouski—Témiscouata. ............. BQ
VENNE PIEITEE . ... e Saint—Hubert ........................ BQ

SASKATCHEWAN (14)

ARNOUSE, VIC .o Mackenzie.............. ... ... ... NDP
Axworthy, Chris ... Saskatoon—Clark’sCrossing . ......... NDP
Bodnar, Morris, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Industry, Minister for the

Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency and Minister of Western Economic

DIVErSIICAION . . Saskatoon—Dundurn................. Lib.
BreitkreUuz, Garry . .. ... Yorkton—Melville................... Ref.
COolliNS, BEINIE . . .ot e e Souris—MooseMountain ............. Lib.
dedong, SIMON . ... Regina—Qu'Appelle ................. NDP
Goodale, Hon. Ralph E., Minister of Agricultureand Agri-Food . .................. Regina—Wascana. . .................. Lib.
Hermanson, EIWin . . ... Kinderdey—Lloydminster ............ Ref.
Kerpan, Allan . . ... MooseJaw—LakeCentre ............. Ref.
Kirkby, Gordon, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Justice and Attorney General

of Canada . ... ... i PrinceAlbert—Churchill River. ........ Lib.
MOITISON, LBE . . .o Swift Current—Maple Creek —

Assiniboia. ... Ref.
Sheridan, GEOrgette . . . ... .o Saskatoon—Humboldt................ Lib.
S0lOMON, JONN . . .o Regina—Lumsden ................... NDP
Tay O, LN . o TheBattlefords—Meadow Lake. ... . ... NDP
YUKON (1)

McLaughlin, Hon. AUdrey . .. ... o Yukon ... NDP
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Associate Members
Mauril Bélanger Harbance Singh Dhaliwal Christiane Gagnon John Loney
Jag Bhaduria Paul Forseth Sharon Hayes Rey D. Pagtakhan
Simon de Jong Beryl Gaffney Gar Knutson Anna Terrana
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ENVIRONMENT AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

Chairman: Charles Caccia Vice-Chairs: Monique Guay
Jean Payne
Peter Adams Gérard Asselin Daphne Jennings Karen Kraft Sloan (11
Jack lyerak Anawak Paul Forseth Gar Knutson Paul Steckle
Associate Members
Margaret Bridgman Maurice Godin Pat O'Brien Geoff Regan
Rex Crawford Clifford Lincoln John O’ Rellly Darrel Stinson
John Cummins Bob Mills Julian Reed Len Taylor
John Finlay
SUB-COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENTAL
AWARENESS FOR SUSTAINABILITY

Chair: Karen Kraft Sloan
John Finlay Monique Guay Jean Payne Len Taylor (6)
Paul Forseth

FINANCE
Chairman: Jim Peterson Vice—Chairs: Yvan Loubier
Susan Whelan
Richard Bélisde Barry Campbell Ron Fewchuk Y ves Rocheleau (15)
Leon E. Benoit Brenda Chamberlain Herb Grubel Monte Solberg
Dianne Brushett Ronald J. Duhamel Gary Pillitteri Brent St. Denis
Associate Members
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Judy Bethel Bill Graham Peter Milliken Werner Schmidt
Jag Bhaduria Stephen Harper Bob Mills Jim Silye
Paul Créte Jake E. Hoeppner Andy Mitchell John Solomon
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Nick Discepola Karen Kraft Sloan Nelson Riis John Williams
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SUB-COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL
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Chairman: Brent St. Denis

Richard Bélide Dianne Brushett Herb Grubel Paddy Torsney 5)
SUB-COMMITTEE ON THE REVIEW OF THE SPECIAL
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Chairman: Ronald J. Duhamel

Herb Grubel

Yvan Loubier Brent St. Denis Susan Whelan
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Chairman: Joe McGuire Vice—Chairmen: Yvan Bernier
Derek Wells
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Associate Members
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GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS

Chairman: Tony Valeri Vice-Chairmen: Eugéene Bellemare
Gilbert Fillion
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John Bryden Bill Gilmour John Harvard lan Murray
Associate Members
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Leon E. Benoit

Paul Créte Herb Grubel Andy Scott
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Associate Members
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Pierre Brien Karen Kraft Sloan Yves Rocheleau Paul Szabo
Pierre de Savoye Ghidlain Lebel Roseanne Skoke Len Taylor
Bernard Deshaies
SUB-COMMITTEE ON CONVERSION OF MILITARY
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SUB-COMMITTEE ON NATIONAL SECURITY

Chairman: Derek Lee
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