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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Friday, October 30, 1998

The House met at 10 am.

Prayers

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

® (1005)

[English]

PERSONAL INFORMATION PROTECTION AND
ELECTRONIC DOCUMENTSACT

The House resumed from October 27 consideration of the
motion that Bill C-54, an act to support and promote electronic
commerce by protecting persona information that is collected,
used or disclosed in certain circumstances, by providing for the use
of electronic means to communicate or record information or
transactions and by amending the Canada Evidence Act, the
Statutory Instruments Act and the Statute Revision Act, be read the
second time and referred to a committee.

Mr. Wayne Easter (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Fisheries and Oceans, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to have
this opportunity to speak to Bill C-54, the personal information
protection and electronic documents act.

In addition to modernizing federal legislation for the digital age
and building the environment for electronic commerce to flourish,
this act also addresses one very particular need in the information
society in which we now live: the right of individuals to have some
control over their personal information.

The rapid development of information and communications
technology such as the Internet has brought about new opportuni-
tiesfor individuals, businesses, communities and governments. But
to realize those opportunities there are some challenges that must
be resolved. One of the most significant of these is the issue of
privacy and the protection of personal information. New technolo-
gies provide new capabilities to collect and manage persona data.

Canadians want to be confident that any information concerning
themselves is accurate, up to date and, most importantly, secure.

Bill C-54 provides that assurance and much more. It will make
private sector organizations responsible for the security and
accuracy of the personal information they collect. For federal
statutes it will introduce a degree of equivalency between electron-
ic and paper formats and improve the ability of the federa
government to conduct its business electronically. An opting out
process would allow government bodies sufficient time to prepare
for the impact of updating and re-engineering their business
functions for the age of the Internet. It will assist the courts in
evaluating the reliability of electronic records presented as evi-
dence and it will give official status to electronic statutes and
regulations.

Specifically regarding security, the legislation proposes ways to
remove legal roadblocks to using electronic technology as a secure
option for doing business with the federal government. It contains
provisions for the development of secure electronic signatures for
people doing business with the federal government. These will
provide a model for electronic commerce in general. It will make
federally regulated private sector organizations responsible for the
security and accuracy of the personal information they collect.

The provisions of the act for privacy protection are based on the
model code for the protection of persona information which was
developed by the Canadian Standards Association.

However, as exemplary as this code is, it has been voluntary.
Now we are enshrining its principles in law and we are making
significant improvements.

To be successful any legislation regime which safeguards per-
sonal information must provide effective oversight and enforce-
ment, and foster awareness.

Asother hon. members have noted in previous debates, Bill C-54
is the result of agreat deal of broadly based consultations. In those
consultations Canadians made their point over and over again that
individuals must have the right to launch complaints and to
challenge an organization when they think its compliance with
protection requirements has been inadequate.

The legidlation before us gives individuals the right to complain
and to challenge compliance with any part of the law. Thus it
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affords Canadians a key role in monitoring the organizationswhich
hold personal information about them.

The private sector also has an extremely important role to play.
There was strong agreement in the consultations that businesses
should take an active role in monitoring their own practices and
should co-operate with consumers in resolving problems. The first
step in a normal complaint process should involve an individual
complaining to the organization.

® (1010)

The organization should then look into the complaint and
attempt to resolve it.

Accordingly, Bill C-54 makes organizations accountable for the
information they collect, use or disclose. Furthermore, it requires
that organizations put in place proceduresto receive and respond to
complaints or inquiries about their information policies and prac-
tices.

However, an individual might not always be able to obtain
satisfaction through the organization. In such cases there must be a
second avenue for redress. This legislation provides that avenue.
Throughout the government’s consultations Canadians expressed
broad support for giving the Privacy Commissioner of Canada the
authority to investigate complaints, issue recommendations, medi-
ate disputes and conduct research on issues related to the imple-
mentation of the law.

Under Bill C-54 individuals will be able to complain to the
commissioner regarding any aspect of an organization's com-
pliance with the legislation, including improper collection and use
or disclosure of personal information. The commissioner may also
initiate complaints if there are reasonable grounds to do so. The
commissioner will have the power necessary to investigate com-
plaints, including the ability to enter the premises of any organiza-
tion, examine any records, administer oaths and interview an
organization’s staff.

Furthermore, as part of the complaint resolution process the
commissioner may suggest mediation or other forms of dispute
resolution. When an investigation has been completed the commis-
sioner will provide areport outlining the findings of the investiga-
tion together with any recommendations the commissioner deems
appropriate to both the individual and the organization. The
commissioner may follow up to ensure that the organization deals
with the identified issues.

In our consultations consumers indicated that it was important
that the legislation provide a watchdog who can ensure that the law
is being respected. When the commissioner has reasonable grounds
to believe that an organization is not complying with the law the
legidation gives the privacy commissioner the power to conduct
audits.

Consumers and businesses have also made clear their view that
legidation to protect privacy in the private sector will be most
effective if it includes measures to address emerging privacy issues
proactively through consumer education. The government agrees
that consumer education is absolutely key to ensuring that citizens
are well informed about their privacy rights and are vigilant in
protecting them. Therefore, the legislation gives the privacy com-
missioner an explicit mandate to educate the public. It also gives
the commissioner powers to research and comment on any issues
that affect the privacy of Canadians.

These various powers of the privacy commissioner are designed
to ensure compliance with the law and to give consumers some-
where to turn when there is a problem. The commissioner will also
serve as an important source of expertise and advice for organiza-
tions that are trying to comply with the law.

Canadian citizens and consumers are rightly asking that personal
information be adequately protected in the new digital economy.
Experience has shown that industry self-regulation has not been up
to thetask. Asaresult, international datalaws have to be developed
that might restrict the flow of information to countries with
inadequate privacy protection standards. With this legislation the
government has done so, with privacy protection that will be
simple yet effective, consumer friendly and not overly burdensome
for the industry, especialy for small and medium size firms.

It is made in Canada legislation that strikes the right balance for
our conditions and it will help ensure that technological innova
tions will be able to serve our economic needs while not infringing
on our fundamental rights.

® (1015)

It is the system that Canadians need to safeguard information
privacy in the private sector. Therefore, | move:

That the question be now put.

The Deputy Speaker: On debate, the hon. member for Edmon-
ton—Strathcona

Mr. Rahim Jaffer (Edmonton—Strathcona, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, | am pleased to rise in the House as theindustry critic to address
Bill C-54.

For the benefit of those who have just joined the debate, Bill
C-54 is an act to support and promote electronic commerce by
protecting personal information that is collected, used or disclosed
in certain circumstances, by providing for the use of electronic
means to communicate or record information or transactions and
by amending the Canada Evidence Act, the Statutory Instruments
Act and the Statute Revision Act. The bill is referred to as the
personal information protection and electronic documents act.

Thebill is part of Industry Canada’s broad and ambitious plan to
create a legal, regulatory and tax regime in which electronic
commerce will flourish. It isfair to say that under the direction of
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the Minister of Industry, Canada has become a world leader in
electronic commerce, at least as far as public policy is concerned.

Thisis not the case of big brother in Industry Canada going high
tech. The specific purpose of Bill C-54 is to create a legal and
regulatory framework for electronic commerce by introducing
measures to protect personal information in the private sector by
creating an electronic aternative for doing business with the
federal government and by clarifying how the courts assess the
reliability of electronic records used as evidence.

The Reform Party supports in principle the government’s efforts
to create a lega and regulatory framework to allow legitimate
electronic commerce to flourish which is why we are supporting
the hill.

However, it should be understood by all members of this House
and by the public that Bill C-54 goes beyond the scope of electronic
commerce in that it creates a legal and regulatory framework that
will be applied broadly to the commercia use of sensitive and
private information in al areas of business. When this bhill is
examined more closely in committee, it must be examined with
this in mind.

Bill C-54 will aso work to replace electronic documents on the
same legal footing as paper documents. As part of this endeavour to
bring legal legitimacy to the electronic business world, the govern-
ment has empowered itself to regulate the concept of secure
electronic signatures through the use of encryption. This is a
necessary part of the bill but | would caution the government to
work with the private sector asit deals with the issue of encryption
every day when providing security of data to its clients.

We must whenever possible borrow from the work being donein
the private sector and whenever possible allow these industries to
regulate themselves. Private sector co-operation and self-regula-
tion should guide us as we examine the issue of electronic
commerce.

The bill was created in co-operation with the private sector
which speaks to the quality of the legislation and which iswhy my
concerns are limited. However, when this hill is discussed in
committee, there are issues we must be aware of.

The Canadian Direct Marketing Association supports Bill C-54,
while warning that any amendments that would change the rules
governing positive consent should be examined carefully as they
have the potential of creating a business environment that is unduly
restrictive for direct marketers. In essence, the CDMA argues that
there is often implied consent for the use of personal information.

The provision in the bill alowing for implied consent ensures
that once private information is lawfully acquired it can be used
repeatedly by the same company unless the consumers instruct
otherwise.

Government Orders
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If direct positive consent were required before information
lawfully collected is used, it would be cumbersome and would hurt
the direct marketing industry. Furthermore, the direct marketing
industry would prefer that a greater reliance be placed on negative
consent. That is, customers would be given an opportunity to
remove sensitive personal information from lists before those lists
were used or sold. However, if they chose not to take this action,
the direct marketer with impunity could then use the information.

There is also some debate regarding the use of information
collected by the government but then made part of the public
record. If only the government can use this information in a
commercial manner, namely by selling it to private sector busi-
nesses, it amounts to unfair government competition for informa-
tion trading, which is a large part of what many direct marketers
do.

The government has very recently created legidation that
brought positive changes to the direct marketing operations,
changes that were supported by the CDMA. We should be cautious
to ensure that thiswork is not undermined by a subsequent piece of
legidation that may hurt this industry if we do not act judiciously.

| would aso like to bring to the attention of the House the
concerns put forward by the Canadian Medical Association. Physi-
cians are very concerned about their ability to protect the confiden-
tial information of patients who confide in them. In response to
this, the CMA has created the Health Information Privacy Code
which it hopes will become a standard for the medical profession.
This is an example of industry self-regulation.

It aso brings forward a very serious concern regarding the
patient-doctor relationship. We do not want to create legislation
that will create blanket policies for electronic privacy protection
when there are clearly different needs in different sectors of the
economy calling for different policy solutions.

The Reform Party supports limited government and free enter-
prise, but recognizes the important role of government in creating
an economic climate in Canada with fair and transparent rules that
protect both consumers and business.

It is well within the proper function of government to create a
legal and regulatory framework to allow electronic commerce to
flourish in Canada. For this reason Bill C-54 should be supported.
However, care must be taken at the committee stage to ensure that
concerns put forward by the Canadian Medical Association, the
Canadian Direct Marketing Association and others are addressed.

I will close by encouraging the government to continue to make
electronic commerce a priority and to work to create a regulatory
environment that stabilizes trade but that does not become abarrier
to it.
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| would also encourage the government to pursue taxation
policy that encourages businesses to take their operations into the
electronic business world. If this happens, | am confident Canada
will become a leader in electronic commerce.

[Translation]

Mr. Odina Desrochers (Lotbiniére, BQ): Mr. Speaker, it is
with great pleasure that | rise this morning to speak on Bill C-54 as
onewho had close ties with the communications industry during 15
years. | was involved in broadcast media at the time.

Throughout this period, | had an opportunity to witness changes
as they occurred: the arrival of fax machines, satellite dishes,
computers and, finally, the Internet. All these changes have always
served the public at large, the general public, well. However, a
closer look at electronic commerce and this technology that is
increasingly becoming a part of our daily lives raises concerns.

As the millennium approaches, in this era of communications,
with communications occupying an ever-increasing place in our
lives, the federal government has deemed it appropriate to legislate
in this very complex area.

I would like to give alittle background on Bill C-54, an act to
support and promote electronic commerce. The purpose of this
legidation is to support and promote electronic commerce. How?
The title goes on to say: by protecting personal information that is
collected, used or disclosed in certain circumstances, by providing
for the use of electronic means to communicate or record informa-
tion or transactions and by amending certain acts.

Once again, Quebec is at the cutting edge, since it has had
legidation protecting personal information in the private sector for
four years now. Bill C-54 introduced by the federal government
deals only with commerce. It does not extend to any other activity
and has some serious deficiencies.

® (1025)

In its 1997-98 annual report, the Quebec access to information
commission is unequivocal on the issue of privacy on the informa-
tion highway.

The commission examined the consequences of introducing
Canada-wide standards and legal principles regarding privacy on
the information highway.

Under the terms of a proposal submitted to the ministers
responsible for setting up this highway, this protection will be
based on the voluntary code of practice developed by the Canadian
Standards Association, and adopted in 1990.

It is the commission’s contention that, if implemented, this
proposal would represent a setback for the privacy issuein Quebec.
This contention is based on a comprehensive review of the CSA

code. There is good reason to be pleased with the Canadian
industry adopting such a code. This marks quite a breakthrough,
stemming from an interesting analysis of the OECD guidelines on
protection of persona information.

However, the CSA code does not meet the objectives of the
personal information protection systems established under the two
Quebec laws, namely to guarantee all citizens an impartial and fair
solution to any problem or dispute that may arise with regard to the
protection of this increasingly important aspect of one's privacy.

Therefore, the Commission suggested to the Quebec Minister of
Culture and Communications that she remind her counterparts that
Quebec has such a statutory system in place. According to the
Commission, the Quebec system is the only response to the
challenges of the information highway that respects the rights of
citizens.

Discussions of e-commerce become alittle complicated. First of
all, for the benefit of this House | am going to use general, easy to
understand terms. We are talking about making purchases or
conducting transactions with banks, with suppliers, with manufac-
turers, or with clients electronically.

These types of transactions have been in existence for quite
some time. Telecommunications have been with us for 30 years or
so. They have been relatively well structured in terms of standards
for 25 years. As for electronic data interchange, it has been
governed by international standards for more than 10 years.

In fact, electronic data interchange is used relatively often by
many businesses. For the past 10 years or so, large businesses have
been using it in their dealings with suppliers. This means that a
supplier does not send a written hill to his client, but rather an
electronic bill that is received on the computer of the client, who
will then authorize payment after verifying that the goods or
services have actually been delivered.

But what is happening in this era of communications is an
acceleration of this process. Electronic data interchange is no
longer restricted to large corporations or governments. It is now
accessible to the average person through the Internet, among other
means. The Internet is becoming increasingly popular at home.

| want to discussinto greater detail how this government is once
again getting involved in issues that are under Quebec's jurisdic-
tion. The bill introduced by the Minister of Industry to protect
personal information was of course anxiously awaited. It is, as the
federal privacy commissioner pointed out, the most significant step
taken to protect personal information since 1983.

However, instead of introducing a real bill to protect privacy in
the private sector, in a technological world that challenges this
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fundamental right, the government, through its Minister of Indus-
try, is proposing this weak legislation, whose fundamental part is
found in a schedule to the bill, and in which the commissioner does
not have real powers. The wording lends itself to a broad inter-
pretation.

® (1030)

As we know, when this government wants to get involved in
areas of provincial jurisdiction, it always goes for a broad inter-
pretation, so that it can justify its actions to the people.

In this context, thereis arisk that Bill C-54 may infringe on the
privacy rights of Quebeckers. This bill may not meet the expecta-
tions of Canadian and Quebec consumers.

Moreover, the Minister of Industry is introducing a bill which,
on the face of it, seemsto provide less protection than in the federal
public sector. Whereas, at the moment, harmonization of legida
tion on the subject across the country seems to be an important
criterion in ensuring constant protection of personal information, it
might be reasonable to expect the government to draw on the
experiences of Quebec in protecting personal information. It has
had a law for four years. Not so.

The Bloc Quebecois regrets that the government has chosen not
to give the privacy commission power to issue orders. Thislack of
power, which currently prevents him from fulfilling his responsibi-
lities in the public sector, should have been remedied in proper
form in the bill before us. This shortcoming will affect the bill's
credibility.

The Bloc Quebecois fears that these weaknesses in the bill will
make the Prime Minister's objective of promoting consumer
confidence in order to develop electronic trade unattainable.

Thisis no surprise. The Bloc Quebecois is sure the government
will not give the privacy commissioner the resources he needsto do
the additional work given him in the bill. The copyright board, a
body making quasi-judicial decisions, had no increase in its
resources following the passage of Bill C-32, which doubled its
workload. Today, the Minister of Industry is obliging it to examine
the cost recovery formula.

This is another method frequently used by our friends opposite.
The government hands out responsibilities, but not the resources or
the money to fulfil them.

Furthermore, this means, very clearly, that the Bloc Quebecois
does not support Bill C-54 as drafted. The minister should go back
to the drawing board and look much more carefully at the
importance of personal information.

Mrs. Christiane Gagnon (Québec, BQ): Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to join with my hon. colleagues from the Bloc Quebecoisto
strongly condemn Bill C-54, the Personal Information Protection
and Electronic Documents Act.

Government Orders

This bill does not accomplish what it set out to do, which is to
protect citizens. Instead of a hill to really protect privacy in the
private sector, in a technological environment that puts this funda-
mental right at risk, let us examine what the minister is proposing
in this piece of legisation.

Thisis aflimsy and confused piece of legisation whose central
feature is a schedule containing the Canadian Standards Associa-
tion code without changes.

Thislegislation grants huge discretionary powers to the governor
in council, but none whatsoever to the privacy commissioner; it
focuses on e-commerce and places the fundamental notion of
privacy on the back burner; it ignores the unique experience of
Quebec in the area of protecting privacy in the private sector;
finally, it could undermine the legidation in effect in the province
of Quebec.

® (1035)

Before dealing directly with the shortcomings of the hill before
us today, | would like to talk about the central concept of this hill,
which is privacy, and to examine it in the Canadian and Quebec
legidative context.

The right to privacy is a human right just like the right to
equality and justice. The United Nations Universal Declaration of
Human Rights, which is celebrating its 50th anniversary this year
and to which Canada is a signatory, specifies that *“ Everyone has
the right to life, liberty and security of person” and that “‘No one
shall be subjected to arbitrary interference with his privacy, family,
home or correspondence, nor to attacks upon his honour and
reputation’’.

In Canada, this protection is implied in sections 7 and 8 of the
Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms. Also, the Canadian
government implemented in 1983 a Privacy Act that applies to
more than 100 government organizations under its jurisdiction.

The federal government has since promised aframework legisla-
tion to ensure the private sector complies with the obligation of
protecting privacy. Bill C-54 is the unfortunate result of that
promise.

In Quebec, the right to privacy is explicitly recognized in the
Quebec charter of human rights and freedoms and in the Quebec
civil code. More importantly, the Quebec government is the only
government in North America to have developed legislation gov-
erning persona information protection in the public sector in 1982
and in the private sector in 1994. Some experts even agree that the
Quebec legidation applying to the private sector is reportedly one
of the best in the world, which is remarkable.

I will point out some of the weaknesses in Bill C-54. Thisisa
weak bill whose centrepiece is its schedule. Most provisions that
will govern persona information protection are in the schedule to
the bill. Moreover, this schedule is not the model code on personal
information protection that was devel oped by the private sector and
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by consumers to serve as a framework for the protection of
personal information on a voluntary basis.

By limiting himself to this text, the minister ignored the
recommendations made by consumers and by privacy commission-
ers who recognized that the model code of the Canadian Standards
Association was a good basis for reflection, but that it had to be
reviewed before being incorporated into the legislation. The minis-
ter did not do so.

This undoubtedly shows that the minister has put economic
values before socia vaues, when this fundamental right is so
fragile in the development of electronic commerce.

It is said also that this legislation gives tremendous discretion to
the governor in council. Paragraph 27(2)(b) gives the federa
government the right to amend the act by order in council, without
having to come back to parliament. Therefore, the act could easily
be amended in accordance with the wishes of lobbyists represent-
ing large companies that contribute to the election funds of
Canada's traditional political parties.

Another criticism we have is that this bill does not give any
powers to the privacy commissioner. Despite the fact that the other
Canadian provinces have followed Quebec’'s model by giving the
commissioner the power to issue orders, the federa bill does the
exact opposite.

The commissioner will not have the power to issue orders, which
means that this act will not be easily accessible to consumers and
will have no effect on businesses.

We say that this bill ignores Quebec's unique experience;
therefore we cannot support it. It also ignores Quebec’s unique
experience with regard to the protection of personal information in
the private sector.

| would like to give you afew examples: the objectives are better
set out in the Quebec act, since it deals with the protection of
privacy, irrespective of any commercial considerations. The Que-
bec act clearly covers all profit and non profit organizations,
whereas the federal bill provides for the protection of persona
information only in the context of commercia transactions.

® (1040)

The Quebec act provides that a group of persons may designate a
representative in a common cause, but there is no equivaent
provision in the federa hill.

On top of al these shortcomings, there is an even greater
concern. The only guarantee Quebec hasthat it will exempted from
this legidation is a timid statement by the Minister of Industry.

This mistrust is largely motivated by certain formal commit-
ments to Quebec that the federal government has too often ignored

or reneged on. For example, may | remind the government of the
promises the Prime Minister made a few days before the 1995
referendum at the Verdun auditorium.

The issues are clear. For the Minister of Industry, the important
thing is that Canada participate fully in the lightning fast progress
of electronic commerce. Concerns expressed by Canadians with
regard to their right to privacy are a minor consideration.

The Minister of Industry does not hesitate to take a centralizing
position that, in many respects, goes against something that was
very well done in Quebec and in the other provinces, something
that he could have used as amodel, particularly the Quebec model.

For al these reasons, the Bloc Quebecois is caling for the
immediate withdrawal of Bill C-54.

[English]

Mr. Ken Epp (Elk 1sland, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, | am delighted to
enter into the debate on electronic commerce. As most people
know, the rapid change in communications in just a little over a
decade has been dramatic. There is no doubt that we will see
further growth of gigantic proportions in this area.

| have a number of concerns with Bill C-54. | am not sure thet |
will be nearly as kind on the government as my colleague who
spoke earlier. My concerns have to do with identification and
security of information.

| could, if | so chose, create a web site and identify myself asa
deputy speaker of the House of Commons, as some other member
of the House, or even asasenator if | wanted. | could put on the site
anything | want and people accessing that web site would have no
way of knowing it is not a legitimate site unless there is good
publicity. | think therewould beif | did that. | have no intentions of
doing that, but it is an electronic possibility.

It used to be that people recognized voices on the phone.
Certainly in talking with people face to face there is the recognition
factor with respect to the physical appearance of the person. For
many decades a hand signature on documents of either the individ-
ua or the person authorized to sign on behaf of a company or
organization was an identifiable marker.

We do not yet have an adequate means of defining the source of
electronic information. Part of the legidation includes develop-
ment of electronic signatures. One could argue that an electronic
signature is more than just a duplication of a hand signature.
However it is one thing that could be done.

In a computer data file a scan of the actual signature could be
stored, but anyone el se who would pick up the document could then
paste it into any other document. It would be a perfect forgery, bit
for bit as we say in the computer world. A physical signature is
inadequate to identify a document.
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Another way of doing it is as is done now in electronic
commerce with banks. We are all familiar with automatic teller
machines, ATMs, where people put in a card to identify them-
selves and to prove it is not a stolen card they enter in a four digit
ID number or PIN number. How can we do that if we are sending
something to an organization? The only way it would work is if
the other organization knows what our PIN is so that when they
receive it they know it is a legitimate individual sending the
information.

® (1045)

With the banks this works perfectly fine. Most of us have PINs
on our bank card or on our MasterCard. When | put my card into
the machine and enter my PIN, that number goes down the
electronic pipelineto the financial institution handling that transac-
tion and it matches it at the other end with a PIN it has on file
electronically. If it does not match, it says ‘‘wrong pin number, try
again” . If someone entersthe wrong PIN two or threetimes, it says
“you're the wrong guy, we are keeping your card”.

How do we do that electronically? If | am going to put something
to another organization, | would have to by some means send it
what my electronic signature is so that it can identify me. If | send
it in the same document, it is useless because if someone else gets
it, they immediately can use it. So | need some method of saving
with the recipient of that information my personal signature, my
PIN, my electronic signature.

This is a digression. This has nothing to do with the hill but |
think we are permitted to do that in the House from time to time.
Many members here know that | spent afair amount of timein my
previous life teaching and working with mathematics and comput-
ers. One of the fun things | do, while other people who are real
boring go out and play golf, is solve mathematical problems as a
mental exercise and as a recreation.

An hon. member: Scintillating.
Mr. Ken Epp: Exactly. It is a very interesting process.

| developed an encryption agorithm which unfortunately got
sidelined because | got into this wonderful world palitics. | never
got around to marketing it. But | really thought the method |
developed was very good because of the encryption method which |
used being very unique, and no two successive encryptions of the
same document ever came out the same. One of the inputs | used
wasthe computer’s clock in changing the way it encrypted. Besides
that there is an upfront ID number which a person can use. But it is
very important in this case that the person receiving the message at
the other end knows what that encryption password is. The way |
did it, it was nowhere included in the document but in fact formed
part of the formulafor the decryption of the message. Without even
transmitting it, it was an integral part of actually encrypting the
message

Government Orders

Thisis one of the things that has to be dealt with very severely,
identification. 1 am thinking of someone making a bid on a
government contract by electronic means. It would be real dastard-
ly but it could happen that an impostor could submit a bid,
pretending their so and so company was applying for this bid with
the government when in fact it is one of the competitors which is
simply throwing in a phony bid to try to throw people off track. We
need to be very careful that identification of individualsis securely
handled and this is one of the things | would really urge the
committee to look at when examining this bill.

There are other considerations which | think are also very
important. Not the least of these is we need to gear up to having a
very good climate for this type of commerce to occur in Canada.
We hear over and over again that in this country we are taxed to
death. We hear it from businesses. We hear it from individuals. We
have a brain drain problem where people can move to among other
places the United States.

® (1050)

They earn more money. They pay less tax. Their take home pay
is much superior to what it is in Canada. That includes al the
necessities of life, including health care. When we factor it all
together it is still a disadvantage to stay in Canada. That has to
change.

| am distressed with this government. It talks about reducing
unemployment, improving the economy and changing spending
and borrowing patterns. It has had some success. It has resisted the
temptation to spend what nominal surpluses there are. But it will
not move off its position of keeping the money that has been taken
from only one sector of our economy, employers and employees. If
we took that away we would not have a balanced budget. The
government has done that on the backs of those people.

With respect to electronic commerce, the government needs to
make sure that the taxation will not drive Canadians out of the
country. Otherwise we will have them out of the economic loop.
With computers and virtual store fronts now, a person can live in
this country but virtually move out of the country without physical-
ly moving out. There is no way of identifying the source of files
once they are on the Internet. They can be sent anywhere around
the world.

We need to make sure the tax system is such that people in this
country can engage in electronic commerce without a tax penalty.

[Translation]

Mr. Michel Guimond (Beauport—M ontmorency—Cote-de-
Beaupré—Ile-d'Orléans, BQ): Mr. Speaker, after the failure of
the Meech Lake accord in 1990, the federalist premier of Quebec
said, and | quote from memory: ‘“No matter what, Quebec is and
always will be a distinct society”.
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Bill C-54 gives the opportunity to reaffirm this loud and clear.
When it comes to protecting personal information, Quebec's laws
is unique in North America.

Quebec has had a law protecting privacy in the public sector
since 1982. The federal government and every province enacted
similar legislation. In 1994, the Quebec law extended the protec-
tion of persona information to the private sector.

And to conclude my preliminary remarks, Quebec is the only
government in North America to have a law protecting personal
information in the private sector. It has had it for over four years.

It is quite acceptable for the federal government to once again
copy things we get right and do well in Quebec. We have no
objection to that. What we do object to is the wording of this hill.

Our party’s position is very clear, namely this half-baked piece
of legidation is basically poorly drafted. | will get back to our
position in my conclusion.

We know the goal of Bill C-54 is to promote electronic com-
merce; the right to privacy in the private sector is a minor
consideration.

Had the minister wanted to show leadership, as he claims, he
should have adopted these principles, not because they are our
principles or because Quebec is involved, but because this is the
sort of protection the people of Quebec and of Canada are entitled
to expect.

Instead, Quebeckers' rights are being diminshed.
® (1055)

We think this bill does not provide adequate protection for
Canadians. A number of its provisions fall short, but one involves
the reduction of Quebec's rights and that is the one concerning all
the provincia provisions.

Under Quebec law at the moment an individual working in
Quebec can access his record, wherever it is, or a person having a
medical examination can see his records, wherever they are. From
now on, it will no longer be the case, since al the provisionsthat go
beyond provincial jurisdiction will be subject to federal legislation.

One might wonder whether federal legislation will provide the
same protection. The answer is no. When it comes to information
that is not of acommercia nature, the act is vague, to say the very
least. It is worse than that. The core of Bill C-54 is a standard, a
CSA national standard that bears a number and that was approved
inatotally different legislative context by the standards association
in consultation with the telemarketing board and another body, as
well as with consumer representatives.

While this self-regulating project is commendable, particularly
since it originated with the private sector, it is aso full of
conditionals. Thisiswhat | was saying earlier when | spoke of the
wording of the hill. A could or a should essentially means perhaps
instead of shall.

My lawyer colleaguesin this House will recall that, in law, there
is a significant difference between may and shall, and | consider
this essential.

In the bill—

The Deputy Speaker: Order, please. | am sorry to interrupt the
hon. member, but as it is nearly 11 am., we must now proceed to
Statements by Members.

He will have another five minutes following Ora Question
Period to finish his remarks.

STATEMENTSBY MEMBERS

[English]

RYAN HURELJACK

Mr. Joe Jordan (Leeds—Grenville, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is
very humbling for me to rise today and pay tribute a constituent of
mine, Mr. Ryan Hureljack.

Last January Ryan became aware of how desperate many third
world countries were for clean drinking water. Ryan used money
from working odd jobs to pool an initial $70 for the cause. After
meeting with officials from WaterCan, as well as the ambassador
from Uganda, Ryan redoubled hisfundraising efforts and at present
has raised over $5,000 that when matched with CIDA funds now
represents over $15,000 for water projects in Uganda.

Since the beginning of Ryan's quest he has received a red
education on the needs of third world countries, specifically
Uganda, saving money and the importance of determination and
hard work. Ryan's school has now taken on the fundraising
challenge in support of what they call Ryan's Well.

On November 20, national child day, Ryan will visit Parliament
Hill to receive a You Made a Difference award for 1998 from the
Our Kids Foundation.

| should mention that when Ryan began this project less than a
year ago he was six years old. | think our country isin good hands
because people like Ryan will be helping to shape our future.

Today | salute Ryan for his kind and caring contributions to his
family, his school, his community, our country and for countries
that are less fortunate than ours.
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AGRAINCORPORATED

Ms. Bonnie Brown (Oakville, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the counter-
feiting of money is a worldwide problem that leads to billions of
dollars of losses each year.

A company in my riding of Oakvilleisworking with the banking
industry, including the Bank of Canada, to create a more durable
and more secure currency.

AGRA Incorporated, headquartered in Oakville, is the interna
tional engineering and technology company responsible for this
technological advance.

It is the genius behind the reflective security patches for the $20,
$50, $100 and $1000 bhills. It is now working on a more durable
plastic based bank note, one that would offer enormous cost saving
potential to government and would act as a strong barrier to
counterfeiting.

AGRA's success is a shining example of how Canadian compa-
nies are successfully competing in today’s globa economy.

* * %

® (1100)

[Translation]

FRANCO-ONTARIAN COMMUNITY

Mr. Eugene Bellemare (Carleton—Gloucester, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | would like to acknowledge the support recently provided
by the federal government to the development of the franco-Ontari-
an community.

The federal government is giving the following: $12.9 million
for artistic and cultural development;

$1.5 million to the Théétre du Nouvel Ontario, in Sudbury;
$100,000 to the Festival franco-ontarien;
$2.5 million annually to TV Ontario and TFO;

$1.5 million to open school and community centresin Kingston,
London and Mississauga.

The government is a so providing support to help create commu-
nity radio stationsin Hearst, Kapuskasing, Penetanguishene, Nipis-
sing and Prescott-Russell.

These concrete measures confirm the federal government’s
commitment to the franco-Ontarian community.

[English]

CANADIANVETERANS

Mr. Peter Goldring (Edmonton East, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
members of Canada’s armed forces have paid with their lives and

S0.31

health in service to our great country. How well we attend to our
veterans' concerns is a measure of our national conscience and the
expression of the will of our nation.

Some of Canada's veterans concerns still sit as they have for
over 50 years. They are gathering dust as we approach Remem-
brance Day. Hong Kong veterans enslavement compensation by
Japan has not been resolved despite all-party support. Merchant
navy requests for full equality and recompense has not been given
in spite of recognition by other allied countries. Perley-Rideau
veterans' care level funding is plunging with the minister’'s tacit
approval.

Some issues have existed for over 50 years. Most veterans have
little time | eft to enjoy restitution. The veterans of Canada want our
government to listen now, not later. Our veterans' concerns should
not be a new millennium project.

THE REFORM PARTY

Mr. Paul DeVillers (Simcoe North, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
Reform Party in its typical, politically expedient fashion is now
attempting to portray itself as a champion of human rights in the
course of the APEC debate, when in the not so distant past it was a
party with very little thought for human rights. That is not likely to
change in the very near future.

Time and time again Reform Party members statements have
revealed their utter disregard for human rights. For example, with
reference to the charter, the member for Wild Rose said in the
Calgary Herald that if amendments cannot be made *“we should
scrap the whole thing”.

In thisvery place the member for Esquimalt—Juan de Fucawent
so far as to suggest that “‘the charter is actually discriminatory”
and that ““unfortunately in 1982 the Liberal government of the day
decided to bring in the charter of rights and freedoms”.

| am certain that this political expediency will not curry favour
with Canadians, regardiess of their political allegiances.

AGRICULTURE

Mr. MauriceVellacott (Wanuskewin, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, there
is aserious income crisis on farms throughout western Canada and
this Liberal government isinsulting prairie farmers by denying that
such a crisis exists. Farmers are being abandoned by this Liberal
government.

Why isthe minister hiding behind the fiction that NISA will save
the day? Farmers and their families know that NISA is far from
adequate. NISA is supposed to stand for Net Income Stabilization
Account. Instead it has come to portray this Liberal government’s



9638

COMMONSDEBATES

October 30, 1998

S0.31

callous attitude. The letters in NISA now mean ‘‘ not interested in
supporting agriculture”.

The European-United States subsidy war is wreaking havoc on
Canadian farmers, so we need to support prairie farmers through
modified safety net programs and we need to review ways to
reduce farm input costs. We cannot deny it.

In Canada we have a farm income crisis on our hands. Just how
bad does the on-farm situation have to get before serious attention
is given to this impending disaster?

* Kk %

GLOBE AND MAIL

Mr. Murray Calder (Dufferin—Peel—Wellington—Grey,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the Globe and Mail has always prided itself on
providing context and insight in its reporting, but lately this
attempt at balance has been sadly lacking in its coverage of the
financial management of the First Nation reserves.

In aletter to the editor printed in today’s edition, Chief Stanley
Arcand, chairman of the chiefs' summit steering committee on
financial accountability, blasted the Globe and Mail for its failure
to provide balanced coverage of the complex issues surrounding
the financial management of the reserves. He noted that the Globe
and Mail argument was ‘“ devoid of any meaningful examination of
the real issues and causes behind the problems facing first na-
tions—it was an extreme example of using the exception to prove
the rule”.

The Globe and Mail would be well advised to take into account
first nations that have—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Ottawa Centre.

* % *
® (1105)

UNICEF

Mr.MacHarb (Ottawa Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | congratu-
late the staff and volunteers of UNICEF.

On Halloween night this coming Saturday, over two million
children volunteers will be carrying the UNICEF box while
trick-or-treating. Instead of asking for candy they will be collecting
coins.

Empowered to help other children around the world, our kids are
taking action. The money they collect will help ensure that children
in poor countries are immunized, registered at birth, will eat
nutritious food and will learn to read.

Since 1980 the increase in basic immunization coverage has
saved the lives of more than 20 million children.

Programs supported by UNICEF and other partners have helped
more than 900 million people gain access to safe drinking water.

| am appealing to the traditional Canadian generosity. It does not
matter how small the amount. Every bit helps. On Halloween night
this coming Saturday, when people see a volunteer child of
UNICEF, drop acoin. It will help to save the life of a needy child.
We can make a difference.

AGRICULTURE

Mr. Garry Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Méelville, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, the farm income crisis is taking its toll. Record numbers of
Saskatchewan farmers are calling the farm stress line this year.

In September the stress line received 147 calls. The program
co-ordinator for the line says ““ There has been twice as many calls
in September compared to other months. The hopeis going. If you
don’t have hope you don't have much to look forward to. You can
only struggle for so long”.

The statement of the Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food that
existing farm safety net programs are enough to deal with the farm
income crisis is simply not giving these farmers hope.

The Minister knows that NISA is totally inadequate to help
western producers fight unfair foreign subsidies by the United
States, unfair trade practices by the European Union and the
economic flu in Asig, al of which have resulted in loss of markets
for Canadian grain and brutally low commodity prices.

When are farmers going to see some action out of the Minister of
Agriculture and Agri-Food instead of just more talk?

[Translation]

QUEBECELECTION CAMPAIGN

Mrs. Marlene Jennings (Notre-Dame-de-Grace—L achine,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the next election in Quebec is of paramount
importance.

Quebeckers will have an opportunity to vote in favour of a
constantly improving federalism. Quebec can finally put an end to
the political uncertainty that has prevailed over the past four years.
The constant pussyfooting around the referendum issue hurts all of
Quebec.

Those who support a united Canada are well aware of the
progress made in recent years. Severa federal-provincial issues
were settled, including manpower and linguistic school boards, and
the outcome was positive for Quebec.
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In short, a Liberal vote is a vote for improving the quality of
life in Quebec. It is also a vote for a federalism that evolves and
in which Quebec has its rightful place. Let us not forget that the
leader of the Bloc Quebecois was very clear yesterday when he
said that a vote for the PQ is a vote for a referendum—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Laval Centre.

* Kk %

MEDICAL RESEARCH IN CANADA

Mrs. Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral (Laval Centre, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, this week, as part of health research awareness week, 65
medical centres across Canada and Quebec have launched an
information and mobilization campaign on this important issue.

In Canada, public funding in this respect is very clearly insuffi-
cient. Since 1985, investments have dropped by 10% in Canada,
while they increased by 80% south of the border.

Thelevel of funding currently available to the Medical Research
Council of Canada represents only 0.3% of Health Canada’s total
budget. What researchers are requesting, and rightfully so, from
the federal government is 1% of the health budget.

With its indecent budgetary surpluses, it is time the federal
government took its responsibilities and handed out more than
crumbs to health research—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Riviére Churchill.
[English]

NORTHERN COMMUNITIES

Mr. Rick Laliberte (Churchill River, NDP): Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to highlight a major concern about this country’s northern
regions.

In Cree we call it kéwétindhk and in Saskatchewan we further
define it as where the people of the bush and the rock live:
Sakaw-iniwék asinéwaskiywiniwak.

The federal government has been comfortable in accepting the
definition of the north as the region north of 60°, but the northern
half of all of our provinces is very unique.

There are huge tracts of land with extreme living costs. These
regions are sparsely populated, but the communities are anong the
oldest in this country.

® (1110)
The north has contributed to the economic wealth of our

southern communities and it is only by empowering and investing
in our communities that we can proudly develop our own needs.

S0.31

Our growing populations need highways, housing, health and
education facilities that could be built by northerners. The federal
government, in partnership with the provinces, must create north-
ern specific initiatives such as the Northlands agreements of the
1970s.

[Translation]

ELECTION CAMPAIGN IN QUEBEC

Mr. Robert Bertrand (Pontiac—Gatineau—L abelle, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, as the election campaign gets in gear in Quebec, the
issues are becoming clearer.

And the leader of the Bloc Quebecois has been a great help in
clarifying that a vote for the Parti Quebecois is a vote for a
referendum. This probably explains why Parti Quebecois leader
Lucien Bouchard raised the sovereignty issue again before a
university audience yesterday.

But we think he should know that there are definite benefits to
Canadian unity, as compared to the scenarios or tricks to achieve
Quebec’s independence.

We are aso asking him to tell Quebeckers what they should
expect the day after Quebec separates from the rest of Canada.

We want him to speak the truth to the people of Quebec. The
leader of the Bloc Quebecois recently told us that a vote for the
Parti Quebecois is a vote for a referendum.

Either Lucien Bouchard repudiates the Bloc leader and sets the
record straight or he tells us the truth about what to expect if
Quebec ever separates from the rest of Canada.

Fortunately, Quebec can count on a dynamic Liberal team—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Shefford.

* Kk %

ANSELME LAPOINTE

Ms. Diane St-Jacques (Shefford, PC): Mr. Speaker, today |
wish to pay specia tribute to a brilliant designer, Anselme La-
pointe.

At the recent culture daysin Valcourt in my riding, | joined the
local committee and an impressive number of representatives from
political, academic and professiona circles, as well as Mr. La
pointe's family, in paying warm tribute to this talented individual
for the quality of his work and for his humanitarian and social
commitment to his region and to his province.

After graduating from the Ecole des beaux-arts du Québec, Mr.
Lapointe joined Bombardier in the early 1960s. Joseph-Armand
Bombardier invented the snowmobile, but it was Mr. Lapointe's
designs that changed winters forever for the millions of enthusias-
tic users of this sports and utility vehicle.
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His vision, his courage, and his perseverance are an example
to us al. Through his work, he has helped gain recognition for
the importance of design and the related notions of economic and
social cost-effectiveness for industry and for all Canadians.

In conclusion—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Québec has the
floor.

QUEBEC SCHOOL SYSTEM

Mrs. Christiane Gagnon (Québec, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the
results of the third international mathematics and sciences survey,
conducted by the International Association for Educational Assess-
ment, show Quebec’s primary and secondary school students right
up there with the best internationally in mathematics and sciences.

On average, students from Quebec ranked considerably higher in
mathematics than students from the rest of Canada. What is more,
Quebec stood fifth among the 45 countries taking part. This is
proof indeed that the curriculums now being used in Quebec are
adapted to the modern academic world.

With results like these, we can only imagine what will be within
our reach when we have al the tools of a sovereign nation and no
longer have to beg the federal government to stop interfering in
provincia jurisdictions.

Let's hear it for the students and their teachers, and above all for
Quebec’s public school system.

[English]

AIRCRAFT

Mr. lvan Grose (Oshawa, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, our Labrador
search and rescue helicopters came into service between 1963 and
1967, and the Sea Kings between 1963 and 1969. Old aircraft to be
sure, but what the opposition does not seem to understand is that
this is not that unusual a situation in aviation.

For example, the venerable DC-3 which was built over 60 years
ago is still in passenger service around the world. As a member of
the Canadian Warplane Heritage, my colleagues and | routinely
flew in aircraft over twice the age of our helicopter fleet.

It isasad fact of life that aircraft, whether new or old, sometimes
fall out of the sky. The age of the aircraft is seldom a major
contributing factor. It al comes down to maintenance. Properly
maintained aircraft can last virtually indefinitely.

These aircraft are becoming too expensive to maintain and must
be replaced. In the meantime, | am confident that they remain safe
because they are properly maintained by the best air maintenance
people on the planet, the members of the Canadian Armed Forces.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS

Mr. Myron Thompson (Wild Rose, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, aweek
after it was reported that Canada tops the UN list for the highest
quality of life in the world the Department of Indian Affairs and
Northern Development released a report that proves how wide a
gap there is between the average Canadian and our aboriginal
population.

e (1115)

The minister for this portfolio said this study was needed to
measure the progress. What progress? The quality of life of
Canadians living on reserves is a national shame.

This government has legislated a system that condemns these
people to alife of poverty, sickness and squalor. The government
says it is trying to make things fair, equal and anti-racist. Instead
the Prime Minister has thrown hundreds of millions of dollars at
aboriginals as compensation while blindly clinging to the hope that
native poverty will simply resolve itself.

The government believes that money can create the ideal
atmosphere for natives to succeed and become self-sufficient.
Mark my words. This will never happen as long as the money is
paid to band administrators. The process is plagued with financial
mismanagement. Until this is resolved, the quality of life will
never improve.

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

[English]

EMPLOYMENTINSURANCE

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, the employment insurance fund belongs to millions of Cana
dians, but because of this Prime Minister, every worker is paying
$350 too much and every small businessis paying $500 per worker
too much.

Rather than changing the law to take this overpayment from
workers and employers, will the government commit today to
ensuring that every worker will see a $350 reduction and every
small business a $500 per worker reduction in their EI premiums
for 19997 Not $100, not $200, but the full reduction guaranteed by
law. Yes or no?

Mr. Tony Valeri (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, since coming to office, the El
premium has been reduced by this government by $5 billion or
more. Our payroll taxes are the lowest, lower than those in the
United States. We will continue.

What | really want to point out is the incredible fact that the
Reform Party changes its mind on what to do with the El surplus
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more than the Conservatives actually change leaders or have
leadership votes. First the Reform Party wants to apply it to the
deficit. Now the Reform Party wants to give it al back. Watching
the Reform Party is like getting policy whiplash.

Mr. Ken Epp (Elk Island, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, the fact of the
matter is the law requires that the El fund be kept focused on
providing for the needs of unemployed people.

The Prime Minister has promised us a public debate on employ-
ment insurance. He has broken that promise. We have had no
hearings. There has been no vote in parliament. Yet this govern-
ment is acting as if the law has been changed. It has not. Will the
Prime Minister today commit to a full and open debate in this
House to change the law?

Mr. Tony Valeri (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the hon. member is certainly partici-
pating in the prebudget consultation debate. He was with the
committee when we were in parts of western Canada. The member
has been here in Ottawa participating in the debate. Who do we
hear from in that debate? We hear from Canadians who come
forward and talk about Canadian priorities. Canadians talk about
the employment insurance program, about investment in health
care and reduction in personal income taxes.

The debate is ongoing. | encourage the hon. member to continue
to participate.

Mr. Rob Anders(Calgary West, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, | guessthe
Prime Minister thinks he is above the law.

If there was an honest public debate on what to do with the
employment insurance overpayment, it would be in parliament. It
would be aformal debate and at the end of it there would be a vote.
Every MP would have to go on record saying who they thought the
money belonged to. The Prime Minister thinks it belongs to him.
Everyone else in the country knows the money is theirs.

Why will the Prime Minister not alow for a vote on the El
overpayment, or has he aready made up his mind to steal it?

The Deputy Speaker: | think the hon. member knows that that
remark is unparliamentary. The member should withdraw the word
steal and | would ask him to do so.

Mr. Rob Anders. Mr. Speaker, the word is withdrawn but the
question still stands.

Mr. Tony Valeri (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | know the hon. member has recently
come to this place, in 1997 | believe.

| do want to inform the hon. member that unless the rules have
been changed, a House committee is an extension of parliament.
Another Reform member is attending the committee. Perhaps |
could encourage the member to attend. Instead of being the hired

Oral Questions

heckler that he was in the United States, perhaps he could
contribute to the debate.

® (1120)

NATIONAL DEFENCE

Mr. Art Hanger (Calgary Northeast, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
yesterday the House heard that the Canadian forces are expecting a
$1 billion shortfall next year. This is after a Liberal policy of
thousands of cuts on the duty roster, the troops, pay freezes for
years, dilapidated housing and old equipment. Now we hear thereis
going to be another 76 military personnel cut from CFB Comox.
We need more troops, not fewer.

The government has a choice. When is the minister going to
choose between mothballing more equipment and cutting troops
and giving Canada—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Minister of National Defence.

Hon. Arthur C. Eggleton (Minister of National Defence,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as usua the hon. member’s research is faulty.
He is basing his comments about a $1 billion deficit on an article
that is completely wrong. There is no deficit. There is no over-
spending. There are no plans to reduce the number of staff or to
reduce in fact the equipment that is provided for them.

* Kk %

GENERIC DRUGS

Mr. Rahim Jaffer (Edmonton—Strathcona, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, seniors and low income Canadians rely on low cost generic
pharmaceuticals for their health. Yet the Minister of Industry has
created a regulatory environment for generic drug manufacturers
that is so cumbersome and unfair that the supreme court called it a
draconian regime.

When will the minister take his regulatory thumb off these drug
manufacturers and scratch these unfair rules?

Hon. Lyle Vanclief (Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the minister is not here today, but | will passon
the concern. | do know that the minister is reviewing that and we
will do what is right for Canadians.

* k% %
[Translation]

ELECTION CAMPAIGN IN QUEBEC

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, since the beginning of the week, everybody has noticed
there is a battle going on between the Prime Minister and Jean
Charest. Discontent is setting in among the federal Liberals.
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The Minister of Immigration has even gone so far as to admit
her leader’s blunders and said that he would not take the blame
for Jean Charest’s defeat.

When she goes door to door, how will the minister justify the
blunders of her leader, the Prime Minister of Canada?

Hon. Marcel Massé (President of the Treasury Board and
Minister responsiblefor Infrastructure, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, one
of the conditionsfor Mr. Charest to win the next provincial election
isthat the leader of the Bloc Quebecois continue to make mistakes.
He just has to continue telling Quebeckers the truth: that the only
important thing for the Bloc Quebecois is another referendum and
that their only goal is sovereignty.

Mr. Charest is the only one who promotes change and who
promotes what is good for Quebeckers, namely growth and em-
ployment.

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, | talked about a referendum which we would win. The
President of the Treasury Board should read the article instead of
reading only the headline or the cartoons.

Does the minister not redize that—
An hon. member: Oh, oh.

Mr. Gilles Duceppe: Would the Minister of Human Resources
Development kindly shut up, Mr. Speaker?

Does the minister not realize that, by making these remarks, she
is telling us that Jean Charest, the promised saviour, Ottawa's
messenger, has absolutely nothing to offer, that the message is
meaningless and that dissension is setting in among federalists?

Hon. Marcel Massé (President of the Treasury Board and
Minister responsible for Infrastructure, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is
clear that the troublemakers are the Bloc Quebecois and the Parti
Quebecois, who have created dissension among Quebeckers with
all their talk about a referendum. Quebeckers have aready given a
clear answer to the question: the magjority of them want to stay
within Canada.

When the Bloc Quebecois and the Parti Quebecois campaign on
a referendum, they cause dissension among Quebeckers.

THE CONSTITUTION

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski—Mitis, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, the Prime Minister keeps boasting about meeting Quebec’s
traditional demandsin the area of immigration, manpower training,
education and more.

How does he explain the fact that, when the Liberals were in
power in Quebec, he described these demands as mere whims but

that, now that Quebec has a sovereignist government, he claims to
have met them?

Hon. Marcel Massé (President of the Treasury Board and
Minister responsible for Infrastructure, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
Bloc Quebecois and the Parti Quebecois do not have the interests of
Quebeckers at heart. Their only goal is to promote sovereignty.

® (1125)

Their goal is to push through sovereignty and to hold a third
referendum, as the Bloc Quebecois|eader reminded us. It isto put a
third referendum ahead of Quebeckers' interests.

Mr. Charest is the one promoting Quebeckers' real interests,
namely economic growth and employment.

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski—Mitis, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, Quebeckers in Sherbrooke know who is defending Quebec’s
interests in Ottawa.

What we know for sureit that nothing was ever settled in Quebec
City under a federalist government. With all the bickering we
witnessed this week, is it not time the minister realized federalists
have absolutely nothing to offer Quebec but empty statements they
cannot even agree on?

Hon. Marcel Massé (President of the Treasury Board and
Minister responsible for Infrastructure, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
every reform in recent years, every change in the past five years,
every improvement in Quebec occurred while federalists were in
power in Ottawa. It is because of the Liberal government’swork on
their behalf that Quebeckers have seen so much improvement.

[English]

MEDIA CONCENTRATION

Ms. Alexa M cDonough (Halifax, NDP): Mr. Speaker, 17 years
ago with greater diversity, yesterday’'s Liberals were concerned
enough about media concentration to set up the Kent commission.
Today with two chains about to control 70% of Canada's newspa-
pers, Liberals just shrug.

Given the importance of editoria diversity in safeguarding
democracy, will the government commit to legislation protecting
editoria independence in the newsroom from ideological interfer-
ence from the boardroom?

Hon. David M. Collenette (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, it was the Liberal government that established the rules
dealing with media concentration under the Competition Act.
There is a process in place right now that will be followed.

The director of investigations will be looking at this takeover, if
it goes ahead, to ensure that all aspects of the deal reflect the
statute, that is whether there is undue concentration, whether there
is freedom of expression, whether there is too much market
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penetration. All of these matterswill belooked at and are provided
for under the existing statute.

Ms. Alexa McDonough (Halifax, NDP): Mr. Speaker, it is
alarming that the minister does not show any recognition that the
competition policy provides no such terms of reference and no such
protection for diversity and democracy.

The fact is Canadians do not want government to control the
newsroom. They do not want the boardroom to control the news-
room. They want reporters to cover the news free of pressure and
free of bullying.

Will this government back legislation to protect editorial inde-
pendence?

Hon. David M. Collenette (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the New Democratic Party is putting forward a highly
subjective view of democracy in trying to say that parliament
should legislate editorial content.

The NDP is the party that supposedly speaks for individual
Canadians and isreflective of the popular will. Yet it isasking usto
impose, or to put a set of rulesin place to impose editorial content
0N Newspapers.

The Competition Act isavalid act. It isthere. It will be used in
this case as with other cases. | believe we will address the issues.

CANADA PENSION PLAN

Mr. Scott Brison (Kings—Hants, PC): Mr. Speaker, the Cana-
da pension plan is being tainted by Liberal political interference.

Bernard Dussault the former chief watchdog of the plan was
fired because he refused to be muzzled by the finance minister’s
information police, the case review committee which screens all
requests for their political sensitivity.

Dussault was asked twice to fudge the numbers to make the
minister look better. Dussault objected. He was fired. Why the
cover-up? Will the government tell the truth to Canadians about
why it fired the man who knew too much?

Mr. Tony Valeri (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the hon. member has asked the
question in the House before and he has got the answer.

The firing of Dussault is between Mr. Palmer and Mr. Dussaullt.
It has nothing to do with the government. It has nothing to do with
the Minister of Finance.

Perhaps this will be his supplementary question. There are
normal procedures in place to deal with indemnification for civil
servants engaged in legal disputes. A civil servant can make an

Oral Questions

application. If an application is made, it will be approved or
disapproved according to Treasury Board rules.

® (1130)

Mr. Scott Brison (Kings—Hants, PC): Mr. Speaker, the parlia-
mentary secretary mentioned John Palmer. Last night it was
demonstrated that John Pamer, the former boss of Bernard Dus-
sault, is being muzzled by the government.

Last night when | asked Mr. Palmer about the soundness of the
Canada pension plan, about the case review committee and about
Bernard Dussault's firing, Mr. Palmer asked the chairman of
finance committee whether he could answer the question and the
answer was no. He was muzzled and | was cut off from asking a
legitimate question.

Why is there a conspiracy to muzzle? Why is the Canadian
government hiding the truth about the Canada pension plan?

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, whether or not the hon. member
was ruled out of order by a chairman of a committee surely isnot a
subject for question period in the House of Commons. One would
think there are real questions to ask around here.

* Kk %

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS

Mr. Myron Thompson (Wild Rose, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, on
April 28, 1998, according to access to information, the Tsuu T'ina
reserve was granted $50,000 by the government to provide crisis
counselling to members of the Jacobs family and other crises that
took place on this reserve.

| talked to the Jacobs family last week. According to them they
have not received one minute of counselling, not one minute.

What was the $50,000 used for? Where did it go? What was it
granted for? What is its whole purpose?

Hon. Allan Rock (Minister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
minister and the department are concerned that the family and
those affected by this tragedy receive the services including
counselling that they require. | can assure the member and the
House that the department and the minister are taking steps to
ensure that is done.

Mr. Mike Scott (Skeena, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, not only did this
family receive absolutely no benefits from the grief counselling
money that was forwarded to the reserve, but an access to
information request has shown that $22,000 was given to the same
reserve for media expenses following this tragedy.

Canthe minister tell uswhat the $22,000 was used for and how it
helped the family of Connie and Ty Jacobs?

Hon. Allan Rock (Minister of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as |
said, the department and the minister are committed to seeing that
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those affected by this tragedy receive the services they require.
They will do everything in their power to see that is done.

[Translation]

ICE BREAKING IN PORTS

Mr. Michel Guimond (Beauport—M ontmorency—Cote-de-
Beaupré—Ile-d'Orléans, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the day before yes-
terday, the fisheries minister tried to blame a committee of experts
for his decision to have users of Quebec ports pay for 80% of ice
breaking costs. Yet, the minister’s words have nothing to do with
the facts.

How can the minister claim that his decision is based on a
committee that never recommended to have those who only use
50% of the service pay for 80% of ice breaking costs?

[English]

Mr. Wayne Easter (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Fisheries and Oceans, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, this issue has been in
the forefront for several years. In fact there has been intense
consultation over the last four years.

If the member would only look at the supplementary estimates
he would see that there were extra moneys for ice breaking as a
result of those extensive consultations. The fact is that Canadian
taxpayers are paying 82% of the cost of that ice breaking.

[Translation]

Mr. Michel Guimond (Beauport—M ontmorency—Cote-de-
Beaupré—Ille-d'Orléans, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the minister keeps
telling us that he only charges the industry 17% of ice breaking
costs.

Is he aware that, according to the industry, this is not 17%, but
actually 28%7? The parliamentary secretary is not aware of the
issue, but is the minister aware of it?

[English]

Mr. Wayne Easter (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Fisheriesand Oceans, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | am very well aware of
the file because ice breaking fees are not only a problem for the
province of Quebec. They are a problem for the eastern provinces
in Atlantic Canada as well.

We have consulted extensively with the industry. The facts are
that it is greater than 82% of the costs being covered by Canadian
taxpayers.

Maybe the member should have a little lesson in geography
because the facts are that when acommercial vessel goesto Quebec
in the St. Lawrence it has to go around Newfoundland and that ice
has to be broken as well.

® (1135)

FEDERAL-PROVINCIAL RELATIONS

Ms. Val Meredith (South Surrey—White Rock—L angley,
Ref.): Mr. Speaker, for the past week the government has pointed
to minor administrative changes as an example of itswillingnessto
work with the provinces. However, when the provinces ask for
substantive changes like social union, Senate reform or control
over the west coast fishery they are ignored.

If the Prime Minister is not prepared to make changesto lead the
country into the 21st century, will he step aside?

Hon. Marcel Massé (President of the Treasury Board and
Minister responsible for Infrastructure, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
changes that have been done in the past few years are not minor
changes.

When we gave Quebec back the right of veto it had lost because
of René Levesque a number of years ago, clearly it was a major
change. By the way, in the same act British Columbia aso got a
regional veto.

If the member from the Reform Party believes that such a
concession to British Columbia is minor, she should consult her
voters once again.

PEARSON INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

Mr. Dale Johnston (Wetaskiwin, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, the
Minister of Labour will know that 520 support staff at Pearson
International Airport have been on strike since October 2 and
negotiations are at a standstill. While management and the union
negotiate or battle in the media passengers are inconvenienced and
workers are suffering.

The workers have had a seven wage freeze to contend with and
now they are trying to subsist on strike pay. How many more
sandwiches will be flattened on the tarmac before the minister
recalls the parties back to the negotiating table?

Hon. Lawrence MacAulay (Minister of Labour, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | appreciate the hon. member’s question.

| have appointed a mediator to this dispute. Both parties are not
meeting at this time. | have asked a senior official in my depart-
ment to contact both parties and attempt to get them to sit down and
come up with a collective agreement, which is important for both
sides.

[Translation]

SHEEP PRODUCTION IN QUEBEC

Ms. Héléne Alarie (Louis-Hébert, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the day
before yesterday, in response to one of our questions, the agricul-
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ture minister hid behind legality to justify the unfair treatment
given to Quebec sheep producers who are in dire straits.

How can the minister hide behind the legal aspect of the issue,
while in western Canada the federal government used ad hoc
programs to retroactively compensate grain producers?

[English]

Hon. Lyle Vanclief (Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | have told the hon. member and the industry
over and over again that the money in farm safety nets to assist in
the farm income situation, after we have played our full and
complete role and even recently increased the compensation caps
for sheep, isin the hands of the provincial Government of Quebec.

| have written to the minister of agriculture of the province of
Quebec saying that | will sit down with him if he wishes to discuss
some readjustment of those moneys to assist farmers who feel that
they need more assistance in recovering from this situation. He has
written back to me and said that he was not interested.

[Translation]

Ms. Héléne Alarie (Louis-Hébert, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the
minister knows that the federal government isto blame. In the past,
severd hillion dollars were retroactively given to western grain
producers through ad hoc programs.

Why is it that something that was possible for western grain
producers is not possible for Quebec sheep producers?

[English]

Hon. Lyle Vanclief (Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | will repeat again. The farm safety net money
to support the income of Canadian farmers is distributed equitably
for producers in the provinces across the country.

In other provinces the producers the hon. member isreferring to
could have drawn on NISA. In the province of Quebec the industry
and the government decided to put it on price support. That was
their decision. Unfortunately it was a decision made by their
industry and by their provincial government that will not assist its
producers in this situation.

Some hon. members: Oh, oh.

TRADE

Mr. Charlie Penson (Peace River, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Minister for International Trade.

Oral Questions
[Translation]

The Deputy Speaker: Order, please. We cannot hear questions
and answers. The hon. member for Peace River.

[English]

Mr. Charlie Penson: Mr. Speaker, | am afraid we have amonth
of this to put up with in the future.

Canada's agriculture producers should be very competitive in
world markets because of our natural advantages. Yet our market
sharein world trade in agriculture has slipped from 4% to 3% in the
last 10 years, mainly because of huge subsidies by the Europeans
and the Americans.

® (1140)

How would the parliamentary secretary intend to increase
Canada’s share back to where it was without resorting to subsidies?

Mr. Bob Speller (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for
International Trade, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the Canadian govern-
ment is presently in consultations with the provinces and all
industry groups trying to put together a united stand to take into the
new round of the WTO.

Asthe member knows, that round will be coming up in 1999. We
will be working with the provinces and all the industries to make
sure that we have avery strong position to put forward at that time.

* Kk %

AGRICULTURE

Mr. Lee Morrison (Cypress Hills—Grassands, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, the Saskatchewan Wheat Pool is to close 235 elevators at
170 prairie delivery points.

The producer members who paid for these elevators will not be
given the opportunity to buy them. As soon as the bins are empty,
the bulldozers will move in and these elevators will be gone. As a
bit of collateral damage, a lot of villages will lose a third of their
tax base.

Will the government just once do something proactive for the
benefit of farmers and put a moratorium on the destruction of these
vauable facilities?

Mr. Gerry Byrne (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Natural Resources, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it must be Friday. Up until
30 seconds ago | thought there was no such a thing as a silly
question, but now | think we have resolved that.

The government has been doing things very actively for the
benefit of farmers. The Canadian Wheat Board, for example, has
been consistently working at generating high value and high prices
for farmers.

Despite the fact that world markets have been declining, Cana-
dians have been enjoying world priceincreases basically due to the
Canadian Wheat Board.
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[Translation]

FISHERIES

Mr. Ghidlain Fournier (Manicouagan, BQ): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Minister of Fisheries and Oceans.

Fishers in Quebec and on the Lower North Shore are hurting
because of the federa government’s mismanagement of fish
stocks. Will the minister travel to the Lower North Shore to meet
with the fishers and try to work out some real solutions for the
future?

[English]

Mr. Wayne Easter (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Fisheries and Oceans, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as the member very
well knows, the minister of fisheries has said consistently that
conservation is a priority in the fisheries.

He has held extensive discussions with the fishing industry. He
has travelled from coast to coast to coast in the country to hear
what fishermen and fisherwomen have to say. He is putting a
conservation plan and a management plan in place which will
ensure that there is a fisheries for the future whether it is for
Quebec fishermen, Prince Edward Island fishermen or any other
Canadian fisherman.

IMMIGRATION

Mr. Lynn Myers (Waterloo—Wellington, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
my question is for the Parliamentary Secretary to the Solicitor
General.

A recent report indicated that smugglers are bringing many
illega immigrants into Canada as part of organized crimina
activity. This is very costly to the Canadian taxpayers. What
exactly is being proposed to crack down on this problem?

Mr. Jacques Saada (Parliamentary Secretary to Solicitor
General of Canada, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the smuggling of people
into Canada is part of the definition of organized crime and
organized crime is indeed one of the top priorities of our depart-
ment.

We have approximately 16,000 of them coming into Canada
every year. We have adopted among the most severe penalties in
the world in this regard. We are active on international forums to
addressit from an international perspective, whichistheonly valid
one.

As we speak the solicitor general is discussing with his—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Surrey Central.

FOREIGN AID

Mr. Gurmant Grewal (Surrey Central, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
apparently CIDA has suspended its foreign aid to Jamaica because
$18 million of foreign aid is unaccounted for. Jamaican officials
refuse to answer questions and turn over the files. In fact they
shredded those files.

Why will the government not take the money previously ear-
marked for Jamaica and spend it in British Columbia on the RCMP
which is fighting the drug trade and drug abuse? Why not use the
money instead of wasting it?

® (1145)

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, first of al, | am very disap-
pointed that an hon. member would want to reduce the level of
Canada's foreign aid. | am certainly not part of the group that
would want to advocate that and | am sorry to hear that is the
attitude of the critic.

Second, on the issue of the funds spent in Jamaica, what he is
referring to is a monetary program of some $18 million. That
program was fully expended in Jamaica. The auditors referred to
some difficultiesin finding the proper documentation for 3% of the
expenditures.

2000 PROBLEM

Mr. Philip Mayfield (Cariboo—Chilcotin, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
the government has said that it is on top of the 2000 computer bug
problem and that it will be ready for the new millennium.

Recent Treasury Board surveys show that many federal depart-
ments will not be ready and that national defenceis one of the very
least prepared departments.

If the government isready, why isthe RCMP cancelling all leave
between December 27, 1999 and March 15, 2000? Why is the
government preparing to deploy tens of thousands of military
troops in the new millennium?

Hon. Marcel Massé (President of the Treasury Board and
Minister responsiblefor Infrastructure, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, yes,
the Canadian government has been spending a lot of money in an
effort to get ready for the Y2K problem.

In the latest report published by Treasury Board, we indicated
the percentage of achievement of work on government-wide
critical systems. This showsthat most of the departments, if not all,
will be ready for 2000.

However, we are not taking any chances. We are ready for al
contingencies and we have asked the various departments, particu-
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larly the emergency preparedness group in the Department of
National Defence, to be ready.

BANK MERGERS

Hon. Lorne Nystrom (Regina—Qu’'Appelle, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, my question is for the minister of financial institutions.

There are now clear indications that the proposed mergers of the
banks are on life support, they are dying. In fact, even the Liberal
caucus now recognizes that the proposed mergers are not in the
public interest.

Thereal question is how is the government going to make it up
to its disappointed friends on Bay Street. Can the minister tell us
whether there will be a trade-off? Will there be a trade-off if the
government says no to the mega mergers but yes to the banks
selling insurance or getting into the auto leasing business or both?
Is that the trade-off?

Hon. Jim Peterson (Secretary of State (International Finan-
cial Institutions), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | am very pleased to respond
to the member because we have set in place a process we are going
to respect. It is a process whereby House of Commons and Senate
committees will report on this.

We will not be able to look at the issue of bank mergers until we
have heard from the office of the superintendent of financia
institutions and from the Competition Bureau. After we have had
that input and if we are then sdtisfied that we have sufficient
information, we will be in a position to take decisions.

Hon. Lorne Nystrom (Regina—Qu’'Appelle, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, there are some 60,000 independent insurance brokers in
this country like Regina's Frank Buck. Thismorning | want to give
the minister an opportunity to speak directly to Frank Buck and his
fellow brokers.

Can he assure them that the government will not allow the banks
to retail insurance out of their branches? Can he speak directly to
that question and answer it now?

Hon. Jim Peterson (Secretary of State (International Finan-
cial Institutions), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, maybe the banks are trying
to short circuit the process we put in place for coming to decisions
on these very important issues for the future of Canada and its
financial institutions and for the insurance industry as well.

The member may want to short circuit this process. We will not.
We want to hear from Canadians and we want to hear from the
committees.

Oral Questions
TRANSPORT

Mr. Gerald Keddy (South Shore, PC): Mr. Speaker, the era of
post-panamax shipping is upon us. The port of Halifax is ideally
suited for growth at the expense of our international competitors.

Yet the government risks losing this opportunity because the
current port authority structure does not represent local interests.
The Metropolitan Halifax Chamber of Commerce, the Halifax
Shipping Association and the International Longshoremen’s Asso-
ciation have proposed a new management structure to the Minister
of Transport. Will the minister commit to these needed changes?

Hon. David M. Collenette (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | do not know where my hon. friend has been for the last
couple of years. We just passed Bill C-9 which establishes Canada
port authorities across the country with one federal nominee, one
provincial nominee and one municipal nominee aong with four
nominees selected in consultation with users. The hon. member is
trying to change a law passed earlier this year by the House.

® (1150)

The Halifax port authority will be treated like al other port
authorities. Consultation has been going on. We have formed an
advisory group representative of some of the interests he raised. It
is representative through a selection of nominees that reflects user
concerns.

Mr. Gerald Keddy (South Shore, PC): Mr. Speaker, more than
20,000 future jobs in the region may be at stake if the full potential
of the port of Halifax is not maximized. We need changes that
reflect the economic needs of Atlantic Canada, not the control
needs of the minister.

The joint proposal to ater the port authority is consistent with
the new Canada Marine Act. In 1997 the predecessor of the
Minister of Transport promised to provide loca interests with a
strong voice in the port’s direction. This voice would make Halifax
a panamax player instead of a port that unloads the top layer of
containers on ships headed for New York.

Hon. David M. Collenette (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, once again the hon. member has his facts wrong. All the
local interest groups in Halifax have been consulted as to the
selection of members for this board. They will reflect abroad range
of interests dealing with users.

The hon. member should go back to Halifax, talk with those
individuals and generate a good selection of candidates so we will
be able to have a first class board that will lead Halifax into the
post-panamax world.
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KOSOVO

Mr. David Pratt (Nepean—Carleton, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Foreign Affairs will
know that international concern over the situation in Kosovo
continues notwithstanding the last minute pullout of Serbian troops
and heavily armed police. Can the parliamentary secretary provide
the House of Commons with an update on the situation in Kosovo
especially asit relates to Canadian participation in the 2000-strong
verification force?

Mr. Julian Reed (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | thank the member for this
important question. It gives us an opportunity to report to the
House. We are in the implementation stages of the agreement that
has been struck. Canada has committed to send verifiers. The
House might be interested to know that many Canadians have
expressed an interest in going to Kosovo and serving as verifiers.
We are compiling a list at the present time and we will be
submitting it very shortly.

| am happy to report to the House that humanitarian aid is getting
through to the victims. Canada has now raised its commitment to—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Calgary East.

MAGAZINE INDUSTRY

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Calgary East, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, the
heritage minister's ban on Canadian advertising in foreign maga-
zines is one of the most intrusive pieces of legislation ever. The
government’s own studies indicate that lifting the ban would
increase advertising revenue by 60%, creating more work for
Canadians involved in the magazine sector. Why is she putting
shackles on the growth of the Canadian magazine industry?

Hon. Sheila Copps (Minister of Canadian Heritage, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, it is amazing that the shackles | am putting on are
support for Canadian voices. The legidation is supported by every
single party in this House except the Reform Party. Before the hon.
member continues his campaign of disinformation, | underscore
that thislegidation will help the Western Catholic Reporter, Legion
magazine, Today's Parent, Owl, Mennonite News, Chatelaine,
Anglican Journal, Essential, Living with Christ: Complete Edition,
Canadian League, L’ essential, Journeaux du Barreau, The Menno-
nite Brethren Herald, Prairie Messenger—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Jonquiére.

[Translation]

THE ENVIRONMENT

Ms. Jocelyne Girard-Bujold (Jonquiére, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
the day before yesterday, in answer to a question about the position
of the federal government concerning the negotiationsto be held in
Buenos Aires next week, the minister was unable to set out the
position of the government in this area.

Canthe minister tell usif sheintendsto pull another Tokyo on us
and make alast minute decision on the plane as she did last time?

[English]

Ms. Paddy Torsney (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
the Environment, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the government has been
working with over 450 scientists from across the country to
develop an appropriate plan to make sure Canada will join the
minus six society and make some of the important changes needed
for this country and the world. | hope the member will support the
enforcement of health and environment standards in Canada.

® (1155)

PEARSON INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT

Mr. Pat Martin (Winnipeg Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the
busiest airport in the country is operating at bare minimum safety
standards because of a lengthy work stoppage there.

First there was a near collision between a 747 and a Dash 8 and
then the accident between an aircraft and a food services truck.
Now for the second time landing lighting systems have broken
down. It isonly a matter of time before we have amajor disaster at
Pearson airport.

Will the Minister of Labour act now and fix the broken medi-
ation process, assign a senior mediator to these talks and put the
strike to an end before somebody gets killed?

Hon. David M. Collenette (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the hon. member has raised a number of concerns which
are not valid.

First of all, Pearson airport is operating safely. There have been
some problems but our officials have been on the spot around the
clock looking at the safety issues during this labour dispute.

What is of great concern is there appears to have been a criminal
act conducted on the approach lights. That is being investigated not
only by Transport Canada but by the local police because this could
be a criminal matter.
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FISHERIES

Mr. Peter MacKay (Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough,
PC): Mr. Speaker, in June the Minister of Fisheries and Oceans
denied quota applications from Canso, Mulgrave and Lismore,
three Nova Scotia communities requesting a share of the additional
7,000 tonne northern shrimp quota.

The minister’strite and insulting answer at that time was thefish
come first. Obviously the minister was telling us that Nova Scotia
comes last.

| ask the parliamentary secretary to the minister how the minister
can justify slamming the door on three communities, basically
threatening their future existence.

Mr. Wayne Easter (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Fisheriesand Oceans, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | am shocked by what |
am hearing from the member opposite because what heis doing is
really speaking in contradiction to what some of his other members
are saying in committee.

In terms of Canso, what Canso wantsto do is use foreign vessels
to catch its quota. The minister, on the other hand, wants to
Canadianize the fisheries.

| wish the Tory party would get its act straight and get on the
same wavelength.

STEEL INDUSTRY

Mr. John Richardson (Perth—Middlesex, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
| bring to the attention of the Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister for International Trade that an investigation in the U.S. is
underway with the potential to affect the steel industry in Canada.

Could the parliamentary secretary give some reassurance to steel
makers in Canada that Canada is prepared to take action on this
issue?

Mr. Bob Speller (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for
International Trade, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | can give these assur-
ance.

NAFTA provides protection to those Canadian steel producers
which export to the United States.

At the moment we do not know if the United States steel industry
will petition, but if it does we know from NAFTA that Canada is
excluded from safeguard action as long as it is not a substantial
contributor to the serious injury.

Our steel industry isagood steel industry and we are fair traders.
We will continue to protect it.

Oral Questions
VETERANSAFFAIRS

Mr. Peter Goldring (Edmonton East, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, in
1955 the Canadian government conspired with England and sold
out Hong Kong veterans claim rights.

In June the minister promised to investigate but has sat on his
hands and has remained mute since. Japan enslaved our soldiers for
four years and Canada has shafted them for another 50.

When will the minister publicly apologize for thisterrible wrong
and provide the long deserved recompense?

Hon. Arthur C. Eggleton (Minister of National Defence,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Veterans Affairs is very
concerned about this matter and he has indicated before in this
Housethat heislooking intoit. He istrying to cometo aresolution
of this matter as quickly as possible.

* Kk %

[Translation]

FISHERIES

Mr. René Canuel (Matapédia—Matane, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
my question is for the Minister of Fisheries and Oceans.

In August, the coast guard brutally boarded the vessels of Gaspé
fishers participating in a peaceful demonstration against the minis-
ter'sincompetence. Today, we learned that the minister ismaking a
disgraceful situation even worse by laying charges against the very
people his irresponsible policies are hurting.

® (1200)

Does the minister recognize that the fishers were reacting to his
inertia and that he is now making matters worse by taking steps to
have them—

The Deputy Speaker: The Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Fisheries and Oceans.

[English]

Mr. Wayne Easter (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Fisheriesand Oceans, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it would be inappropri-
ate for me to speak on a case that is aready before the courts. |
certainly can tell the member that if one is caught fishing with no
licence in a closed zone in Quebec, PE.I. or anywhere else in
Canada, onewill be charged. We are trying to maintain the fisheries
for the future and prevent illegal fishing.

* Kk %

HOUSING

Ms. Bev Desjarlais (Churchill, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the Night
Rider program in Thompson provides emergency shelter to people
in need. Now it has become the victim of the government’s cost
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cutting. Cuts to transfer payments have left the province, city and
surrounding communities searching for enough money to make up
for the government’'s abandonment. Night Rider serves local
people as well as some nearby First Nations who rely on it because
the government does not provide adequate housing on reserves.

There has already been snow in Thompson and winter tempera-
tures drop below minus 40. If Night Rider goes under, people will
die.

Will the government ensure funding for the Night Rider program
or will it let Canadians freeze to death on the streets?

Hon. David M. Collenette (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, there is quite aconcern regarding homel essness across the
country. It affects not only the larger communities but it also
affects smaller towns.

Thereisalong term solution and a short term solution. The long
term solution involves not only the federal government, the
provincial government but also the municipal government. It deals
with matters of socia assistance. It deals with the issues of
cutbacks as a result of government belt tightening. It aso deals
with the deinstitutionalization of many people who were in hospi-
tals but are now on the streets.

This is a complex problem and we should al work together to
solve it.

POINTS OF ORDER

TABLING OF DOCUMENT

Mr. Ken Epp (Elk Isand, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, during question
period the Minister of Canadian Heritage indicated her willingness
to table a document. We would be very interested in this. | think
you would find unanimous consent to have this document tabled so
we could all see it.

Hon. Sheila Copps (Minister of Canadian Heritage, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, absolutely. | would be thrilled to table the document
of literally over 1,000 magazines whose voices will be protected as
a result of this legidlation that is strongly supported by amost
every party in the House.

TheDeputy Speaker: |f the minister wishes to table a document
she may do so. We will consider the document tabled.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

[Translation]

GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO PETITIONS

Mr. Mauril Bélanger (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Canadian Heritage, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, pursuant to Standing

Order 36(8), | have the honour to table, in both official languages,
the government’s response to five petitions.

[English]
COMMITTEESOF THE HOUSE

JUSTICE AND HUMAN RIGHTS

Mr. Derek Lee (Scarborough—Rouge River, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | have the honour to present in both official languages the
15th report of the Standing Committee on Justice and Human
Rights. Pursuant to the order of reference of Thursday, October 8,
1998, your committee has considered Bill C-51, an act to amend
the Criminal Code, the Controlled Drugs and Substances Act and
the Corrections and Conditional Release Act. The committee has
agreed to report it with amendments.

® (1205)

AN ACT FOR THE RECOGNITION AND PROTECTION
OF HUMAN RIGHTS AND FUNDAMENTAL FREEDOMS

Mr. Garry Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Melville, Ref.) moved for
leave to introduce Bill C-452, an act to amend an Act for the
Recognition and Protection of Human Rights and Fundamental
Freedoms and to amend the Constitution Act, 1867.

He said: On behalf of tens of thousands of Canadians who have
written supporting my efforts, | have the pleasure of once again
introducing my private member’s bill to strengthen property rights
in federa law.

Unfortunately, property rights were intentionally left out of the
Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms leaving Canadians
highly vulnerable to the arbitrary taking of property by govern-
ment. My bill would fix this by making it more difficult for the
government to override the property rights of its citizens by
requiring a two-thirds majority vote of the House.

Nor does the Canadian bill of rights provide any protection of
our right to be paid any compensation, let alone fair compensation
for property taken by the government.

My bill strengthens the property rights provisions of the Cana-
dian bill of rights by providing protection of our right to have
compensation fixed impartially, protection of our right to receive
fair and timely compensation, and guarantees every Canadian their
right to apply to the courts when the government has violated their
property rights.
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Finally, approval of my amendments to the bill of rights would
allow Canadians to celebrate the 50th anniversary of the signing of
the Universal Declaration of Human Rights on December 10, 1998
knowing that we have finally provided the protection of property
rightsin federal law that the United Nations declaration called for
so many decades ago.

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

* k% %
[Translation]

PETITIONS
BILL C-68

Mr. Michel Guimond (Beauport—M ontmorency—Cote-de-
Beaupré—Ille-d'Orléans, BQ): Mr. Speaker, | havethe pleasureto
present a petition signed by 25 people living mainly in my riding.
In this petition, the petitioners call on the Parliament of Canadato
repea Bill C-68, the firearms hill.

FOOD LABELLING

Mrs. Marlene Jennings (Notre-Dame-de-Grace—L achine,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | have two petitions to table in the House today.

Thefirst oneis apetition signed by more than 300 people asking
for mandatory labeling and comprehensive inspection of genetical-
ly modified foods.

HUMAN RIGHTS

Mrs. Marlene Jennings (Notre-Dame-de-Grace—L achine,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | am tabling a second, rather large, petition
calling on the Canadian government and the United Nations to take
action to oppose human rights violations against ethnic Chinese
living in Indonesia. This petition is signed by several thousand
citizens.

[English]
QUESTIONSON THE ORDER PAPER

Mr. Mauril Bélanger (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Canadian Heritage, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | ask that all questions
be alowed to stand.

The Deputy Speaker: Is that agreed?
Some hon. members: Agreed.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

[Translation]

PERSONAL INFORMATION PROTECTION AND
ELECTRONIC DOCUMENTSACT

The House resumed consideration of the motion that Bill C-54,
an act to support and promote electronic commerce by protecting
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personal information that is collected, used or disclosed in certain
circumstances, by providing for the use of electronic means to
communicate or record information or transactions and by amend-
ing the Canada Evidence Act, the Statutory Instruments Act and the
Statute Revision Act, be read the second time and referred to a
committee; and of the motion that the question be now put.

Mr. Michel Guimond (Beauport—M ontmorency—Cote-de-
Beaupré—Ile-d’Orléans, BQ): Mr. Speaker, you had to interrupt
me—and | am sure you were not happy about it—before Oral
Question Period when | was on aroll.

® (1210)

| will start the second part of my speech with another quote from
Mr. Bourassa, the former Liberal Premier of Quebec who said on
Wednesday, March 4, 1992, in reaction to the Beaudoin-Dobbie
Commission’s report:

What we find in the Beaudoin-Dobbie report is some kind of domination reflex,
of dominating federalism. They think they must be involved in all sectors and that,
for al intents and purposes, they could have the last word. We do not think this
approach respects the Canadian Constitution.

That is what former federalist premier Robert Bourassa said.

Having said that, | should draw a parallel with thisbill, whichis
avery good example of the dominating federalism to which we are
constantly subjected in this Chamber and to which Quebeckers
want to put an end. We in the Bloc Quebecois say, and many in
Quebec agree, that the only way to get rid of this dominating
federalism is to have a sovereign Quebec.

When it comes to the defence of consumers and the public,
governments should sit up and take note. Many have said so. | was
pleased to hear the Canadian Federation for Independent Business
say how important it is to remember that consumers are not only
individuals or citizens, but also small businesses that do not have
the same financial means as the large corporations and that find
themselves in the position of David versus Goliath, and this has
nothing to do with the Bible as things currently stand.

It isimportant to remember that small businessis alarge part of
Quebec’s socia and economic fabric. True, there are some large
corporations, but there are also small businesses and we in the Bloc
Québécois are trying to represent their interests as best we can.

This bill is extremely disappointing. It fails to give citizens the
protection they expect. The Internet is not just for commerce and
cannot be isolated from civil society.

We had a debate on telemarketing in the House. The government
wanted to deal firmly with companies engaged in misleading
telemarketing, by requiring them to sat very clearly at the begin-
ning of the call who they were and what the purpose of the
telemarketing was. | am in favour of this approach.
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The Bloc Quebecois sought to introduce an amendment extend-
ing that to the Internet. Now we have a bill on electronic
commerce which says nothing on that score. Yet, more and more
people would like to use this medium—which is only a medium
and not another universe, as the OECD acknowledged—but they
will do so only if they have real protection.

Thefirst stepisafull protection, extending not only to electronic
commerce, but also to personal information and privacy. This is
what the bill is all about.

Those who speak after me will come back on that, but it will
probably require international agreements.

To conclude, | will say that that we, in the Bloc Quebecois,
expect the country to which we will belong for a few more years,
Canada, to show leadership, the kind of leadership that will
reassure the public. Based on the promises of this Liberal govern-
ment and the previous ones, we were expecting real legislation,
legidation that would protect privacy in the private sector.

[English]

Mr.Lynn Myers(Waterloo—Wellington, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, |
begin by saying that | was somewhat astounded by the comments
made by members opposite in the Bloc Quebecois. Their misin-
formation on this very important matter is disturbing. Perhaps they
do not understand what is being proposed in Bill C-54, but | think
that is probably not the case. | believe they are deliberately trying
to misrepresent the facts.

® (1215)

| want to take this opportunity to set the record straight on this
very important matter. Let us do so by reviewing the facts.

The province of Quebec was the first jurisdiction to adopt
comprehensive privacy legislation for information held in and by
the private sector.

In 1994 the province passed an act representing and respecting
the protection of personal information in the private sector. This act
grants individuals the right of access to personal information held
by private sector businesses operating in Quebec and regulates the
collection, use and disclosure of personal information. The legida
tion is overseen by the Commission on Access to Information
which is responsible for conducting investigations and settling
disputes.

| also want to point out that the Quebec Charter of Human Rights
and Freedoms which came into force in 1975 enshrines the right to
privacy for residents of Quebec. Amendments to the civil code
providing extensive rights of privacy were enacted in 1991.

Because it has legislation which is substantially similar to the
proposed personal information protection and electronic docu-

ments act, Quebec in fact will be exempted from its application.
That is important to note.

Like the Quebec legidation, the federal legislation will havetwo
basic components: a set of fair information principles and a
mechanism for overseeing the implementation of the law. The
federal bill is based on the Canadian Standards Association code
which, like the Quebec law, is based on the 1980 Organization for
Economic Cooperation and Development “Guidelines on the
Protection of Privacy and Transborder Flows of Personal Data’.

Let us be clear here because it is important. First of all, Quebec
will not lose any type of protection as a result of our legisation.
Moreover, our legislation will not force Quebec to do anything or
to not do anything. Finaly, Bill C-54 will complement Quebec's
legidation. To suggest otherwise is misleading, false and quite
frankly, incorrect. It isimportant that Quebecers and al Canadians
know this.

[Translation]

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski—Mitis, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, as | rise today | cannot help but think about the importance of
this bill's title: An Act to support and promote electronic com-
merce by protecting persona information that is collected, etc.

What we have to remember is that this bill wasintroduced by the
Minister of Industry, who is being asked to fulfill a twofold
mandate, namely to protect the industry and consumers at the same
time. We know that both the industry and consumers have powerful
lobbies.

It should then come as no surprise that, in the dilemma that the
minister is facing, having to choose between protecting the indus-
try or protecting consumers, the Minister of Industry, who hasbeen
holding this position in the Liberal government since 1993, has so
far always favoured the industry to the detriment of consumers.

Thereisalong list of projects he has pushed aside under pressure
from lobby groups. | am thinking in particular of the Ginn
Publishing case, in which consumers got the short end of the stick.
I will give more examples later.

At the outset, when the Department of Industry was created, the
Bloc Quebecois asked the government not to give the same
minister two mandates that were so different from each other.

Section 4 of the Act to establish the Department of Industry and
to amend and repeal certain other acts states:

4.(1) The powers, duties and functions of the minister extend to and include all
matters over which Parliament has jurisdiction, not by law assigned to any other
department, board or agency of the Government of Canada, relating to:

(a) industry and technology in Canada;

(b) trade and commerce in Canada;
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(c) science in Canada;
(d) consumer affairs;
(e) corporations and corporate securities;

(f) competition and restraint of trade, including mergers and monopolies;

® (1220)

The Bloc Quebecoiswas opposed to the same minister defending
theinterests of consumers and those of industry sinceit is clear, for
those who have eyes to see, ears to hear and most of al amind to
think, that the interests of business, represented by lobbies and
large cash contributions to the campaign coffers of federal political
parties, would prevail over those of consumers.

The bill proposed by Industry Canadaistailor made for this. The
Bloc Quebecois has aready seen the opposition between the
interests of consumers and those of the industry. It has also seen
the Minister of Industry’s clear preference for industry rather than
consumers.

I would like to remind the House of an interesting case, direct
broadcasting satellites, better known as DBS. The government did
not take the necessary stepsto inform consumers that technological
changes were occurring and it allowed consumers to acquire analog
parabolic antenna systems, while the industry was converting to
digital transmission.

The Minister of Industry intervened on behaf of the Prime
Minister’s relatives to make sure that the Canadian policy on DBS
would suit their interests. The Minister of Industry waited a long
time before warning consumers against buying parabolic antennae
connected to the American broadcasting system and he asked the
industry to circulate the warning.

However, the Bloc Quebecois intervened and asked the minister
to launch a broad information campaign on this issue. On Decem-
ber 19, we wrote the Minister of Industry aletter along these lines:

As you are aware, dmost haf a million Canadians and Quebeckers now own
satellite dishes that will soon be obsolete, because digital mode will soon be the only
method used for broadcasting radio signals.

What is more, the Department of Industry is also responsible for technological
development in Canada. You therefore played a role in developing the unregulated
grey market of satellite dishes. You were aware that there would soon be a major
technological change in satellite signal transmission methods but you did not inform
consumers of these changes on the horizon.

| feel you were remiss in your responsibilities towards consumers who bought
satellite dishes during the past year. Had you truly been interested in protecting their
interests, you would have launched a full-scale information campaign to inform
them about the technological changes just around the corner.

| therefore call on you, Mr. Minister, to take the necessary action to have your
department immediately inform consumers and retailers, among others, by placing
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announcements in newspapers pointing out that satellite dishes are becoming obsolete
asameansof capturing analog signal's, so that salesof thiskind of equipment cease; to
launch an information campaign regarding DTH broadcasting so that consumers,
whose interestsit is your responsibility to defend, know exactly where they stand: the
incompatibility of technologies, subscription required for basic service, the risks of
purchase, given that the CRTC does not use the viability of businessesasacriterionfor
issuing licences to businesses, DTH—

On February 22, Quebec's Minister of Culture and Communica-
tions wrote the federal Minister of Industry on the same subject.
She said: “There are two ways around this problem: require
applicantsto offer consumers mutually compatible technologies, or
have them rent the antenna, the decoder and the remote control
from aDTH satellite service or from one of its accredited retailers
until the technology is ready for market.”

® (1225)

On February 26, the minister answered my letter of December
19. He said that he understood my disappointment and the disap-
pointment of the consumers.

| agree with you that it is unacceptable for some retailers to still be selling
parabolic antennas to receive signas in analog mode without warning their clients
that, soon, these signals will no longer be sent out.

In short, the minister sympathizes with the public, but he is
doing nothing to protect them. The hon. member who spoke before
me said that there was no risk for people in Quebec. | would like to
quote here, in full, acomment on this bill made by the Commission
québécoise de I'accés a I'information.

It is the commission’s contention that, if implemented, this proposal would
represent a setback on the privacy issue in Quebec.

This contention is based on a comprehensive review of the CSA code. Thereis
good reason to be pleased with the Canadian industry adopting such a code. Thisisa
sensible breakthrough which results from an interesting analysis of the OECD
guidelines relating to personal information protection. However, the CSA code does
not begin to respond to the objectives of personal information protection systems
established by both Quebec laws, that is, ensuring citizens an objective and equitable
settlement of problems and disputes that can arise in the growing area of the respect
of this dimension of private life.

Thus, the Commission suggested to the minister of Culture and Communications
that she remind her counterparts in other governments that a legal system had been
put in place by Quebec. The Quebec system is, in the eyes of the Commission, the
only answer that respects citizen's rights, considering the challenges of the
information highway.

The draft bill the Minister of Industry and the federal govern-
ment are proposing for persona information protection redly is
another reason for Quebeckers to achieve sovereignty.

Every day, we discover something about this government. When
the session is over, the record will be full and Quebeckers will
know what choice to make.
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Ms. Jocelyne Girard-Bujold (Jonquiére, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
the federal government must be really ashamed of its bill on
personal information protection in the commercial sector to have
decided late yesterday afternoon, in spite of parliamentary tradi-
tion, to put it on the order of the day for second reading today.

The government thus hoped to avoid areal public debate on its
bill. For those who do not know about parliamentary conventions, |
recall that on Mondays and Fridays half the members are not in the
House so that they can have a little time to meet with their
constituents. That is why parties usually agree on the coming
business so that the members interested in the matters on the order
of the day can be here to discuss them. But yesterday, the
government unilaterally changed the order of the day.

| partly understand it. If | were in the industry minister’s place, |
would be ashamed of the tricks he pulled to make us believe that
personal information will be protected in this country. Before
introducing this bill, the government should have recalled that a
parliamentary committee had looked into the issue of personal
information in a technologically changing world.

| quote from the committee report:

We do not believe that Canadians want ground rules to protect only their
informational privacy—

Asisthe casein thebill under consideration, which only protects
personal information inasmuch asit is collected, used or disclosed
in the context of a commercial transaction.

| resume the quotation:

—Ileaving the rest of their privacy rightsto languish in alawless frontier.

® (1230)

Initsreport entitled ** Privacy: Where do we draw theline?”, the
Standing Committee on Human Rights and the Status of Persons
with Disabilities also wrote, and | quote:

Privacy is one of the most comprehensive of al human rights—broad, ambitious
and valued around the world.

Traditionally understood as the ““right to be left alone”” in this technological age,
privacy has taken on new dimensions. To experts, privacy is the right to enjoy
private space, to conduct private communications, to be free from surveillance and
to respect the sanctity of one’s body. To the average Canadian, privacy is a question
of power—the ability to control one's persona information and to remain
anonymous by choice.

It goes on:

As a human right, privacy belongs to everyone. The Members of this Committee
have listened to as many voices across this country as possible. Canadians have
never approved of peeping Toms or unauthorized wire-tapping, and our criminal
laws reflect this. We know now that this same disapproval extends, for example, to
hidden video cameras in the workplace, genetic testing for insurance purposes—

Under the subtitle *“Privacy as a Commodity”’, the committee
writes on page 10:

—the use of technology not only affects individuals; it also has an impact on the
commercia activity of the community as a whole. Many townhall participants
feared that privacy has become a commodity that people are prepared to trade off
for either a better level of service or product or the minimization of penalties.

Paul-André Comeau, the Privacy Commissioner of Quebec, warned against a
debate about privacy that focused solely on the commercial value of information.
Thiswas, he said, *‘the slippery slope we are lured onto by the new technologies
in their attempt at putting a dollar figure to each piece of information.”

It is onto this very slope that the Minister of Industry isluring us
with his bill aimed at protecting persona information that is
collected, used or disclosed in the course of commercial activities.

The committee then quotes Darrell Evans, on page 21 of its
report. | will do the same, as a bit of philosophy will not hurt this
government, which has focused exclusively on trade and its own
visibility:

I think the vanishing of privacy would be avictory of materialism over the human
spirit. | find it very hard to picture what kind of room there would be for creativity

on the part of human beings in such aworld. | feel the virtual bars closing in faster
and faster in a world like that.

We are constantly told it is a more secure world, of course, amore efficient world,
aworld that catches fraud much better, but to me, that is the victory of bureaucracy
over human creativity. An old phrase comes to mind here, that we know the price of
everything and the value of nothing—

What is our goal in al this? What do we seek for individuals in this? We want to
put individuals in a place of causation rather than being a complete effect of
technologies and of a gradual erosion of their privacy. If we are to maintain human
freedom, | think that’s what we have to do.

But, when Human Resources Development and Canada Customs
match their records to check the forms completed by all travellers
entering Canada to make sure no El claimant has left the country
while receiving benefits, the federal government itself violates
human rights and privacy by wrongly placing under suspicion all
Canadians and Quebeckers who have |eft the country until they
have proven their innocence.

® (1235)

The Bloc Quebecoiswill follow closely the proceedings current-
ly before the Federal Court in the matter of the Canadian govern-
ment vs the privacy commissioner.

The House committee also suggested some fundamental prin-
ciples that should guide the government in its bill on personal
information protection:

Everyone is entitled to expect and enjoy: physical privacy; privacy of personal
information; freedom from surveillance; privacy of personal communications;
privacy of personal space.
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Everyone is guaranteed that: these privacy rights will be respected by others
adopting whatever protective measures are most appropriate to do so; violations of
these privacy rights, unless justifiable according to the exceptions principle—will be
subject to proper redress.

Among the basic duties owed to others to ensure their privacy
rights, the committee included:

The duty to secure meaningful consent; the duty to take all the steps necessary to
adequately respect others' privacy rights—the duty to be accountable; the duty to be
transparent; the duty to use and provide access to privacy enhancing technologies.

Finally, the committee recognized the following rights for
citizens:

Everyone is the rightful owner of their personal information, no matter whereitis
held, and this right is inalienable. Everyone is entitled to expect and enjoy
anonymity, unless the need to identify individuals is reasonably justified.

To fully understand the scope of the problem, | would now like
to quote Justice Gérald La Forest, of the supreme court:

We can only be sure of being free from surveillance today if we retire to our
basements, cloak our windows, turn out the lights and remain absolutely quiet.

The legidlation that the Minister for Industry is proposing today
for the protection of personal information that is collected for the
purpose of commercial transactions is not a legislation aimed at
protecting the privacy of Canadians.

The Quebec government passed similar legislation in 1994 to
uphold the right to privacy of Quebecers guaranteed by the Quebec
charter of rights.

All of the Canadian privacy commissioners and consumers
associations have pointed out to the minister how important it isto
have strong national |egislation on the protection of privacy, asthis
legidation will serve as a model for English speaking provinces
that do not yet have a law for the protection of privacy in the
private sector.

By being so permissive, the Minister for Industry has shown how
sensitive he is to the business lobby which, in any case, finances
the Liberal Party’s election fund.

I will conclude by reading the following extract of the 1997-98
annua report of Quebec’s access to information commissioner:

The Commission examined the consequences of the adoption in the Canadian
federation as a whole of legal standards and principles to regulate the protection of
personal information on the information highway. Under the terms of a project that
were conveyed to the ministers responsible for the implementation of the
information highway, protection would be provided within the framework of the
voluntary code developed by the Canadian Standards Association.

Ms. Hélene Alarie (Louis-Hébert, BQ): Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to address Bill C-54, an act to support and promote
electronic commerce by protecting persona information that is
collected, used or disclosed in certain circumstances, by providing
for the use of electronic means to communicate or record informa-
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tion or transactions and by amending the Canada Evidence Act, the
Statutory Instruments Act and the Statute Revision Act.

This long awaited bill introduced by the minister does not meet
the objective stated at the outset, namely to protect privacy in a
technological world that challenges this fundamental right.

What we have before usis abill whose content isto befound ina
schedule, abill that gives no real powers to the commissioner. This
is a bill whose form and content will both create confusion.

® (1240)

It is a bill whose wording lends itself to broad interpretation, a
bill that includes a provision alowing the governor in council to
amend the act without any parliamentary debate and democratic
consultation.

It is not likely, therefore, that the bill will meet the public's
expectations, because it is too flawed.

First, most of the provisions governing protection of personal
information are to be found in a schedule of the hill. Such a
structure—which is unusual, to say the least—could result in a
number of problems, since the schedule will have to be read in
conjunction with the rest of the bill. This will only make it harder
for businesses to figure out their obligations and consumers’ rights.

Moreover, the scheduleis merely amodel code for the protection
of persona information drafted by the private sector and by
consumers, as a framework to protect persona information, but
strictly on a voluntary basis.

The minister did not follow through on the recommendations
made by consumers and the privacy commissioners, who stated
that the code provides a good starting point, but needs to be
reviewed and amended if it is to be included in the legisation.

This shows how anxious the minister is to see €electronic
commerce develop in Canada, and it aso shows the priority given
to economic values, rather than to social values and the right to

privacy.
Second, the legidlation is muddled.

The conditional is frequently used in Schedule 1, for example,
““should be specified”.

We may well wonder whether the use of the conditional in Bill
C-54 means that the legislation is simply making recommendations
without imposing obligations, particularly since the answer is not
obvious. In clause 5(2), the hill provides:

(2) The word **should’, when used in Schedule 1, indicates a recommendation
and does not impose an obligation.

However, a few clauses later, clause 11 says the opposite:
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11.(1) Anindividual may filewith the Commissioner awritten complaint against an
organization for contravening a provision of Division 1 or for not following a
recommendation set out in Schedule 1.

Clearly this confusion and these contradictions will make for
happy lawyers and unhappy consumers.

Clause 4.3.2 in Schedule 1, which sets out the CSA code,
provides:

Organizations shal make a reasonable effort to ensure that the individua is
advised of the purposes for which the information will be used.

The text is open to considerable interpretation.

| would remind you as well that Quebec is a unique model in
North America for its legidation regarding the protection of
personal information. It has had thislegislation for four years. Like
the charter of human rights, Quebec’s laws consider the protection
of personal information a basic right. Article 5 of the 1975 Quebec
charter of rights and freedoms provides that every person has a
right to the respect of his or her private life.

Clearly, Bill C-54 has as its sole objective to promote electronic
trade while the right to protection of privacy in the private sector is
relegated to the background. Its title alone makes this clear.

Worse yet, this bill will reduce, in some cases, the rights of
Quebeckers acquired under Quebec law.

Let us consider an example. Under section 17 of the Quebec
legidation, an employee in a department store would be entitled to
see his personal file, even if kept outside Quebec.

With Bill C-54, he would not necessarily be ableto view hisfile,
because his request would be subject to legislation that ignores the
right to privacy when the access to information request is made
under labour relations provisions and is not of acommercial nature.

Moreover, as | said earlier, Bill C-54 is based on a voluntary
model code prepared by the CSA. Let us see what the access to
information commissioners of Quebec and British Columbia think
of that.

® (1245)

On page 15 of his Annual Report for 1997-98, the Quebec access
to information commissioner says * going along with this proposal,
the CSA standard, would be a step backward from the current
situation in Quebec as far as protection of personal information is
concerned”.

The British Columbia commissioner, David H. Flaherty,
compared the BC legidlation, the European Union legislation and
the CSA code which isthe foundation of Bill C-54. He cameto the
conclusion that the purpose of the CSA code is not to protect the
right to privacy; that the concept of persona information is most
poorly defined; that there is no reference to data banks; and that

the definition of consent is evasive compared to what can be found
in other legidation.

Also, the tools provided in Bill C-54 are ineffective, since the
commissioner cannot issue orders. In fact, Canadians will have to
go to the federal court to solve disputes, but only once the
commissioner has issued his opinion.

| could go on and on about thishill, but I am running out of time.
However, | support the request of my hon. colleague, our industry
critic, and urge the government to immediately withdraw Bill C-54
concerning electronic commerce and personal information protec-
tion in the private sector.

The hill as it now stands will not provide consumers with the
level of confidence they need to ensure the development of
electronic commerce.

There are three facts that surface when one reads this bill: the bill
allows the federal government to subject huge sections of the
economy currently under Quebec jurisdiction to federal legislation;
the hill is so confused that it could be interpreted any which way;
and lagt, it is extremely weak, since it does not grant the federal
privacy commissioner the power to issue orders.

When we think about it, we once again wonder why the federal
government did not rely on the four years of positive experience
Quebec has in this area.

Mr. René Laurin (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, | would like to
read the title of Bill C-54 once again because it is important to
remember what the government is trying to do with this bill. This
bill is designed to support and promote electronic commerce. We
arein an era of expansion, an era of constant electronic evolution,
and developments in this field are faster than in any other field.

I will quote the title of the bill:

An Act to support and promote electronic commerce by protecting personal
information that is collected, used or disclosed in certain circumstances, by
providing for the use of electronic means to communicate or record information or
transactions and by amending the Canada Evidence Act, the Statutory Instruments
Act and the Statute Revision Act

What are the issues related to this bill? The issues are different,
of course, for the various stakeholders. For the Minister of
Industry, the issue is clear: making sure that Canada participate
fully in the global economy, more specifically, as | said earlier, in
the extremely rapid growth awaiting electronic commerce. The
figures, which are just astronomical, speak for themselves.

It is estimated that the global electronic market could reach $200
billion by the year 2000, compared to an estimated $2.6 billion
U.S. in 1996.

Yet, at the last OECD conference, which was held in Ottawa, the
minister acknowledged that the main barrier to the development of
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electronic commerceis consumer confidence. Everything must be
based on the confidence of those on whom this technology will be
used or who will be using this technology, namely, the consumers.

® (1250)

We must first establish confidence in the digital economy. Here,
in North America, less than one netsurfer out of fiveis prepared to
buy products on-line. This reflects their crucia concerns about the
safety of transactions, the respect for privacy and the remedies
offered to consumers.

We must reinforce throughout the world confidence in the
electronic market by guaranteeing the security as well as the
protection of consumers and persona information.

This is the challenge for the industry minister. But for consum-
ers' rights advocacy groups, for consumers themselves and for the
peopl€e's right to privacy, what is the challenge?

For these people, the challenge is also quite clear. It isto provide
an international agreement and national legislation that will effec-
tively protect privacy and consumers’ rights. We cannot accept any
technological change, whether it is economically desirable or not,
that leads to systematic and uncontrollable intrusion into people's
privacy. We must thus ensure that consumers will be protected in
their daily private lives.

There are other people who will beinvolved in this, for example,
the privacy commissioners in al the provinces. They have to
protect a human right, the right to privacy and thereby protect
democracy.

In testimony before the human rights standing committee on
November 21, 1996, Bruce Phillips gave the following examples.
A direct marketing firm sells the list of about 80 million American
households organized by ethnic origin. Let us suppose that a
marketing firm sells such a list and says: ““Out of the 80 million
names that | am providing you, there are x million people from
Germany, x million from Romania, x million from lsrael”, and so
on.

In organizing the list by ethnic origin, let us say that among the
35 groups identified, we find Armenians and Jews. The informa-
tion provided gives both the number of children and the age ranges.
It is easy to imagine how glad aterrorist organization would be if it
could get its hands on this kind of information and useit for itsown
violent purposes.

Here is another example. In Canada, the Department of Human
Resources Devel opment and Customs Canada are currently match-
ing their data bases in order to track cheaters—people who are
supposed to be available for work and who travel to Florida during
the winter because they cannot find a job. The human resources
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development minister matches his data with those of Customs
Canada to spot people who may be cheating the El.

Despite the ruling of the privacy commissioner condemning this
procedure, this information is being used. Under the system
implemented by the government, all travellers are presumed guilty
unless they can prove otherwise. This is computer technology at
work. This kind of operation would not be possible without the
power of communication and data processing technology.

Here is another case. In BC, Pharmanet has aregister containing
all prescriptions being given out in the province. The purpose of
this system is to avoid the prescription of incompatible drugs, but
the content of this data bank can be made available to law
enforcement organizations. It is far from certain the privacy of
people is being protected.

Still another example. The number of hidden cameras is on the
rise. In 1996, there were 200,000 hidden camerasin the U.K. alone.
We are told daily how wonderful it would be to have cameras on
street corners, near red lights or just about anywhere.

® (1255)

Asinvasion of privacy becomes increasingly commonplace, it is
extremely important to find ways to protect privacy.

Basically those are the issues raised by the various stakeholders
who made representations about this bill.

What about the bill? Does it meet the expectations it created?
Does it meet the expectations of consumers and privacy commis-
sioners, both in Quebec and in the rest of Canada? The answer isfar
from clear.

The ethics in Bill C-54 are quite different from those in the
Quebec law as reveded by their respective titles. The Quebec
legidation is entitled An Act respecting the protection of personal
information in the private sector, whereas the title of the federa
legidation starts with “An Act to support and promote electronic
commerce”’ and then goes on to say ‘‘by protecting personal
information’’.

The Deputy Speaker: The member has only one minute left.

Mr. René Laurin: Mr. Speaker, | would ask the House for
unanimous consent to complete my remarks.

The Deputy Speaker: Does the hon. member have leave to
complete his remarks?

Some hon. members. Agreed.

Mr. René Laurin: Mr. Speaker, the question | was asking is:
Does this bill meet our expectations? As | said, the answer is far
from clear.

First, the legidation has different titles at the federal and
provincia levels. The provincia legislation’s main goa is to
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protect personal information and privacy whereas the thrust of the
federa bill is to support and promote electronic commerce. The
protection of persona information comes second.

Whereas the Quebec legislation is aimed at protecting privacy
and applies to every organization, the federal legislation only
applies to commercia transactions. Electronic commerce is the
main object of the bill. Personal information also means busi-
nesses trade information.

The federal act should not hamper the very same trade activities
it seeksto promote. English newspaperstalk about thisbill in terms
of a “lightheaded government approach to cyberspace’”. One can
reasonably state that the Quebec bill is stricter and more encompas-
sing both in its form and its definitions, its clear wording and the
power to issue orders it gives the commissioner.

I will immediately move on to my conclusions, because | will
not have enough time for al my remarks in the five minutes at my
disposal.

What impression do we get from a more careful examination of
Bill C-54? First of al, thisis a jumbled and shaky bhill, full of ifs
and whens, whose central feature is a schedule that includes
without any changes the voluntary code of the Canadian Standard
Association.

When abill says that an organization should do this or that, we
cannot be sureit will do it, because it is not necessarily required to
do so.

Second, this legislation will make federal-provincia linkage
extremely complex, at least in Quebec. Our legisation being
stricter and more specific than the federal bill, we will end up once
more with legal wrangling over the interpretation of both pieces of
legidation, and lawyers will make a fortune out of this.

® (1300)

Third, this bill grants new discretionary powers to the governor
in council. Indeed, he will be able to amend schedule 1, the core of
this legislation, simply by passing regulations. He can amend it as
he seesfit to take any change to the CSA standard into account. As
aresult, the industries normally subject to the legislation will bein
a position to amend the legislation without parliamentary debate
and with the minister’s consent.

We know the pressures that some companies can exert on the
governing party through their contributions to campaign funds.

Finaly, | would like to underline the fact that this bill is mainly
concerned about electronic commerce, relegating people's funda
mental right to privacy to second place.

Democracy is under constant siege, as we have seen in other
countries. Some of the people visiting Canada tell us that, in their
countries, democracy istrampled on adaily basis. Because Canada

is a demacratic country, as Quebec will be when it becomes
independent, it is important that we do everything we can to
protect peopl€’s privacy and not let any legislation weaken the
mechanisms in place to protect this privacy.

No matter how important new technologies are, they should
never take precedence over the protection of privacy, which is the
very foundation of the democratic society we all value.

[English]

BUSINESSOF THE HOUSE

Ms. Marlene Catterall (Ottawa West—Nepean, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | rise on a point of order.

Discussions have taken place between the parties and the
member for Calgary West concerning the taking of the division on
P-22 scheduled for Monday, November 2 at the conclusion of
Private Members' Business. | believe you would find consent for
the following motion:

That if arecorded division is requested on P-22 Monday, November 2, 1998, the

said recorded division shall be deemed deferred until the expiry of the time provided
for Government Orders on Tuesday, November 3, 1998.

(Motion agreed to)

PERSONAL INFORMATION PROTECTION AND
ELECTRONIC DOCUMENTSACT

The House resumed consideration of the motion that Bill C-54,
an act to support and promote electronic commerce by protecting
personal information that is collected, used or disclosed in certain
circumstances, by providing for the use of electronic means to
communicate or record information or transactions and by amend-
ing the Canada Evidence Act, the Statutory Instruments Act and the
Statute Revisions Act, be read the second time and referred to a
committee; and of the motion that the question be now put.

Mrs. Marlene Jennings (Notre-Dame-de-Grace—L achine,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | find it interesting that the Bloc Quebecois
makes the statement that the minister has dropped consumer
interests over industry interests with this legislation.

| remind the House that the Bloc voted against government
legidation like that of Bill C-20, amendments to the Competition
Act intended to fight deceptive telemarketers. This legislation was
intended to protect Canadians from coast to coast. Our seniorsare a
particularly vulnerable population who are targeted by telemarket-
ers and consumers in genera. The Bloc voted against that legida
tion.

On Bill C-54 | remind the House and the hon. member from
across the way, and the divide is pretty big on this legidation
between the two sides of the House, that without consumer
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confidence in electronic commerce industry that industry cannot
grow. Canada has an interest in seeing that it is one of the players
in the electronic commerce industry nationally, across North
America and internationally.

® (1305)

The government understands that the key to successful electron-
ic commerce isto establish trust with consumers. That is one of the
main objectives of this piece of legidation. It will do it.

This legidation will create the condition so that there will be
consumer confidence in this budding electronic commerce industry
in Canada and will then allow us to become a maor player
internationally. We have to put the person back into persona
information, and this legislation does that.

Let me inform the hon. member from that wide divide across the
other side of the House that there are quite a number of organiza-
tions that promote consumer interest.

Those consumer organizations, to name a few, are the Public
Interest Advocacy Centre, La Fédération national e des associations
des consommateurs de Québec, the British Columbia Civil Liber-
ties Association and Option consommateurs from Quebec, my
native province.

When it comes to the use, collection and disclosure of personal
information this bill represents concrete action, something this
government is known for doing. We take concrete action. We deal
with issues one at atime but we deal with them. We do not let them
live on, destroy confidence of investors, of Canadians, of Quebec-
ers like the PQ government does in Quebec with the referendum
issue. But | digress. Let me come back to the main point.

| am a Quebecer. Quebecers aready have good legidation in
Quebec on this issue. This legidation is not impeding on that
legidation. It complements that legislation.

The opposition, particularly the Bloc, does not want to say that
because, asthe PQ, it wantsto muddy the watersin order to pushiits
agenda forward, whether or not that agenda is in the best interests
of the people of Quebec and the people of Canada. We see it again
here. It is muddying the waters, distorting information. If | were a
journalist and those members were journalists we would call it
yellow journalism. But they are not journalists.

These amendments will create consumer confidence in Canada
in our budding electronic commerce industry. This legisation
complements the legislation which exists already in the province of
Quebec, my home province, my place of birth.

This legidation will also complement the actions which are
already being taken by community organizations and public inter-
est groups. This legislation will allow them to do their job better.
Thisis concrete action to ensure Canada has the real opportunity of
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becoming a leader in the electronic commerce industry today and
tomorrow.

[Translation]

Mr. Richard Marceau (Charlesbourg, BQ): Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to speak after the Liberal member. | would have given her
even more time to speak, as it is such a source of pleasure on this
side of the House every time she speaks.

| am also pleased, and it is an honour as usual, to speak while
you are in the Chair. Unfortunately, | do not get to do so often.

This is the second time | have risen in this House to debate this
matter, which, | would say, is fundamental to a democracy such as
ours.

® (1310)

The protection of personal information is a fundamental issue,
which warrants our constant attention. This attention must be
increasingly sharp, as our society is becoming more and more
electronic.

A few years ago, my colleague from Lotbiniére talked about the
upcoming invention of fax machines. We had phones, now we have
fax machines, cell phones, which are easy to tap into, and the
Internet. Who knows what tomorrow will bring?

Therefore this House should take into account what the future
has in store, even if we cannot know what that might be. This is
why the bill that will eventually be passed must protect personal
information as much as possible.

We have a curious government opposite, with its Prime Minister,
who makes jokes about the respective merits of baseball bats and
pepper spray. The listeners of the radio station 93 FM in the
Quebec City region awarded him the “bolo” prize. | mention this,
because with the bill before us, the government should get a second
“bolo” award.

Thebill totally ignores what is happening in Quebec. Contrary to
what my Liberal colleague was saying before me, the proposed hill
does not complement the legidation in Quebec. It is a step
backwards from it. The legislation in Quebec, known as the act
respecting the protection of personal information, has been widely
praised.

As far as protecting personal information is concerned, Quebec
sets an example. Quebec is the only government in North America
to have such an act. Unfortunately, the federal bill does not seem to
have be sufficiently inspired by the Quebec law.

Instead of talking nonsense, like members opposite, | would like
to quote three independent, impartial and non poalitical authorities,
who are very clear on this issue.

First, there is the MacKay report tabled not so long ago. The
MacKay report, and in particular the Owens report on the protec-
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tion of personal information carried out for the MacKay commit-
tee, that said that a literal interpretation of the Quebec legidlation
showsthat it appliesto banks as well as other financial institutions.

Mr. Owens aso indicated and | quote:

The Quebec legidation includes awhole list of duties that are stricter than what is
stipulated in the codes. In particular, the standard concerning consumer consent is
more severe than the standard found in voluntary codes. A file must be opened to
record the information and only the necessary information can be collected; finally,
the legislation specifies a process to be followed to transfer to a third party lists
containing the names, addresses and phone numbers of individuals.

However, Bill C-54 isbased only on the CSA code. So, wewould
be backtracking compared to what is being done in Quebec.

Second, | would like to quote from the 1997-98 annual report of
the Quebec commission on access to information, an independent,
non partisan organization that has a lot of credibility in Quebec.
The annual report says:

The commission has examined the consequences of introducing Canada-wide
standards and legal principles regarding privacy on the information highway. Under
the terms of a proposal submitted to the ministers responsible for setting up this
highway, this protection would be based on the voluntary code of practice devel oped
by the Canadian Standards Association.

It is the commission’s contention that, if implemented, this proposal would
represent a setback on the privacy issue in Quebec.

This contention is based on a comprehensive review of the CSA code. There is
good reason to be pleased with the Canadian industry adopting such a code. This
marks quite a breakthrough, stemming from an interesting analysis of the OECD
guidelines on privacy.

However, the CSA code does not meet the objectives of the personal information
protection system established under the two Quebec laws, namely to guarantee to all
citizens an impartial and fair solution to any problem or conflict that may arise with
regard to the protection of this most important aspect of one's privacy.

® (1315)

The report says aso:

Therefore, the Commission suggested to the Quebec Minister of Culture and
Communications that she remind her counterparts that Quebec has such a statutory
system in place. According to the Commission the Quebec system is the only
response to the challenges of the information highway that respects the rights of
citizens.

This needs to be stressed, for the benefit of my hon. colleague
who had her head in the sand. In the commission’'s view, the
Quebec system is the only response to the challenges of the
information highway that respects the rights of citizens.

Thisisnot the PQ or Bloc members, or even separatist, speaking,
but the Commission de la protection des renseignements person-
nels, an independent organization. Once again, we see that the
government does not listen to what anyone says in Quebec, except
the sheep in the Liberal government. Even completely independent

organizations do not have that ear of this government that could not
care less about the situation in Quebec.

Let me quote for the benefit of my colleagues another person,
one who is not a Quebecker this time. The government is more
likely to be sensitive to these arguments. The federa privacy
commissioner, Mr. Bruce Phillips, said, and | quote:

“Building Canada’s Information Economy and Society’” is revealing in that it
lends priority to economic issues over social issues. As such, the focus on electronic
commerce precedes the goal of protecting persona information; the paper also
indicates that the federa government wants to engage Canadians in a variety of
network activities first and then develop protection of privacy later.

When this government’s own creatures recognize that Bill C-54
does not protect personal information at all, not at all, perhaps an
alarm bell should sound in the heads of our leaders.

I would like to conclude by saying that the purpose of thisbill is
to promote electronic commerce, not to protect privacy. Thisis a
fundamental flaw in the legisation, and we look forward to this
government taking into account the general consensus reached in
Quebec, and even outside Quebec, on this issue. The government
should reconsider and amend the bill to ensure that it provides real
protection of privacy.

Mr. Réa Ménard (Hochelaga—Maisonneuve, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, it iswith great pleasure that | rise following the excellent
speech made by my colleague from Charlesbourg, who has two
great qualities. He is alawyer and a humanist, and | think being a
humanist makes him prouder than being a lawyer.

| would like to dedicate my speech to the charming member for
Notre-Dame-de-Grace—L achine, but first, | want to wish all the
best to the Bouchard government. Aswe all know, that government
is headed for an election and will be re-elected with an overwhelm-
ing mgjority, although we are not taking anything for granted.

That government will be re-elected because it has done a good
job. Spontaneously, when reflecting on the outgoing government,
one obviously thinks of how it defended Quebec’sinterests at every
turn, but one aso thinks of a whole series of very important
measures.

There is the $5 day care program. | think many people in the
riding of Notre-Dame-de-Grace—Lachine benefited from that
program. There is aso the work the CLDs are doing on employ-
ment.

® (1320)

| could provide numerous examples of a dynamic government
that has protected Quebec’s interests and paved the way to sover-
eignty, always keeping in mind the need to implement a social
democratic project.
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| am taking it upon myself to prepare the hon. member for
Notre-Dame-de-Grace—L achine, who, as we know, is a sensitive
woman, to the inevitable fact that, if we all do our part, it will
be re-elected, because it was a good government. | invite my
colleagues to take part in a show of exuberance.

Some hon. members: Hear, hear.

Mr. Réal Ménard: Today, we must deal with the bill before us.
Members can imagine the paradox. This started as an ordinary
Friday, like any other. However, the Bloc Quebecois—under the
great leadership of the hon. member for Mercier, and since thereis
far too little leadership from the government across the way—
changed everything and will do its utmost to block thisbill, when it
could have passed very easily.

Some hon. members: Oh, oh.

Mr. Réal Ménard: Let us talk about this bill. The hon. member
for Notre-Dame-de-Grace—L achine should pay attention, to the
extent of course that she can.

We are dealing with a bill that goes against one of our human
rights, namely persona information.

Anyonewith abit of common sense would have thought that the
Minister of Justice would be the one to rise in this House, since we
are dealing with human rights, the Canadian Human Rights Act, the
human rights declaration, the Canadian charter of rights which is,
in many respects, mediocre, but which nevertheless has the merit
of providing some protection for one's privacy.

Because this government is warped, because its thinking is
muddled, it is attempting and proposing to deal with the whole
issue of the protection of privacy, an area which is of paramount
importance, as pointed out by the hon. member for Charlesbourg.
Today, with computers, new technologies and electronic data
processing, there is a considerable flow of information in the
private sector.

The very title of the bill is unbelievable. Any law student at
UQAM, Université Laval, University of Ottawa or wherever who
handed in adraft with atitle as convoluted as the one | am about to
read would be immediately and roundly criticized by the professor.

| ask members to brace themselves—again, | urge the member
for Notre-Dame-de-Grace—L achine to listen—and take a look at
thetitle. They will understand the Bloc Quebecois' objections. Had
it not been for the Bloc Quebecois, this government of sheep, this
blind and insensitive government, would once again have tried to
pull a fast one on Quebec.

The title says it al. It goes like this:

An act to support and promote electronic commerce by protecting personal
information that is collected, used or disclosed in certain circumstances, by providing
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for the use of electronic means to communicate or record information or transactions
and by amending the Canada Evidence Act, the Statutory Instruments Act and the
Statute Revision Act.

Talk about confused. What blatant dishonesty—I think the word
is parliamentary—telling us that the bill we are debating today is
an attempt to respect people’s privacy.

| hope that the member for Notre-Dame-de-Grace—L achine,
who has a law degree, if | am not mistaken, will remember her
introductory course—

Mrs. Marlene Jennings: With high marks on the bar exam.

Mr. Réal Ménard: What do they say in introductory law? They
say that the best legidlative texts are the shortest ones.

If the law maker is unable, in one sentence—subject, verb,
object—to express an idea, the public is in trouble.

| want to point out, and we can never do so often enough, that
what we are seeing today is not a desire to protect persona
information originating with private organizations, but a basely
mercenary attempt to make it easier for business to access private
information.

® (1325)

We will not let that happen. Clearly, it is not too late. If the
government, which as members know belatedly included the new
elements, wants to co-operate with the opposition, we can have the
bill withdrawn. We could ask pagesimmediately to go from desk to
desk to collect the copies of the hill.

No, that will not happen, because the government is stubborn. As
my grandmother used to say it is “hardheaded”. Fortunately, the
Bloc Quebecois is here and we will not alow the government to
move unchallenged toward dictatorial powers. That should be
made clear.

| hasten to say, to the hon. member for Notre-Dame-de-Grace—
Lachine in particular, that there is a Quebec model in the area of
co-operation and respect for human rights, a model enacted by the
Parti Quebecois which, as we all know, will be re-elected.

That model has been endorsed by the people of Quebec. A few
years ago, Quebec passed a hill that protects privacy in the public
sector, which goes without saying, and another bill passed in 1994
by the National Assembly, the only assembly in North America
controlled by francophones and other Quebec residents. In 1994,
the Nationa Assembly extended the protection of the act to
personal information in the private sector.

| challenge the government members to name one organisation
in Quebec that did not applaud this excellent measure, that not only
did not applaud it, but that also did not wish it applied throughout
North America?
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Would it not have been wiser for the government to learn from
this and to propose a hill including principles similar to those
found in the Quebec legidation.

| see that my time is amost up. However, in the spirit of true
co-operation that exists on both sides, | wonder, Mr. Speaker, if you
would be so kind as to seek the unanimous consent of the House to
extend my allotted time by 10 minutes or so, to share with the
information | have with the House.

| would appreciate this extension and | would ask the hon.
members to be co-operative in this regard, because | worked really
hard to prepare this speech, and | have things | wish to share with
the House. The responsibility of the opposition isto ensure that the
government always improves itself. As everyone knows, it is afull
time job. It is also an exhausting job.

[English]

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lee): The hon. member’s time has
expired.

Ms. Bev Degarlais (Churchill, NDP): Mr. Speaker, there is
surely no doubt that electronic commerce is here. Ensuring in-
creased confidence in this process is without question a good idea,
but is it not of equal importance that all Canadians have the same
opportunity to this new technology?

[Translation]

Mrs. Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral: Mr. Speaker, | ask the
unanimous consent of the House to extend the time allotted to the
member for Hochelaga—Maisonneuve. | think that you do have to
ask the House whether it agrees or not.

| would appreciate it if you could take the time to ask the House
whether it gives its consent, and | am sure that you will do it with
class.

[English]

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lee): | would be happy to put the
request of the hon. member to the House. Is there unanimous
consent?

Some hon. members. Agreed.
Some hon. members: No.
® (1330)

Mr. Jay Hill: Mr. Speaker, | rise on a point of order. | was
wondering why the government would refuse the hon. member abit
of extra time.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. Lee): The hon. member realizes that
unanimous consent was not accorded at that time.

Ms. Bev Degjarlais: Mr. Speaker, there is surely no doubt that
electronic commerce is here. Ensuring increased confidence in this
process is, without question, a good idea.

However, is it not of equal importance that all Canadians have
the same opportunity to this wonderful new technology? The
government is forever talking about advancement in technology
and computer training, how we will not keep up with the rest of the
world if we do not support these efforts. | agree.

| and my colleaguesin the New Democratic Party believe that all
Canadians should have that opportunity. Seventy per cent of
Canadians are without Internet access. One of the greatest barriers
is cost to the individual.

My colleague from Churchill River during question period today
raised the concern that in northern communities we do not even
have adequate road access.

In my riding there are communities that are just now getting
single line phone access. There is one community where there are
three phone lines: one in the school, one in the council office and
one in the health centre. There was one pay phone which was
removed when those three phone lines went in.

| have spoken before of the town of Lynn Lake which lost
banking services and had to fight for an ATM. | know this same
situation will apply in rural as well as northern remote communi-
ties.

As a former school trustee | recognize that districts, with the
huge cuts that governments have made in education and transfer
payments, are fighting to keep technology within the schools. Tech
costs and the Internet on-line costs are very prohibitive.

When we had a publicly owned telephone service in Manitoba, |
at least felt that we all had relatively equal access. Of course, that is
no longer the case.

Larger centres may benefit, but rural remote areas are paying the
price. Smaller businesses will be hard pressed to survive because of
the prohibitive cost.

| was just in Chile and | can say that the majority of its citizens
cannot afford what should be a basic service, let alone electronic
commercial banking. Is this what we want in Canada?

If government is not willing to ensure that access is available to
the mgjority of Canadians, it is not acceptable. What it is doing is
putting in place the foundation for greater disparity between the
rich and the poor.

Another aspect, of course, is job loss. There must be consider-
ation given to aternative training, job opportunity and support for
affected workers.

| do not think there are very many Canadian workers or
businesses who trust the employment insurance and human re-
sources department to be there on their behalf. Most believe it is
only the finance minister who controls those dollars. Do we need
more unemployed in Canada?
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The privacy of health information is, without question, another
concern to many Canadians.

As we hear of computer hacks breaking into al types of
programs, it is not unreasonable to worry about other personal
information being made available to outside interests: banks,
insurance companies, employers or the man or woman down the
Street.

This bill fails to protect the privacy of Canadians and it fails to
ensure equal opportunity for all Canadians. | will not be supporting
it.

[Translation]

Mr. Stéphan Tremblay (L ac-Saint-Jean, BQ): Mr. Speaker, |
believe taking the floor after my colleague, the member for
Hochelaga—Maisonneuve, who spoke eloquently, will not be an

easy task.

I will say it once more, this bill reflects Canada’s two solitudes,
as the saying goes, two different visions.

Indeed, Bill C-54's thrust is quite different from the thrust of
Quebec’s legidation. The titles of both laws give us an important
clue. Quebec's legidation is entitled an act respecting the protec-
tion of personal information in the private sector, and the federal
legidation is entitled an act to support and promote electronic
commerce by protecting persona information that is collected,
used or disclosed in certain circumstances.

® (1335)

While Quebec's law provides for the protection of privacy and
applies to al organizations, the federal law applies only to com-
mercial transactions.

Instead of presenting areal bill that would be aimed at protecting
privacy in the private sector, the Minister of Industry is promoting
electronic commerce, as his good friend at the OECD, Donald
Johnston, is asking him to do, and he is again challenging the
fundamental right to privacy.

Broadly speaking, the Minister of Industry is proposing a weak
bill; the body of the law is to be found in its schedules and it does
not give the commissioner any real power. Moreover, its form as
well as its content will cause confusion; its wording will be wide
open to interpretation; it will have a Henry VIII type clause,
whereby the governor in council can amend the law without
parliamentary debate and without democratic consultation.

Thislast point is crucial because its deprives us of alarge part of
our sovereignty as parliamentarians. One could talk alot about all
the changes made to parliamentary structures during the last few
years. Let us mention, for example, the millennium scholarships
that will be managed by a private foundation, as well as al the
other organizations and foundations that are being created by the

Government Orders

government and which, ultimately, with transfer political power to
private institutions.

What is the use, | wonder. of electing people if those who form
the government keep giving away powers to institutions that will
manage certain programs without be accountable to the public.
Thisreally concerns me. Once again, that is what we will see with
this bill.

Clause 27 says that:

The Governor in Council may make regulations to amend Schedule 1 to reflect
revisions to the National Standard of Canada entitled Model Code for the Protection
of Personal Information.

Thisclause fully givesthefederal government the right to amend
the bill by order in council without having to come back to
parliament. It will thus be able to amend the legislation as a result
of pressure from large Canadian corporations, since we know that
neither consumers nor citizens organizations contribute to cam-
paign funds of Canadian political parties.

The nationwide harmonization of legislation on this issue seems
to be a magjor criterion for ensuring some consistency in the
protection of personal information, but we were entitled to expect
that the federal government would build on the four years of
experience in Quebec in the protection of personal information.
This is not what happened.

The Bloc Quebecois deplores that the government decided not to
give the privacy commissioner the power to issue orders. This
power, which is sadly missing from his capacity to carry out his
responsibilities in the public sector, should have been formally
provided for in the hill before us today. The absence of this
provision will affect the credibility of this bill.

Moreover, we fear that, with these weaknesses in the bill, the
minister will never be able to reach his primary objective, whichis
to promote consumers’ confidence in the development of electron-
ic commerce.

Finally, the Bloc Quebecois has no confidence whatsoever that
the government will provide the privacy commissioner with the
resources he needs to do the additional work that has been given to
him in the bill.

We know, for example, that the Copyright Board, an organiza-
tion that makes quasi judiciary decisions, did not get additional
resources after passage of Bill C-32, that doubled its duties. Today,
the industry minister is forcing it to consider cost recovery.

Earlier | mentioned that the federal government did not seem to
have been inspired by the Quebec government’s experience. What
about that Quebec legislation?

In Quebec, this right to privacy is explicitly recognized in the
Quebec Charter of Human Rights and Freedoms, which was
enacted in 1975. There is nothing ambiguous about section 5:

Every person has a right to the respect of his or her privacy.
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Theright to privacy is also recognized in chapter 111 of Quebec’s
Civil Code entitled ““Respect of Reputation and Privacy”, from
which | will quote the following sections:

35. Every person has a right to the respect of his reputation and privacy. No one
may invade the privacy of a person without the consent of the person or his heirs
unless authorized by law.

36. The following acts, in particular, may be considered as invasions of privacy of
a person:

(4) keeping his private life under observation by any means;

(5) using his name, image, likeness or voice for a purpose other that the legitimate
information of the public;

(6) using his correspondence, manuscripts or other personal documents.

37. Every person who establishes a file on another person shall have a serious and
legitimate reason for doing so. He may gather only information which is relevant to
the stated objective of the file, and may not, without the consent of the person
concerned or authorization by law, communicate such information to third persons
or use it for purposes that are inconsistent with the purposes for which the file was
established. In addition, he may not, when establishing or using the file, otherwise
invade the privacy or damage the reputation of the person concerned.

38. Except as otherwise provided by law, any person may, free of charge, examine
and cause the rectification of a file kept on him by another person with a view to
making a decision in his regard or to informing a third person; he may also cause a
copy of it to be made at a reasonable cost. The information contained in the file shall
be made accessible in an intelligible transcript.

39. A person keeping a file on a person may not deny him access to the
information contained therein unless he has a serious and legitimate reason for doing
so or unless the information is of a nature that may seriously prejudice athird person.

Moreover, the Quebec government is the only government in
North Americawhich legislated personal information protection in
the public and private sectors. Experts state that the Quebec
legidation governing the private sector is among the best in the
world.

To have abetter idea of the benefits of the Quebec law, hereare a
few of the provisions that could have been used as a model for the
federal legislation.

First, the objectives of the law are better defined in the Quebec
law, since privacy hasto be protected regardless of any commercial
concern.

Second, the Quebec law clearly covers al businesses, either
profit-making or non-profit-making, while the federal legisation
provides for persona information protection only within the
framework of commercial transactions.

Third, the Quebec commissioner has the power to issue orders
while the federal commissioner has no power whatsoever, as has
been already demonstrated.

Section 45 of the Quebec law provides that a group of persons
may appoint someone to represent them in aclass action suit. There
is no such clause in the federal legidation.

For the Minister of Industry, the stakes are clear: to ensure that
Canadafully contributes to the global economy, particularly to the
spectacular growth awaiting electronic commerce. The figures are
astronomical: it is estimated that the global electronic market could
skyrocket to $200 hillion by the year 2000 from $2.6 billion U.S. in
1996.

Yet, the minister recognized at the last OECD conference in
Ottawa that the main stumbling block to the development of
electronic commerce was consumer confidence.

Mr. Speaker, | see that | have a few minutes left and | deplore
having to conclude my speech in what seems to be a very empty
House. Isthere not aprovision in the Standing Orders of this House
that requires a quorum?

Mr. Speaker, | call for a quorum count.
And the count having been taken:
The Deputy Speaker: Call in the members.
® (1350)
[English]
And the bells having rung:
The Deputy Speaker: There is a quorum.
An hon. member: Where?

TheDeputy Speaker: | just counted them. The hon. member for
Lac-Saint-Jean’s time has expired.

Mr. Jay Hill: Mr. Speaker, | rise on a point of order. | think if
you were to check your mathematical skills, you would find that
there were only 18 members present, including yourself, when you
said that we had a quorum.

The Deputy Speaker: | counted 20 members. Members are
counted if | can see them. | could see 20 members. | counted them
personally. | am satisfied that there were 20 here.

[Translation]

Mrs. Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral: Mr. Speaker, | am rather
proficient in French, but not that much in mathematics; however |
am sure that studentsin primary and secondary schoolswould have
seen, when you said that we had quorum, that unfortunately there
were not 20 members present, even though some of our colleagues
count for two.

The Deputy Speaker: | am sorry, but when | looked in the
House and around the House, there were 20 members, | counted
them more than once. The matter is settled.
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Mr. Réal Ménard: Mr. Speaker, | believe that if we were to
look in Beauchesne's, we would find that only members in their
seats can be counted.

| know that you have too long an experiencein this place to think
that rules could dictate otherwise; we know for a fact that we did
not have quorum. We are asking you to reconsider.

The Deputy Speaker: If the hon. member considers the prece-
dents, he will realize the Chair can see members anywhere in the
House, and even in the gallery.

| counted 20 members present. | can see them in the House here.
Thisdecisionisfinal, and | cannot hear any more points of order on
this. The Chair has ruled and the matter is closed.

Mr. Réal Ménard: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order. Could you
quote from Beauchesne's?

We maintain that you cannot count members that way, and
Some hon. members: Oh, oh.

Mr. Réal Ménard: We ask for a quorum check once more. This
is a matter of integrity.

You cannot check the quorum the way you say it can be done. |
am ready to abide by your ruling, but | should be abletofind abasis
for your ruling in precedence.

Some hon. members: Oh, oh.
The Deputy Speaker: Order, please.

We have quorum. As | indicated to the House, | made my
decision based on precedents. | have often discussed thisissue with
House officials during my 10 years in the House.

® (1355)

| am convinced members can be counted if they arein the House,
even if they are not at their seat. There has been enough discussion
on this point, and the matter is closed.

[English]

Mr. Garry Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Melville, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, | did not think | would have a couple of minutes to address this
topic. | do not have a lot to express, but | have had constituents
come to me and | would like to raise a matter with the House.

The primary concern that people have had with the bill that is
before the House and the regulations of the Internet and so on is
that this is simply the tip of the iceberg. The concern is that these
regulations are the beginning of an attempt to regulate commerce
over the Internet in such a way as to discourage entrepreneurs in
Canada. That is a key point.
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People are really concerned that when we begin to meddle in this
the intention may be good at the beginning, but these regulations
will discourage entrepreneurs in Canada. It will somehow force
those who want to do business over the Internet to establish
themselves outside Canada.

We need the assurances of the government that it is not heading
in this direction.

Furthermore, the other concern they express is that when we
begin to regulate, at some point we may begin to tax. This may be
the tip of the iceberg. There may be taxes coming down the pike
that would tax the various transactions that are going to take place
over the Internet, especially economic transactions. This is a
concern of people and | have to raise that concern. | am glad | have
had a few moments to do that.

| understand the debate is about to collapse, but my constituents
would not want to see trade and commerce over the Internet
hampered by what might be at this point an innocuous attempt to
bring in a tax that would begin to discourage entrepreneurs from
using the Internet to transact al kinds of transactions.

[Translation]

Mrs. Monique Guay (Laurentides, BQ): Mr. Speaker, Bill
C-54 seeks to promote electronic commerce, while protecting
personal information, so that consumers can engage in electronic
commerce with confidence.

For the benefit of this House, let me first explain in general, easy
to understand terms what thislegislation is all about. When wetalk
about electronic commerce, what exactly are we talking about?

We are talking about making purchases or transactions—bank
transactions, transactions with suppliers, with manufacturers, with
clients—electronically. These types of transactions have been in
existence for quite some time. Telecommuni cations have been with
us for thirty years or so. They have been relatively well structured
in terms of standards for 25 years.

As for electronic data interchange, it has been governed by
international standards for more than 10 years. In fact, electronic
data interchange is used relatively often by many businesses.

For the past ten years or so, large businesses have been usingiitin
their dealings with suppliers. That means that a supplier does not
send a written bill to his client, but rather an electronic bill that is
received on the client’s computer, allowing the client to authorize
payment after verifying that the goods or services have actually
been delivered.

® (1400)

What is happening today is an acceleration, and | was going to
say a democratization of this process. Electronic data interchange
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is not longer restricted to large corporations and government. It is
now accessible to the average person through, among other means,
the Internet.

So far so good. However, if | give my credit card number when |
make such atransaction, | want to be sure that this number will not
be used for other purposes than those for which | wrote it on the
electronic form.

| want to be sure that somebody will not use my credit card
number to travel around the world. Of course, | would only find out
about it when receiving my statement at the end of the month. It
would be terrible.

True, particularly well equipped hackers might be able to get at
that information. But we have the tools to make it very difficult for
them. One should not generalize and panic.

We have to recognize that in everyday life, you and | and alot of
other people are using their credit cardsin alot of establishments,
restaurants, clothing stores, to subscribe to a magazine. Our credit
card number is handled by strangers.

When | go to the restaurant and | pay with my credit card, the
waiter takes it away for a while to pass it through a mechanical
device or a magnetic tape reader to charge the check on my account
at my credit card provider. During those few minutes, he or she
could take note of my number to use it improperly.

However, in 99.99% of the people are honest and that kind of
fraudulent use of credit card simply does not happen. But it is true
that there are fraudulent uses of credit cards.

Some hon. members: Oh, oh.

Mrs. Monique Guay: Mr. Speaker, could you, please cal the
House to order?

Mr. Réal Ménard: Yes, thisisridiculous. And it is such a great
speech.

The Deputy Speaker: | am sure that all hon. members would
want to hear the speech by the hon. member for Laurentides. I, for
one, can hear it very distinctly. | would ask her to continue without
being interrupted.

Mrs. Monique Guay: Thank you, Mr. Speaker. | personaly
listen to my colleagues with great pleasure.

As| was saying, if adishonest person wanted to get some credit
card numbers to use it for his or her own profit, that would be
perfectly possible unless protective measures are taken. That is
where al the question of electronic commerce facilitation kicksin.

If | feel that my purchasing something on the Internet might
reveal things| do not want to be known, such aswhat | am buying,
how much | paid for it, what my credit card number is or other
confidential information | might give, if | am not convinced it will

all remain confidential and will be used for the intended purpose
only, | will be very reluctant to engage in any electronic transac-
tion. 1 would not do it.

Of coursg, if the legislation were to require businesses to take the
appropriate steps to ensure that al electronic transactions are
secure, confidential and protected, then we would feel much more
at ease and e-commerce would blossom.

What are the two problems that can arise in terms of protection
of personal information? First, there is the illegal access to the
information by someone who is not entitled to see the data. Of
course, none of us would like information about us to fall into the
hands of people who should not have access to it. That is the first
problem.

Then, there is also the misuse or illegal use of the information.
Someone who should not even have had access to your information
isusing it to harm you or for some other illegal purposes. So, it is
important to ensure that the information can only be accessed by
the people who are entitled to seeit, by thefinal recipient, and used
for the purposes for which the information was made available.

In this area, Quebec has been fully protected for four years now
through its Act respecting the protection of personal informationin
the private sector. The bill before us today, Bill C-54, only deals
with businesses. It does not extend to any other activity and has
some serious deficiencies.

This is extremely important because, whether we like it or naot,
electronic commerce is bound to expand. It is here to stay.

® (1405)

We have nothing against the fact that the rest of Canada is
passing legislation. It makes sense to do so. However, we want to
make sure that the act in effect in Quebec will remain in effect, and
we do not want yet another imbroglio after all the ones we have had
in the past.

We can make a judgment on how the Canadian federation has
worked in the past. We can condemn duplication. We can say that
things should have been done differently. We can propose ways
other than those used in the past. If there is one area where the
industry does not want two levels of legislation, and does not want
to get dragged into problems relating to the constitution and to the
interpretation of the act, it is definitely that of electronic commerce
which, in any case, will be significantly affected by the need for
international agreements.

The bill opens the door to severa interpretations, and it also
provides a discretionary power to the governor in council. But the
governor in council is really the cabinet. It is the government
which, under clause 27(d) can decide to change the application of
the act, without having to go back to parliament.
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That principle is not often found in legislation and, under the
British tradition, is avoided as much as possible so there is no
abuse of power, particularly in areas as contentious as the protec-
tion of personal information, where the government itself could
be involved while having the power to change the law if it did
not want it to apply in the way it was intended when it was
adopted.

We can also wonder if the bill meets the expectations of
consumers and of Canada's and Quebec’s privacy commissioners.
The respective titles of both the Quebec and the federal act are very
explicit. While the Quebec act is designed to protect privacy and
governs al organizations, the federal act applies only to commer-
cial transactions. We can see right there that the ideology is totally
different.

In conclusion, we, of the Bloc Quebecois, find this bill totally
unacceptable because it is confused, because it uses the condition-
al, because its main component is a schedule and because it can be
amended by the governor in council without debate. This bill will
make federal-provincia relations extremely difficult for Quebec
and will open the door to more federa interference.

This bill focuses on electronic commerce, giving second hilling
to the fundamental concept of privacy, to the protection of privacy.
This bill, in its present form, gives no power whatsoever to the
commissioner, has no teeth and ignores the unique experience of
Quebec with regard to protecting persona information in the
private sector.

[English]

Mr. Scott Brison (Kings—Hants, PC): Mr. Speaker, it is very
important as we enter the 21st century and as we are poised to
participate in a global knowledge based society that we debating
the issue of e-commerce and the issues of the Internet in the House.

We need to create in Canada domestic policies that provide an
opportunity to Canadians not only to compete globally but to
succeed globally. That means more than simply changing our
approach to e-commerce. That means creating domestic economic
policies that succeed and allow Canadians to succeed. That means
effecting change in the structural barriers we have to competitive-
ness and productivity in the Canadian economy, eliminating inter-
provincia trade barriers, reducing the tax burden, reducing the
regulatory burdens and allowing Canadians to grasp the levers of
the free market in a globa sense.

This new world of globalization that has been demonized as of
late due to some failures in domestic economies represents more
opportunities to Canadians than threats. But we have to ensure that
the policies we create and the legislation we pass in this House are
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able to guide Canadians and this very important industry for
Canadians into the 21st century.

This is particularly relevant if we consider the very sparse
population over a large country. We have already demonstrated
because of that situation and the position Canadians are in an
ability to succeed in e-commerce. My part of the country, Nova
Scotia, has one of the fastest growing high tech industries in the
country. We are succeeding because of the quality of lifeissues, the
death of distance as a determinate in the cost of telecommunica-
tions and our proximity to markets like New York and Boston.

® (1410)

Now we, as legidators, have to work with our provincia
legidatures to ensure that we create policies that allow provinces
like Nova Scotia, Alberta and Manitoba to succeed in this environ-
ment.

| agree with the principles of trying to at least cometo gripswith
regulating the Internet. It is extremely important that we come to
grips with this challenge. It is not a matter of whether we come to
grips with the challenge but it is how we will do it.

the Internet is a lot like an adolescent in some ways. Govern-
ments are seeking to treat the industry as an adolescent, to try to
create rules to control this adolescent.

When we are parenting or creating regulations for adolescents
we have to redlize that adolescents are in a period of change and
transition. Thisindustry isin aperiod of change and transition. Itis
important that we do not create rules and regulations that reflect the
redities today but that are not adaptable to the realities of
tomorrow because this industry is changing extraordinary quickly.

We have to balance this whole privacy issue. Privacy versus
consumer protection is going to become increasingly important.
They need not be mutually exclusive in what we do. There will be
stresses to make it very difficult, particularly if we consider the
global consequences of what we do relative to the Internet.

| can look at something on the Internet from Finland, for
example. Finland may be guided by completely different rules than
Australia. If we look at something from Finland, we may as
Canadians be looking at a medium that is controlled by completely
different legislation from something from Austraia. It is very
important that we do not deal with this complex global issue in
isolation.

Canada has an opportunity, | would argue an obligation, to
pursue this on a global basis through the OECD perhaps and to
demonstrate the type of strength that Canada has been able to
demonstrate in the past as amiddle power as being very effectivein
guiding the changes necessary to ensure we balance privacy versus
protection in this industry.
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| was interested in hearing the comments of my colleague in
the Reform Party. It is interesting because the Reform Party is
averse to regulation in this area because it may lead to tax. It is
kind of a difficult position in some ways for some members of
the Reform Party. In a sense as the party of social enslavement
and economic freedom, it brings the whole contradiction of its
policies into line because effectively it wants to give people al
kinds of freedom with their cheque books but it wants to control
what they do in their own homes. There is an inherent contradic-
tion in those policies, in particular when we are dealing with issues
like the Internet.

| point that out because as the party of economic and social
freedom, our party will be consistently vigilant in defending the
rights of Canadians to succeed in a free market and to also enjoy
freedoms in their own homes and with their families and in their
country, the types of human rights absolutely necessary to the
quality of life in this country.

It is extraordinarily important that we address the fundamental
economic issues as well as the tax issues relative to e-commerce. |
received recently a briefing on some of the e-commerce tax issues.
These are becoming increasingly difficult, in particular with
complex financial instruments like derivatives. How are we as
regulators going to track these increasingly complex financia
instruments? How can we tax these financial instruments and these
exchanges through commerce?

® (1415)

Although | do not haveall the answers| probably have morethan
some members opposite. We need to work collectively, not only
within the House but with all our provincia counterparts and in a
global sense with other countries, to ensure we are creating
regulations for the Internet that will grow and will not inhibit our
opportunities in this extraordinarily important area in which Cana-
dians can prosper and succeed in protecting the privacy of Cana
dians.

At this juncture we are debating the MacKay task force and
discussing changes in the Canadian financial services sector. No
other sector has been as dominated by technology as the Canadian
financial services sector. We are grappling with the idea of trying to
control the Canadian financial sector. We are trying to create a
balance between competitiveness, consumer protection and the
success of our financial services sector into the 21st century. We
must recognize that thisindustry is controlled largely by changesin
technol ogy.

Some peopl e have bank branch myopia. They somehow think the
prevalent provider of banking services is still the bank branch. It
may be now but in 10 years we will find it difficult to explain to a
new generation that we used to go to a bank branch to withdraw

money and to talk to a loans officer. More and more of these
functions will increasingly be donein front of acomputer terminal.
That iswhy any legislation debated in the House needs to consider
the incredibly dynamic risks and opportunities of this new medium
of e-commerce through the Internet.

We will miss the point if we ignore the impact of technology on
sectors like the financial services sector and if we pursue policies
and procedures like the Liberal witch hunt on the banking industry
that was conducted last summer. The Liberals are wont to sacrifice
good public policy at the pyre of political palatability. That is the
Liberal way.

I commend my colleagues opposite. There has been a proselyti-
zation that should be commended. As we debate e-commerce in a
global environment, we should remember that it was not that many
years ago that many members opposite fought vociferously against
the free trade agreement which paved the way to alow Canadians
to compete and succeed in the 21st century. It was our party that
was proud and steadfast in defending the principles of free trade
and in defending the opportunities for Canadians to competein the
21st century.

| suggest David Orchard would find a more natural home among
the social and economic Luddites opposite.

Mr. Garry Breitkreuz: Mr. Speaker, | rise on a point of order.
Do | not get a chance to reply to that vociferous attack on Reform
about—

The Deputy Speaker: | am afraid not. We are in a position
where it is 10 minute speeches for everybody and there are no
guestions or comments.

[Translation]

Mrs. Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral (Laval Centre, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, | am pleased to speak today on Bill C-54 concerning
electronic commerce.

First of al, let me read the title of the bill. It is highly important
in this debate, because it sets out the main goals of Bill-54. The
title reads as follows:

An Act to support and promote electronic commerce by protecting personal
information that is collected, used or disclosed in certain circumstances, by
providing for the use of electronic means to communicate or record information or
transactions and by amending the Canada Evidence Act, the Statutory Instruments
Act and the Statute Revision Act.

Members will have realized that this bill promotes the devel op-
ment of electronic commerce instead of the protection of personal
information.

Mrs. Marlene Jennings: What is the short title?
Mrs. Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral: Mr. Speaker, | truly ap-

preciate comments from the members opposite, it shows that they
are listening, but maybe they could listen carefully.
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This bill should deal primarily with the right to privacy. It is
ironic however that the Minister of Industry should have chosen to
include the privacy provisionsin a schedule of the bill. But what is
a schedule?

A schedule should contains additional or secondary provisions.
And in this case, we can see where the minister has put what should
be considered as the main element of the bill, the key element. He
has put it in the schedule.

Moreover, the provisions contained in this extraordinary sched-
ule are vague and open to interpretation, excessively so. Let me
simply give afew examples of some of the unclear wording of this
bill.

Clause 4.2.3 of schedule 1, says on page 41:

The identified purposes should be specified—to the individual from whom the
personal information is collected.

Clause 4.2.5 of the same schedule says:

Persons collecting personal information should be able to explain to individuals
the purposes for which the information is being collected.

| could go on like this at length since | know of at least eight of
those conditional clauses in schedule 1.

Onedoes not need aPh.D in linguistics to understand that the use
of the conditional has nothing to do with an order to do something.
Thereisaworld of difference between shall and should. However,
fearing nothing except, of course, the business lobby, the minister
even specified in clause 5 of the bill, and | will quote because it is
realy worth it—

Some hon. members: Oh, oh.

Mrs. Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral: It seems that for some hon.
members, the difference between the present and the conditional
has no meaning. This might explain why things are so bad here.

Some hon. members: Oh, oh.
Some hon. members: Is there no whip on the other side?
Some hon. members; Oh, oh.

The Deputy Speaker: Obviously, there is much enthusiasm for
the speech of the hon. member for Laval Centre, but | would ask
enthusiastic members to be a little more restrained so that we can
understand what the hon. member for Laval Centre is saying.

Mrs. Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral: Mr. Speaker, | will speak
about the use of the conditional, for the benefit of the many people
who are following this debate. The use of the conditional points to
a recommendation rather than an obligation.
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Those who still had a doubt about the good faith of the minister
are now forced to recognize that the provisions of schedule 1,
which provides for the repeal of provisions relating to the
protection of privacy, have no imperative or mandatory character.

While reading the bill, | stumbled onto clause 11 relating to
complaints. It floored me. | suggest that members listen carefully
to my reading of this clause and hold on to their seat, because it
could a rough ride. This clause reads as follows:

An individua may file with the Commissioner a written complaint against an
organization for contravening a provision—

Members should note the conditional.

—of Division 1 or for not following a recommendation set out in Schedule 1.

Thisisamajor problem. How can recommendations that are not
real obligations be binding? | am a a loss to interpret these
provisions, but | would like the minister to explain this masterpiece
of ambiguity and confusion to me. This does not augur well for
citizens' rights.

There is more. Paragraph 4.3.2 of schedule 1 stipulates:

—Organizations shall make a reasonable effort to ensure that the individua is
advised of the purposes for which the information will be used.

The words ““ shall make a reasonable effort’” can be interpreted
many ways. It would have been clearer to say that organizations
shall ensure that the individual is advised. Obviously, this govern-
ment is not very good at creating obligations to protect real people.

Schedule 1 says * Organizations are encouraged to indicate the
source of this information”.

® (1425)

If | were to accept as an obligation every invitation extended to
me, my life would be very unhappy indeed. The provisionsin this
bill show to what extent this legidation is inadequate and does
absolutely nothing to protect personal information.

However with the development of the Internet and electronic
commerce, more than ever it is of the utmost importance to protect
personal information collected by the private sector. This bill meets
the expectations of neither Quebeckers nor Canadians.

Protecting personal information is all the more important as the
right to privacy is afundamental right just like the right to freedom
and justice. The Universal Declaration of Human Rights, adopted
50 years ago, states that no one shall be subjected to arbitrary
interference with his privacy, family, home or correspondence, nor
to attacks upon his honour and reputation.

In Quebec theright to privacy is protected under section 5 of the
Quebec Charter of Human Rights and Freedoms, which says
clearly “Every person has a right to the respect of his or her

privacy.”
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Theright to privacy is also recognized in chapter 111 of Quebec’s
Civil Code entitled ‘‘ Respect of Reputation and Privacy” . Section
35 provides, and | quote:

Every person has a right to the respect of his reputation and privacy. No one may
invade the privacy of a person without the consent of the person or his heirs unless
authorized by law.

Section 35 goes even further:

Every person who establishes a file on another person shall have a serious and
legitimate reason for doing so. He may only gather information which is relevant to
the stated objective of the file, and may not, without the consent of the person
concerned or authorization by law, communicate such information to a third person
or use it for purposes that are inconsistent with the purposes for which the file was
established. In addition, he may not, when establishing or using the file, otherwise
invade the privacy or damage the reputation of the person concerned.

It iswith pride that | point out that the Government of Quebec is
the only government in North America to have passed legidation,
as early as 1982, governing the protection of personal information
in the public sector. As for the private sector, it was dealt with in
1994.

With respect to privacy, Quebec clearly has all the tools it needs
to ensure that personal information concerning Quebeckers is
protected.

At the federal level, thereis legislation respecting the protection
of personal information in the public sector, but one concerning the
private sector was long overdue. In 1982, then communications
minister Francis Fox announced his intention to legislate on
privacy in the federally regulated private sector. In 1987, the
Standing Committee on Justice and the Solicitor General endorsed
this recommendation in a report.

In his 1996-97 annual report, the privacy commissioner saluted
as a fundamental and highly significant event the undertaking by
then justice minister Allan Rock to enact before the year 2000 a bill
protecting privacy in the private sector in a rea and effective
fashion.

The government has recognized that technology makes it impos-
sible to provide adequate privecy if the legidation does not apply to
both the private and the public sector. Bill C-54 does not meet the

requirements, because its topic is indeed electronic commerce,
with privacy as a side issue.

It is quite clear that the minister is focusing on the expansion of
electronic commerce at the expense of privacy. But what mattersto
the privacy commissioner and to all our fellow citizens is that the
fundamental right to privacy be protected. In fact, it is about
protecting democracy.

The Deputy Speaker: | am sorry but the hon. member’s time
has expired.

[English]

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, | did not intend to rise on debate today, but the hon. member for
Kings—Hants attacked my colleague from Yorkton—Meélville
during his brief remarks because he dared to express some con-
cerns regarding how much regulation the bill might result in.

One of the biggest problems that business faces in Canada today
is regulation from government. Past Tory and Liberal governments
have both functioned on one guiding principle. Now they wish to
extend this principle to the electronic commerce world. It seems
the principle is: if it moves, regulate it; if it happens to stop
moving, tax it; and if it is on the verge of going under, subsidize it.

® (1430)

That is one of the big problems not only with this bill but with a
lot of bills that are passed through the Chamber. The government
continues to regulate, license and overregulate industry until
businesses are forced out of business.

TheDeputy Speaker: The hon. member, | am sure, will want to
continue with his remarks when the bill is next taken up. However |
regret to inform him that the time for adjournment has come. He
will have nine minutes remaining in his remarks at the next
opportunity.

[Translation]

It being 2.30 p.m., this House stands adjourned until Monday
next at 11 am., pursuant to Standing Order 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 2.30 p.m.)
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Paradis, DeniS. .. ..ot Brome— Missisquoi ....... Quebec ............. Lib.
Parent, Hon. Gilbert, Speaker ........... ... ... ... L. NiagaraCentre ............. Ontario ............. Lib.
Parrish, Carolyn, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Public Works
and Government SErVICES . . . ... v v MississaugaCentre ......... Ontario ............. Lib.
Patry,Bernard . ........ ... Pierrefonds— Dollard ... ... Quebec ............. Lib.
Penson,Charlie ... PeaceRiver ................ Alberta.............. Ref.
Peric, Janko . ... Cambridge ................ Oontario ............. Lib.
Perron, GIlleS—A. .. ... Riviére-des-Milleles. . .. .. QuebeC ............. BQ
Peterson, Hon. Jim, Secretary of State (International Financial
INSLtULIONS) . ... oo Willowdale ................ Ontario ............. Lib.
Pettigrew, Hon. Pierre S., Minister of Human ResourcesDevelopment  Papineau— Saint-Denis .... Quebec ............. Lib.
Phinney, Beth, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National
Revenue ........ .. HamiltonMountain ......... Ontario ............. Lib.
Picard,Pauline ....... ... .. i Drummond ................ Quebec ............. BQ
Pickard, Jerry ... .o Chatham — Kent Essex ... .. Oontario ............. Lib.
Pillitteri,Gary . . ... NiagaraFals............... Oontario ............. Lib.
Plamondon, LOUIS . . ...t Bas-Richelieu— Nicolet —
Bécancour................. Quebec ............. BQ
Power,Charlie ....... ... St.John'sWest............. Newfoundland .. ..... PC
Pratt, David . ...t Nepean— Carleton .. ........ Oontario ............. Lib.
Price, David . ... Compton — Stanstead . ... ... Quebec ............. PC
Proctor, DicK . ... Paliser.................... Saskatchewan........ NDP
Proud, GEOrge . ... Hillsborough .............. Prince Edward Island Lib.
Provenzano, Carmen . . ...ttt SaultSte. Marie ............ Oontario ............. Lib.
Ramsay,Jack ....... ... Crowfoot.................. Alberta.............. Ref.
Redman, Karen ... KitchenerCentre ........... Oontario ............. Lib.
Reed, Julian, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Foreign Affairs ..  Halton .................... Oontario ............. Lib.
Reynolds, John. ... ... West Vancouver — Sunshine
Coast ........cooiiii BritishColumbia . . . .. Ref.
Richardson,John . ..... ... Perth— Middlesex ......... Oontario ............. Lib.
Riis, NEISON ... Kamloops, Thompson and
HighlandValleys........... British Columbia . .. .. NDP
RItZ, GOITY Battlefords— Lloydminster .  Saskatchewan........ Ref.
Robillard, Hon. Lucienne, Minister of Citizenship and Immigration... Westmount— Ville-Marie .. Quebec ............. Lib.
Robinson, Svend J. ...... ... Burnaby — Douglas . ........ British Columbia .. . .. NDP
Rocheleal, YVES ... .o Trois-Riviéres ............. Quebec ............. BQ
Rock, Hon. Allan, Ministerof Health . ... ......................... EtobicokeCentre ........... Oontario ............. Lib.
Saada, Jacques, Parliamentary Secretary to Solicitor General of Canada  Brossard— LaPrairie. ... . .. Quebec ............. Lib.
SEIUHEN, GUY .o Abitibi — Baie-James—
Nunavik .................. Quebec ............. Lib.
Sauvageau,Benoit .. ... Repentigny ................ Quebec ............. BQ
Schmidt, WEINEr . ... Kelowna .................. British Columbia .. ... Ref.
Scott, Hon. Andy, Solicitor General of Canada .................... Fredericton ................ New Brunswick . ..... Lib.
SCott, MIKE . .. Skeena. ..., British Columbia . . ... Ref.
SEKOra, LOU ..ot Port Moody — Coquitlam —
Port Coquitlam ............. BritishColumbia . . . .. Lib.
SETEBENOTt . ... Timiskaming— Cochrane... Ontario ............. Lib.
Shepherd, Alex . ... Durham ................... Oontario ............. Lib.
Solberg, Monte . ... MedicineHat .............. Alberta.............. Ref.
SolomMoN, JONN . ..o Regina— Lumsden — Lake
Centre .............ooue. Saskatchewan. .. ... .. NDP
Speller, Bob, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for International Haldimand — Norfolk —
Trade ... Brant ..................... Ontario ............. Lib.



Province of Political

Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
St.Denis, Brent . ... Algoma— Manitoulin . .. ... Ontario ............. Lib.
StHilaire,Caroline. ... Longueuil ................. Quebec ............. BQ
St=Jacques,Diane ... ... Shefford .................. Quebec ............. PC
Steckle, Paul .. ... Huron—Bruce ............ Ontario ............. Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Christine, Minister of theEnvironment . .............. Northumberland............ Ontario ............. Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Jane, Minister of Indian Affairsand Northern

Development . ....... ..o Brant ..................... Oontario ............. Lib.
Stinson, Darrel .. ... Okanagan— Shuswap ... ... British Columbia .. . .. Ref.
Stoffer, Peter . ... Sackville— EasternShore... NovaScotia ......... NDP
Strahl, Chuck . ... FraserValey .............. British Columbia . . ... Ref.
Szabo, Paul . ... MississaugaSouth . ......... Oontario ............. Lib.
Telegdi, Andrew, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Citizenship

and Immigration . . ... Kitchener — Waterloo . .. ... Oontario ............. Lib.
Thibeault, Y olande, Assistant Deputy Chairman of Committees of the

Whole ... Saint-Lambert ............. Quebec ............. Lib.
Thompson, Greg . .. ..o e New Brunswick Southwest ..  New Brunswick ... ... PC
Thompson, Myron . . ... WildRose ................. Alberta.............. Ref.
Torsney, Paddy, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of the

Environment ... Burlington................. Oontario ............. Lib.
Tremblay,Stéphan ......... ... i Lac-Saint-Jean ............ Quebec ............. BQ
Tremblay,SUzanne . ....... ... i Rimouski — Mitis.......... Quebec ............. BQ
Turp, Daniel ... Beauharnois— Salaberry.... Quebec ............. BQ
Ur,ROSE-Marie . ..o Lambton — Kent —

Middlesex ................. Oontario ............. Lib.

Valeri, Tony, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Finance ... ..... Stoney Creek .............. Oontario ............. Lib.
Vanclief, Hon. Lyle, Minister of Agricultureand Agri—Food. . .. ... .. PrinceEdward — Hastings .. Ontario ............. Lib.
Vautour, ANgela. . . ... Beauségjour — Petitcodiac ... NewBrunswick ...... NDP
VEIacott, MaUriCe . . ... Wanuskewin............... Saskatchewan........ Ref.
Venng Piermrette . ... Saint—-Bruno — Saint—Hubert  Quebec ............. BQ
Volpe, JOSEPN . . ..o Eglinton — Lawrence. . ... .. Oontario ............. Lib.
Wappel, TOM .. Scarborough Southwest . . . .. Oontario ............. Lib.
Wasylycia—Leis,Judy ....... ..o Winnipeg North Centre ... ... Manitoba............ NDP
Wayne ElSie. . ... SantJohn ................. New Brunswick . ..... PC
Whelan, SUSan . ... EsseX ... Oontario ............. Lib.
White, Randy . ... ... Langley — Abbotsford . . . . .. British Columbia .. . .. Ref.
White, Ted ... NorthVancouver ........... British Columbia .. ... Ref.
WIlfert, Bryon .. ... ... OakRidges ................ Oontario ............. Lib.
Williams, John ... ..o St.Albert.................. Alberta.............. Ref.
Wood, Bob, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of VeteransAffairs .. Nipissing.................. Oontario ............. Lib.

N.B.: Under Palitical Affiliation: Lib.—Liberal; Ref.—Reform Party of Canada; BQ-Bloc Québécois; 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
Nameof Member Constituency Affiliation
ALBERTA (26)
ADIONCZY, DIaNE . . ... Calgary — NoseHill .................. Ref.
Anders, ROD ... CalgaryWest ...t Ref.
Benoit, LEONE. .. ... Lakeland ............. .. ...l Ref.
Breitkreuz, Clitf .. ... Yellowhead.......................... Ref.
CassON, RICK . . ..ot Lethbridge ............ ... ... ... ... Ref.
Chatters, David .. ... Athabasca........................... Ref.
B, KON . Elkidand ............ ... ..ol Ref.
Goldring, Peter . . ..o EdmontonEast....................... Ref.
Grey,Deborah .. ... EdmontonNorth ..................... Ref.
Hanger, At . CalgaryNortheast .................... Ref.
Hill, Grant . . ... Macleod ............. ... ... . ..., Ref.
Jaffer, RaNim ... Edmonton — Strathcona .............. Ref.
JohNStoN, Dale .. ..o Wetaskiwin. .................ooon... Ref.
KeNNey, Jason ... ... Calgary Southeast .................... Ref.
Kilgour, Hon. David, Secretary of State (Latin Americaand Africa) ................ Edmonton Southeast .................. Lib.
LoWther, BriC .. ..o CalgayCentre . .................o... Ref.
Manning, Preston, Leader of the Opposition . ... Calgary Southwest . ................... Ref.
McClelland, lan, Deputy Chairman of Committeesof theWhole ................... Edmonton Southwest ................. Ref.
McLéllan, Hon. Anne, Minister of Justiceand Attorney General of Canada .......... EdmontonWest ...................... Lib.
Mills, BOD . oo RedDeer ... Ref.
Obhral, Deepak . .. ... CalgaryEBast .................. ... Ref.
Penson, Charlie .. ... PeaceRiver ........... ... ... ... ... Ref.
RamMSsay, JaCK . ... Crowfoot . ... Ref.
SOlbErg, MONte ... MedicineHat ........................ Ref.
Thompson, MYFON . .. ... e WildRose ... Ref.
WiIllIams, JONN . ... StAIbert ... Ref.
BRITISH COLUMBIA (32)
ADDOtt, JIM .o Kootenay — Columbia................ Ref.
Anderson, Hon. David, Minister of FisheriesandOceans. . .................ccou.. .. Victoria . ... Lib.
Cadman, ChUCK . . ... e e SurreyNorth.................. ... .. Ref.
Chan, Hon. Raymond, Secretary of State (Asia—Pacific) ................. ... ... .. Richmond ........................... Lib.
CUMMINS, JONN ..o e e e e e e e Delta— South Richmond ............. Ref.
Davies, Libby .. ... VancouverEast ...................... NDP
Dhaliwal, Hon. Harbance Singh, Minister of National Revenue .................... Vancouver South— Burnaby .......... Lib.
DUNCAN, JONN . .o Vancouver ISsandNorth ............... Ref.
Elley, Reed ... Nanaimo— Cowichan ................ Ref.
Forseth, Paul . . ... New Westminster — Coquitlam —
Burnaby ...............al Ref.
Fry, Hon. Hedy, Secretary of State (Multiculturalism)(Statusof Women) ............ VancouverCentre .................... Lib.
GiIlmour, Bill . ... Nanaimo—Alberni .................. Ref.
GOUK, JIM Kootenay — Boundary — Okanagan ... Ref.
Grewal, GUIMANT . . . ..ottt e e e e e e e e SurreyCentral ............. ... ... Ref.
Harris, DiCK ..o Prince George— Bulkley Valey ....... Ref.

Hart, Jim .o Okanagan— Coquihalla .............. Ref.
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Hill day ..o Prince George— PeaceRiver .......... Ref.
Leung, Sophia . ... ... VancouverKingsway ................. Lib.
LUNN, GaIY ..t e Saanich— Gulfldands ............... Ref.
Martin, KEIth ... Esquimalt— JuandeFuca............. Ref.
Mayfield, Philip ... ..o Cariboo— Chilcotin.................. Ref.
MCNallY, Grant .. ... Dewdney — Alouette . ................ Ref.
MCEWhINney, Ted . . . ... e VancouverQuadra.................... Lib.
Meredith, Val .. ... .. South Surrey — WhiteRock — Langley  Ref.
Reynolds, JONN . . ... . West Vancouver — SunshineCoast . . . .. Ref.
RIS, NEISON .. Kamloops, Thompson and Highland
Valeys ... NDP
RoObINSON, Svend J. . ... ... Burnaby —Douglas .................. NDP
SChMIdE, WEINEr . . oo e e Kelowna .................oooiiL. Ref.
SCOtt, MIKE . oo SKEENA . ... Ref.
SEKOMA, LOU ..t Port Moody — Coquitlam — Port
Coquitlam ... Lib.
SHNSON, Darrel . ... Okanagan—Shuswap ................ Ref.
Stranl, ChucK . . ... FraserValey ........................ Ref.
White, Randy . .. ... .. Langley — Abbotsford . ............... Ref.
WHIte, TeA .. o NorthVancouver ..................... Ref.
MANITOBA (14)

Alcock, Reg, Parliamentary Secretary to President of the Queen’ s Privy Council for

Canadaand Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs............................. WinnipegSouth .. .................... Lib.
Axworthy, Hon. Lloyd, Minister of Foreign Affairs .............................. Winnipeg SouthCentre ............... Lib.
Blaikie, Bill ... ... Winnipeg— Transcona ............... NDP
Borotsik, RICK ... ... Brandon—Souris.................... PC
Degarlais,Bev . . ... Churchill ............................ NDP
Duhamel, Hon. Ronald J., Secretary of State (Science, Research and

Development)(WesternEconomicDiversification) ................ ...t SaintBoniface ............. ... ... Lib.
Harvard, JONN . . ... Charleswood St. James— Assiniboia ... Lib.
Hilstrom, Howard .. ... e Selkirk—Interlake . .................. Ref.
Hoeppner, JaKE E. .. ... Portage—Lisgar..................... Ref.
Iftody, David, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Indian Affairsand Northern

DeVEIOPIMENT . ..o Provencher ............ ... ... ... ... Lib.
Mark, INKY .. Dauphin— SwanRiver ............... Ref.
Martin, Pat ... ... . WinnipegCentre ..................... NDP
Pagtakhan, Rey D. . . ... . Winnipeg North— St. Paul ............ Lib.
WasylyCiaLeiS,Judy .. ........ouii WinnipegNorthCentre ............... NDP

NEW BRUNSWICK (10)

Bernier,Gilles . ... ... Tobigue— Mactaquac ................ PC
Bradshaw, Claudette, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for International Cooperation Moncton — Riverview — Dieppe ... ... Lib.
DUDE JEAN . ..o Madawaska— Restigouche............ PC
GOiN, YVON . . .o Acadie—Bathurst ................... NDP
Herron, JONN . . ... Fundy —Royal ...................... PC
Hubbard, Charles. . ... Miramichi ........................... Lib.
Scott, Hon. Andy, Solicitor Generalof Canada ...........................co.... Fredericton .......................... Lib.
ThOmMPSON, Greg . . ..ot e e New Brunswick Southwest ............ PC
VaUtour, ANQEIA. . . ..o Beauséjour — Petitcodiac ............. NDP
Wayne ElSie. . ... SantJohn ........................... PC
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NEWFOUNDLAND (7)
BaKer, GEOIgE S, .. it Gander — GrandFalls ................ Lib.
Byrne, Gerry, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Natural Resources ............. Humber — St. Barbe — BaieVerte ... .. Lib.
Doyle, NOrmMan .. ... St.John'sEast ....................... PC
Matthews, Bill ... ... Burin— St.George’'s . .............. .. PC
Mifflin, Hon. Fred, Minister of Veterans Affairsand Secretary of State (Atlantic
CanadaOpportunitieSAGENCY) . ... vttt e Bonavista— Trinity — Conception ... .. Lib.
O'Brien, LawrenceD. . . ... Labrador ............. ... ... ... Lib.
Power,Charlie ....... ... St.John'sWest....................... PC
NORTHWEST TERRITORIES(2)
Blondin-Andrew, Hon. Ethel, Secretary of State (Childrenand Youth) .............. WesternArctic ..., Lib.
Karetak—Lindell,Nancy . ......... .. Nunavut ..., Lib.
NOVA SCOTIA (11)
Brison, SCOtt . . ... Kings—Hants....................... PC
Casey, Bill ... Cumberland— Colchester ............. PC
Dockrill,Michelle .. ... ... Brasd'Or — CapeBreton ............. NDP
Barle, GOordon . . ... HalifaxWest ......................... NDP
Keddy, Gerald . ... ... SouthShore ....................ott. PC
LIl WeNdy . ... Dartmouth........................... NDP
MacKay, Pater . ... Pictou — Antigonish — Guysborough .. PC
ManCini, Peter . ... Sydney — Victoria ................... NDP
McDOoNoUGh, AIBXA . . ... Halifax...........oooiii .. NDP
MUISE, MarK . oo WestNova ... PC
SOff e, PELEr . . .. Sackville— EasternShore............. NDP
ONTARIO (99)
Adams, Peter, Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the Government in the House of
COIMIMIONS ... oot Peterborough ........................ Lib.
ASSAHOUNAN, SATKIS . . . o oo BramptonCentre ..................... Lib.
AUGUSEING, JEAN . . . oot Etobicoke— Lakeshore ............... Lib.
Barnes, SUE . . . oo LondonWest ........................ Lib.
Beaumier,Colleen . . ... .. BramptonWest — Mississauga. . . ... .. Lib.
Bélair,REgIiNAld . . ... Timmins— JamesBay ................ Lib.
Bélanger, Mauril, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Canadian Heritage ......... Ottawa— Vanier ..................... Lib.
Bellemare, EUGENE . . . ..o Carleton— Gloucester ................ Lib.
Bennett, Carolyn .. ... StPaul’s........ Lib.
Bevilacqua,Maurizio . .......... i Vaughan — King—Aurora ........... Lib.
Bonin, Raymond . . ...... ... NickelBelt .......................... Lib.
Bonwick, Paul . ... Simcoe—Grey ... Lib.
Boudria, Hon. Don, Leader of the Government in the House of Commons............. Glengarry — Prescott— Russell ... .. Lib.
Brown, Bonnie, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Human Resources
DeVEIOPIMENT . ..o Oakville. ...t Lib.
Bryden, John .. ... Wentworth— Burlington ............. Lib.
BUlte, Sarmite. . ... Parkdale— HighPark ................ Lib.
CacCia, HON. Charles . . ... Davenport ... Lib.
Calder, MUITAY . . . Dufferin— Peel — Wellington— Grey .  Lib.
CanniS, JONN . . .. ScarboroughCentre................... Lib.

Caplan, Elinor, Parliamentary Secretary toMinisterof Health . ..................... Thornhill ............. ... ... . ... Lib.



Political

Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
Carroll, ATLEEN ... Barrie— Simcoe— Bradford .......... Lib.
Catterall,Marlene . ... OttawaWest — Nepean ............... Lib.
Chamberlain, Brenda, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Labour ............... Guelph— Wellington................. Lib.
Clouthier, HeC .. ... Renfrew — Nipissing— Pembroke .. . .. Lib.
Cohen, SNaUGNNESSY . . ...ttt e Windsor — St.Clair .................. Lib.
Collenette, Hon. David M., Minister of Transport ...t DonValleyEast...................... Lib.
COMUZZI, JOB . . et e e e e Thunder Bay — Superior North ........ Lib.
Copps, Hon. Sheila, Minister of CanadianHeritage .. .................. ... ... .. HamiltonEast . ....................... Lib.
CULEN, ROY . EtobicokeNorth...................... Lib.
DeVillers,Paul ... ... ... SimcoeNorth ........................ Lib.
Dromisky, Stan, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Transport .................. Thunder Bay — Atikokan ............. Lib.
Eggleton, Hon. Arthur C., Minister of National Defence .......................... YorkCentre ...........cooiviiiinn... Lib.
Finlay, JONNn ... Oxford ... Lib.
FONtana, JOB . . ... LondonNorthCentre ................. Lib.
Gallaway, ROGEr ... Sarnia— Lambton ............. ... .. Lib.
Godfrey, JONN . . . DonValleyWest ..................... Lib.
Graham, Bill . . ... Toronto Centre— Rosedale ........... Lib.
Gray, Hon. Herb, Deputy PrimeMinister ................c i WindsorWest . ....................... Lib.
GrOSE, IVaN . o Oshawa ... Lib.
Guarnieri, Albina . . ... MississaugaEast ..................... Lib.
Harb, MaC . ..o OttawaCentre....................vv.. Lib.
lanno, Tony, Parliamentary Secretary to President of the Treasury Board ............ Trinity—Spadina.................... Lib.
Jackson, OVId L. ... Bruce—Grey ...l Lib.
JONES, JIM . .o Markham............................ PC
JOrdan, JOB . . ... Leeds— Grenville ................... Lib
Karygiannis, JIM .. ... Scarborough — Agincourt . ............ Lib.
KOV ES, AN . . . oo HamiltonWest ....................... Lib.
KIlger, BOb . . Stormont—Dundas .................. Lib.
Knutson, Gar, Parliamentary Secretary toPrimeMinister .......................... Elgin— Middlesex—London ... ...... Lib.
Kraft Sloan, Karen . . ... YorkNorth .......................... Lib.
Lastewka, Walt, Parliamentary Secretary to Ministerof Industry ................... St.Catharines ...t Lib.
LB, DErEK . Scarborough — RougeRiver .......... Lib.
Longfield, Judi . .. ... Whithy — Ajax ...................... Lib.
Mahoney, StEVE . ... MississaugaWest . .................... Lib.
Malhi, Gurbax SIngh . ... ... Bramalea— Gore— Malton —

Springdale. ... Lib.
Maloney, JONN . ... Erie—Lincoln ...................... Lib.
Manley, Hon. John, Minister of Industry ................. i i OttawaSouth ........................ Lib.
Marchi, Hon. Sergio, Minister for International Trade . .. .......................... YorkWest.........cooviiii Lib.
Marleau, Hon. Diane, Minister for International Cooperation and Minister responsible

for Francophonie . ... .. ..o Sudbury . ... Lib.

MCCOrMICK, Larmy . . .. e Hastings— Frontenac — Lennox and

Addington.................o Lib.
MKy, JONN ... ScarboroughEast ..................... Lib.
MCTEagUE, Dan .. ... Pickering— Ajax — Uxbridge . .. ...... Lib.
Milliken, Peter, Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committeesof theWhole ......... Kingstonandtheldlands .............. Lib.
MillS, DENNIST. ...t e Broadview — Greenwood . ............ Lib.
MINNa, Maria . ... e e Beaches— EastYork ................. Lib.
Mitchell, Hon. Andy, Secretary of State (Parks) . ...t Parry Sound — Muskoka.............. Lib.
MUITAY, 18N . . Lanarkk—Carleton ................... Lib.
MYEIS, LYNN L Waterloo— Wellington ............... Lib.
Nault, RODE D . . . .. Kenora— RainyRiver ................ Lib.

NUNZIAEa, JONN . ..o e e York South—Weston ................ Ind.
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O BHEN, Pat . ... London —Fanshawe ................. Lib.
O Reilly, JoNN .. Haliburton — Victoria— Brock . . ... ... Lib.
Parent, Hon. Gilbert, Speaker ......... ... i NiagaraCentre ....................... Lib.
Parrish, Carolyn, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Public Worksand

GOVEINMENESEIVICES ...ttt e MississaugaCentre ................... Lib.
PeriC, JanKO . ... Cambridge ............. ...l Lib.
Peterson, Hon. Jim, Secretary of State (International Financial Institutions) .......... Willowdale .......................... Lib.
Phinney, Beth, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National Revenue ............ HamiltonMountain ................... Lib.
PiCKard, JBrTY . Chatham — KentEssex ............... Lib.
Ptteri, Gary . . ..o NiagaraFalls......................... Lib.
Pratt, David . . . ... Nepean—Carleton................... Lib.
Provenzano, Carmen . .. ...t SaultSte.Marie ...................... Lib.
Redman, Karen .. ... KitchenerCentre ..................... Lib.
Reed, Julian, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Foreign Affairs ................ Haton ........ ... ... .ol Lib.
Richardson, JONn . . ... Perth— Middlesex ................... Lib.
Rock, Hon. Allan, Ministerof Health . . ........... ..o EtobicokeCentre ..................... Lib.
SETE BENOT . . .. Timiskaming— Cochrane ............. Lib.
Shepherd, AleX . ... Durham ............. ..., Lib.
Speller, Bob, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for International Trade ............ Haldimand — Norfolk — Brant ........ Lib.
St DENIS, Brent .. ..o Algoma— Manitoulin ................ Lib.
Steckle, Paul . . .. ... Huron—Bruce ...................... Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Christine, Minister of theEnvironment . ............................ Northumberland...................... Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Jane, Minister of Indian Affairsand Northern Development ........... Brant ............. Lib.
Szabho, Pall . .. ... MississaugaSouth .................... Lib.
Telegdi, Andrew, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Citizenship and Immigration.  Kitchener— Waterloo ................ Lib.
Torsney, Paddy, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of theEnvironment ............ Burlington............. ... ... ... .. Lib.
UI ROSE-MaAI . .. Lambton — Kent — Middlesex ........ Lib.
Valeri, Tony, Parliamentary Secretary toMinister of Finance ...................... Stoney Creek ...l Lib.
Vanclief, Hon. Lyle, Minister of Agricultureand Agri—Food .. ..................... PrinceEdward — Hastings ............ Lib.
VOIPE, JOSEPN . . .o Eglinton—Lawrence................. Lib.
WapPEl, TOM Scarborough Southwest ............... Lib.
WhEIAN, SUSAN . ... ESSeX .o Lib.
WIlTEIt, BIrYON ..o OakRidges ...........coooiiiiiiii.n, Lib.
Wood, Bob, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of VeteransAffairs ................ NIpisSiNg .. ..o Lib.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND (4)
Easter, Wayne, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of FisheriesandOceans ......... Malpeque ..., Lib.
MacAulay, Hon. Lawrence, Ministerof Labour ............ ...t Cadigan ... Lib.
McGuire, Joe, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Agricultureand Agri—Food. . . .. Egmont ........... ... ... .l Lib.
Proud, GEOIQE . ... Hillsborough ........................ Lib.
QUEBEC (75)

Alarie HEBNE. . ... LouisHébert ........................ BQ
ASsad, Mark . ..o Gatineau ... Lib.
ASSEIN, GErard . . ... Charlevoix ............ccccouioo... BQ
Bachand, ANdré . . ... Richmond — Arthabaska.............. PC
Bachand, Claude . . ... Sant=Jean............c.coiiiiiiiiiinn. BQ
Bakopanos, Eleni, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Justice and Attorney General

Of CaNAOA .. ..o Ahuntsic ............ ... o Lib.
Bellehumeur,Michel . ... o Berthier— Montcalm ................. BQ
Bergeron, StEphane . .. ... ..o Verchéres— Les—Patriotes ............ BQ



Political

Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
BENIEr, YVaN . .o Bonaventure— Gaspé— Tles—deda—
Madeleine—Pabok .................. BQ
Bertrand, Robert, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National Defence........... Pontiac — Gatineau— Labelle......... Lib.
Bigras, Bernard .. ... Rosemont ........................... BQ
BriEN, Pl e . . Témiscamingue ...................... BQ
CanUEl, RENE . ... Matapédia— Matane ................. BQ
Cardin, SErgE . .ot Sherbrooke ............ ... BQ
Cauchon, Hon. Martin, Secretary of State (Economic Development Agency of Canada
fortheRegionsof QUEDEC) ... ... .ot Outremont..............ccviiin... Lib.
Charbonneal, YVON . ... e Anjou — Riviere-des—Prairies . ........ Lib.
Chrétien, Right Hon. Jean, PrimeMinister ...t Sant-Maurice ................n. Lib.
Chrétien, JEam—GUY . .. ...ttt e e Frontenac— Mégantic ................ BQ
Coderre, DENIS . . .o Bourassa ............ccciiiiii Lib.
Cré&te, Paul ... .. Kamouraska— Riviére-du—Loup —
Témiscouata— LesBasgues . .......... BQ
Daphond—Guiral,Madeleine. ........... ... i LavalCentre.......................... BQ
deSavoye, Pierme . ..o Portneuf............................. BQ
Debien, Maud . . ... LavalEBast ..............ccoiiii BQ
Desrochers, Odina . . .. ... Lotbhiniere ........................... BQ
Dion, Hon. Stéphane, President of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canadaand Minister
of Intergovernmental Affairs ... Saint-Laurent— Cartierville........... Lib.
Discepola, NiCK . ... ..o Vaudreuil — Soulanges ............... Lib.
Drouin, Claude. . . . ... Beauce............. Lib.
DUDE ANLOING . . ..ottt e e e e e e L évis—et—Chutes—-de-la—Chaudiere. . . . .. BQ
Duceppe, GIllES . ... Laurier — Sainte-Marie............... BQ
DUMAS, MaUICE . . . o e e e e e Argenteuil — Papineau. ............... BQ
Finestone, Hon. Sheila . ... MountRoyal ........................ Lib.
Folco,Raymonde . .......... o LavalWest ...............cooiiii... Lib.
Fournier, GRiSlain .. ... Manicouagan ........................ BQ
Gagliano, Hon. Alfonso, Minister of Public Works and Government Services .. ... ... Saint—Léonard — Saint—Michel ........ Lib.
Gagnon, ChriStiang . ........it i QUEDEC ... . BQ
Gauthier, Michel . ... . Roberval ............ ... ... ... BQ
Girard-Bujold, JOCElYNE . . . ... JONQUIEre. . ..o BQ
GOdiN, MaUFICe . ... e e Chéteauguay ...............c.coooiiin.. BQ
GUAY, MONIQUE . .. e e e e Laurentides................ ... BQ
Guimond, Michel . ... ... Beauport — Montmorency — Cote—de—
Beaupré— lle-d’'Orléans.............. BQ
Harvey, ANdre ... .o Chicoutimi ..............cccvvvo.... PC
Jennings,Marlene .. ... .. Notre-Dame-de-Grace— Lachine .. ... Lib.
Lalonde, FranCine . .. ...ttt e Mercier ........coviiiiiiii BQ
Laurin ReNG . . .. Joliette . ......... . BQ
Lavigne, Raymond . .. ... i Verdun— Saint-Henri ................ Lib.
Lebel, Ghiglain . . ... Chambly ......................ool. BQ
LefbVre, REEaN . ... . Champlain .......................... BQ
Lincoln, CHfford . ........o Lac-Saint-Louis ..................... Lib.
LoUbIEr, YVAN Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot ............. BQ
Marceau, Richard . . ... Charlesbourg ........................ BQ
Marchand,Jean—Paul .......... ... . . QuébecEast ......................... BQ
Martin, Hon. Paul, Ministerof Finance ............. ... ... LaSdle—Emard .................... Lib.
Massé, Hon. Marcel, President of the Treasury Board and Minister responsiblefor
INFrastrUCIUNE . ..o Hull —Aylmer ...................... Lib.
Ménard, REal .. ... Hochelaga— Maisonneuve............ BQ

Mercier, Paul . ... Terrebonne— Blainville .............. BQ
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Political
Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
Normand, Hon. Gilbert, Secretary of State (Agriculture and Agri—Food)(Fisheriesand  ggj|echasse— Etchemins—

OCEANS) .« vttt et Montmagny — L’Islet ................ Lib.
Paradis, DENiS. . ... Brome— MissisQuoi ................. Lib.
Patry, Bernard ... ... ... Pierrefonds—Dollard ................ Lib.
Paron, GIllES—A. . .. oo Riviere—des-Mille-iles................ BQ
Pettigrew, Hon. Pierre S., Minister of Human ResourcesDevelopment .............. Papineau— Saint-Denis .............. Lib.
Picard, Pauling . . ... o Drummond .......................... BQ
Plamondon, LOUIS . . ...t e Bas-Richelieu— Nicolet— Bécancour . BQ
Price, David . ... Compton— Stanstead ................ PC
Robillard, Hon. Lucienne, Minister of Citizenshipand Immigration................. Westmount — Ville-Marie ............ Lib.
ROChEIEAL, YVES . . oo Trois-Rivieres ....................... BQ
Saada, Jacques, Parliamentary Secretary to Solicitor Generalof Canada ............. Brossard— LaPrairie................. Lib.
SEUHEN, GUY . .o Abitibi — Baie-James— Nunavik. . . ... Lib.
Sauvageau, Benoit . .. ... . Repentigny ...t BQ
St—HIlaire, Caroling . . . ..o Longueuil ......... ... ... ...l BQ
St-JaCqUES, DIANE . . . o Shefford .............. PC
Thibeault, Y olande, Assistant Deputy Chairman of Committeesof theWhole . ... .... Saint—Lambert ....................... Lib.
Tremblay, StEphan .. ... .. Lac-Saint=Jean ...................... BQ
Tremblay, SUZaNNE . .. ... . Rimouski — Mitis.................... BQ
TUrp, Daniel ... Beauharnois— Salaberry .............. BQ
VENNE PIEITEE . ... Saint—Bruno — Saint—Hubert .......... BQ

SASKATCHEWAN (14)
Axworthy, Chris ... . Saskatoon — Rosetown — Biggar ... . .. NDP
Baley, ROy ... Souris— MooseMountain ............ Ref.
BreitkreUuz, Garry . .. ... Yorkton—Melville .................. Ref.
Goodale, Hon. Ralph E., Minister of Natural Resources and Minister responsiblefor

theCanadianWheatBoard . ......... ... Wascana ............ccoiiii Lib.
Kerpan, Allan . . ... Blackstrap . ... Ref.
Konrad, DErreK . ... PrinceAlbert ........................ Ref.
Laliberte, RIiCK . ... ChurchillRiver ...................... NDP
MOITISON, LB . . . e CypressHills— Grasslands. ........... Ref.
NYStrom, HON. LOMNE .. ... e Regina— Qu'Appéelle ................ NDP
Pankiw, JIM oo Saskatoon— Humboldt ............... Ref.
Proctor, DIiCK . ... Paliser..........cooi NDP
RItZ, GOy .t Battlefords— Lloydminster ........... Ref.
S0lOMON, JONN . . .o Regina— Lumsden — LakeCentre. . . .. NDP
VEIACO, MaUICE . . ..o e e Wanuskewin. ..............coovvnnn... Ref.

YUKON (1)

Hardy, LOUISE . . ... YUKON ..o NDP
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LIST OF STANDING AND SUB-COMMITTEES
(As of October 30th, 1998 — 1st Session, 36th Parliament)

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS AND NORTHERN DEVELOPMENT

Chairman: Guy St—Julien Vice-Chairmen:
Peter Adams Louise Hardy Gerad Keddy Mike Scott (16)
Claude Bachand David Iftody Judi Longfield Myron Thompson
John Bryden Nancy Karetak—Lindell Lawrence O'Brien Bryon Wilfert
Ghidain Fournier
Associate Members
Cliff Breitkreuz Bill Casey Reed Elley Gilles Perron
René Canuel Pierre de Savoye Maurice Godin Maurice Vellacott
Serge Cardin Gordon Earle Rick Laliberte
AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD
Chairman: John Harvard Vice-Chairmen:
Howard Hilstrom
Hélene Alarie Denis Coderre Larry McCormick Dick Proctor (16)
Paul Bonwick Odina Desrochers Joe McGuire Paul Steckle
Rick Borotsik Jake Hoeppner Denis Paradis Rose-Marie Ur
Garry Breitkreuz
Associate Members
Peter Adams Rick Casson Réjean Lefebvre Greg Thompson
Leon Benoit Michelle Dockrill Lorne Nystrom Myron Thompson
Pierre Brien Allan Kerpan John Solomon
CANADIAN HERITAGE
Chairman: Clifford Lincoln Vice-Chairmen:
Ted McWhinney
Mauril Bélanger Joe Jordan Eric Lowther Jim Pankiw (16)
Paul Bonwick Raymond Lavigne DennisMills Caroline St—Hilaire
Sarmite Bulte Wendy Lill Mark Muise Suzanne Tremblay
John Godfrey
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Serge Cardin Monique Guay Pat O’Brien
André Bachand Denis Coderre Albina Guarnieri Louis Plamondon
Claude Bachand Antoine Dubé Rick Laliberte George Proud
Rick Borotsik Maurice Dumas Francine Lalonde Benoit Sauvageau
Cliff Breitkreuz Gordon Earle Peter MacK ay Elsie Wayne
Pierre Brien Christiane Gagnon
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CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION

Chairman: Rey Pagtakhan Vice-Chairs: Leon Benoit
Raymonde Folco
Mark Assad Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Patrick Martin Réal Ménard (26)
Jean Augustine Sophia Leung John McKay Jack Ramsay
Paul DeVillers Steve Mahoney Grant McNally Andrew Telegdi
Norman Doyle
Associate Members
Claude Bachand Serge Cardin Louise Hardy Diane St-Jacques
Bernard Bigras Libby Davies Deepak Obhrai Daniel Turp
Pierre Brien Monique Guay Benoit Sauvageau
ENVIRONMENT AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT
Chairman: Charles Caccia Vice-Chairmen: Bill Gilmour
Karen Kraft Sloan
Sarkis Assadourian Yvon Charbonneau Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Rick Laliberte (16)
Gérard Asselin Paul Forseth John Herron David Pratt
Aileen Carroll Roger Gallaway Joe Jordan Paddy Torsney
Rick Casson
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Pierre Brien Maurice Godin Nelson Riis
Peter Adams Chuck Cadman Louise Hardy Benoit Sauvageau
Hélene Alarie Serge Cardin Gar Knutson Peter Stoffer
Leon Benoit John Duncan David Price Stéphan Tremblay
Bernard Bigras
FINANCE
Chairman: Maurizio Bevilacqua Vice-Chairs: Nick Discepola
Dick Harris
Carolyn Bennett Roger Gallaway Gary Pillitteri Monte Solberg (16)
Scott Brison Sophia Leung Karen Redman Paul Szabo
Odina Desrochers Yvan Loubier Nelson Riis Tony Valeri

Ken Epp

Diane Ablonczy
Rob Anders
Chris Axworthy
Rick Borotsik
Pierre Brien
Serge Cardin
Norman Doyle
Claude Drouin

Antoine Dubé
Paul Forseth

Jocelyne Girard-Bujold

John Herron
Dale Johnston
Jim Jones
Jason Kenney
Stan Keyes

Associate Members

Francine Lalonde
Peter MacKay
Alexa McDonough
Bob Mills

Lynn Myers

Lorne Nystrom
Gilles Perron

Pauline Picard
Charlie Power
Gerry Ritz

Yves Rocheleau
John Solomon
Stéphan Tremblay
Pierrette Venne




FISHERIES AND OCEANS
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Chairman: Charles Hubbard Vice-Chairmen: John Cummins
Carmen Provenzano
Yvan Bernier Gar Knutson Bill Matthews Lou Sekora (16)
Claude Drouin Gary Lunn Lawrence O'Brien Paul Steckle
Wayne Easter Keith Martin Yves Rocheleau Peter Stoffer
Nancy Karetak—Lindell
Associate Members
Gilles Bernier Ghislain Fournier Denis Paradis Mike Scott
René Canuel Bill Gilmour Svend Robinson Angela Vautour
Paul Forseth Philip Mayfield
FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND INTERNATIONAL TRADE

Chairman: Bill Graham Vice-Chairs: Colleen Beaumier
Sarkis Assadourian Maud Debien Jerry Pickard Bob Speller (18)
Jean Augustine Sheila Finestone Julian Reed Darrel Stinson
André Bachand Bernard Patry Svend Robinson Daniel Turp
John Cannis Charlie Penson Benoit Sauvageau

Associate Members
Claude Bachand Aileen Carroll Patrick Martin Charlie Power
Bill Blaikie Raymonde Folco Ted McWhinney Nelson Riis
Paul Bonwick Gurmant Grewal Paul Mercier John Solomon
Claudette Bradshaw Monique Guay Robert Nault Diane St-Jacques
Sarmite Bulte René Laurin Lorne Nystrom Chuck Strahl
Murray Calder Richard Marceau Deepak Obhrai Stéphan Tremblay
Serge Cardin Keith Martin
SUB-COMMITTEE ON HUMAN RIGHTS AND INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

Chair: Colleen Beaumier
Jean Augustine Claudette Bradshaw Sheila Finestone Svend Robinson 9
Paul Bonwick Maud Debien Keith Martin Diane St-Jacques

SUB-COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE,
TRADE DISPUTES AND INVESTMENT

Chairman: Sarmite Bulte
Sarkis Assadourian Bill Blaikie Raymonde Folco Benoit Sauvageau 9
André Bachand Murray Calder Charlie Penson Bob Speller
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HEALTH
Chair: Joseph Volpe Vice-Chairs: Reed Elley
Denis Paradis
Bernard Bigras Ovid Jackson Robert Nault Rose-Marie Ur (16)
Elinor Caplan Dan McTeague Pauline Picard Maurice Vellacott
Aileen Carroll MariaMinna Greg Thompson Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Grant Hill
Associate Members
Pierre Brien Pierre de Savoye Christiane Gagnon Réal Ménard
Serge Cardin Antoine Dubé John Herron Lynn Myers
Libby Davies Michelle Dockrill Keith Martin Caroline St—Hilaire
HUMAN RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT AND THE STATUS OF PERSONSWITH DISABILITIES
Chairman: Albina Guarnieri Vice-Chairs: Dale Johnston
Bryon Wilfert
Diane Ablonczy Brenda Chamberlain Libby Davies Larry McCormick (18)
Bernard Bigras Hec Clouthier Jean Dubé John O’ Rellly
Claudette Bradshaw Denis Coderre Christiane Gagnon Maurice Vellacott
Bonnie Brown Paul Créte John Godfrey
Associate Members
Yvan Bernier Michelle Dockrill Deborah Grey Lorne Nystrom
Pierre Brien Antoine Dubé Wendy Lill Yves Rocheleau
Serge Cardin Maurice Dumas Richard Marceau Diane St-Jacques
Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Patrick Martin Stéphan Tremblay
Bev Degjarlais Yvon Godin Réal Ménard Angela Vautour
INDUSTRY
Chair: Susan Whelan Vice-Chairmen: Eugéne Bellemare
Rahim Jaffer
Chris Axworthy Jim Jones Walt Lastewka Jim Pankiw (16)
Sue Barnes Stan Keyes Eric Lowther Janko Perié
Antoine Dubé Francine Lalonde lan Murray Alex Shepherd
Marlene Jennings
Associate Members
Peter Adams Serge Cardin Philip Mayfield Benoit Sauvageau
Héléne Alarie Jean Dubé Réal Ménard Werner Schmidt
Pierre Brien Christiane Gagnon Nelson Riis John Solomon
Chuck Cadman Jocelyne Girard-Bujold
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JUSTICE AND HUMAN RIGHTS

Chair: Shaughnessy Cohen Vice-Chairmen: Chuck Cadman
John Maloney
Jim Abbott Paul DeVillers Peter MacKay John McKay (16)
Reg Alcock lvan Grose Peter Mancini John Reynolds
Eleni Bakopanos Derek Lee Richard Marceau Jacques Saada
Michel Bellehumeur
Associate Members
Bernard Bigras Jim Gouk Keith Martin Caroline St—Hilaire
Pierre Brien Michel Guimond Réal Ménard Diane St-Jacques
Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral Louise Hardy Mark Muise Darrel Stinson
Pierre de Savoye Dick Harris Jack Ramsay Randy White
Christiane Gagnon Jay Hill Svend Robinson
LIAISON

Chairman: Vice-Chairmen:
Peter Adams Sheila Finestone Charles Hubbard Brent St. Denis (20)
Maurizio Bevilacqua Bill Graham Clifford Lincoln Guy St-Julien
Raymond Bonin Gurmant Grewal Gurbax Malhi Joe Volpe
Charles Caccia Albina Guarnieri Pat O'Brien Susan Whelan
Shaughnessy Cohen John Harvard Rey Pagtakhan John Williams

NATIONAL DEFENCE AND VETERANS AFFAIRS

Chairman: Pat O'Brien Vice-Chairmen:
Rob Anders Maurice Godin Judi Longfield George Proud (16)
Robert Bertrand Peter Goldring John O’ Rellly John Richardson
Hec Clouthier René Laurin David Price Bob Wood
Gordon Earle

Associate Members

Leon Benoit Monique Guay Patrick Martin Pierrette Venne
Pierre Brien Peter Mancini Daniel Turp Elsie Wayne

Serge Cardin
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NATURAL RESOURCES AND GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS

Chairman: Brent St. Denis Vice-Chairmen: Dave Chatters
Benoit Serré
Réginald Bélair Pierre de Savoye Tony lanno Carolyn Parrish (16)
Gilles Bernier John Duncan Marlene Jennings Carmen Provenzano
Gerry Byrne Yvon Godin Ghidlain Lebel Werner Schmidt
Roy Cullen

Associate Members

Jim Abbott René Canuel Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Nelson Riis
Hélene Alarie Serge Cardin Jim Jones Darrel Stinson
Chris Axworthy Jean-Guy Chrétien Gerald Keddy Angela Vautour
Cliff Breitkreuz Michelle Dockrill Réjean Lefebvre Pierrette Venne
Pierre Brien Ghidain Fournier Gilles Perron

PROCEDURE AND HOUSE AFFAIRS

Chairman: Peter Adams Vice-Chairs: Marlene Catterall
Chuck Strahl
George Baker Joe Fontana Bob Kilger John Richardson (16)
Stéphane Bergeron Gurmant Grewal Gar Knutson John Solomon
Yvon Charbonneau André Harvey Lynn Myers Randy White

Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral

Associate Members

Michel Bellehumeur Michelle Dockrill Jay Hill Bill Matthews

Bill Blaikie Norman Doyle Joe Jordan Grant McNally
Don Boudria Deborah Grey René Laurin Réal Ménard
Garry Breitkreuz Mac Harb Steve Mahoney Suzanne Tremblay
Elinor Caplan

SUB-COMMITTEE ON MEMBERS SERVICES
Chairman: Randy White

Garry Breitkreuz Norman E. Doyle Bob Kilger John Solomon (6)
Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral

SUB-COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE MEMBERS BUSINESS
Chair: Lynn Myers

William Blaikie Deborah Grey André Harvey Joe Jordan (6)
Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral

SUB-COMMITTEE ON THE SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE
Chairman: Bob Kilger

Stéphane Bergeron Don Boudria André Harvey Randy White (6)
Bill Blaikie




PUBLIC ACCOUNTS
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Chairman: John Williams Vice-Chairmen: lvan Grose
Lynn Myers
Mark Assad Paul Forseth Philip Mayfield Beth Phinney 17)
Eugéne Bellemare Mac Harb Lorne Nystrom Jerry Pickard
Serge Cardin Jason Kenney Gilles Perron Elsie Wayne
John Finlay Steve Mahoney
Associate Members
Roy Bailey Odina Desrochers Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Derrek Konrad
Garry Breitkreuz Michelle Dockrill Gurmant Grewal Ghidlain Lebel
Scott Brison Antoine Dubé Michel Guimond Peter Stoffer
Rick Casson Christiane Gagnon Jim Jones Pierrette Venne
Bev Degjarlais
TRANSPORT
Chairman: Raymond Bonin Vice-Chairmen: Roy Cullen
Lee Morrison
Rob Anders Bill Casey Claude Drouin Stan Keyes (16)
Roy Bailey Bev Degjarlais Michel Guimond Paul Mercier
Murray Calder Stan Dromisky Ovid Jackson Lou Sekora
John Cannis
Associate Members
Chris Axworthy Pierre Brien Maurice Dumas Yves Rocheleau
Yvan Bernier Serge Cardin Ghislain Fournier Elsie Wayne
Rick Borotsik Paul Créte Rick Laliberte
STANDING JOINT COMMITTEES
LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT
Joint Chairmen: Eymard G. Corbin Joint Vice-Chairman: Roy Bailey
Gurbax Malhi
Representing the Senate: Representing the House of Commons:
The Honourable Senators
Roch Bolduc Normand Grimard Marlene Catterall Philip Mayfield (21
Jerahmiel S. Grafstein Louis J. Robichaud Hec Clouthier Paul Mercier
John Finlay Louis Plamondon
Deborah Grey David Price
Jim Karygiannis Karen Redman
Raymond Lavigne Jacques Saada
Wendy Lill Brent St. Denis

Associate Members

Libby Davies Maurice Dumas
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OFFICIAL LANGUAGES

Joint Chairs: Rose-Marie Losier—Cool Vice-Chairmen: Inky Mark
Sheila Finestone Denis Paradis

Representing the Senate: Representing the House of Commons:

The Honourable Senators

Gérald A. Beaudoin Jean—Claude Rivest Mauril Bélanger Ted McWhinney (24)

Jean—Robert Gauthier Fernand Robichaud Eugéne Bellemare Va Meredith

Serge Joyal Louis J. Robichaud Claudette Bradshaw Mark Muise

Noé A. Kinsella Denis Coderre Louis Plamondon
Peter Goldring Suzanne Tremblay
Bob Kilger Angela Vautour
Dan McTeague

Associate Members

Pierre Brien Yvon Godin
Maurice Dumas Lorne Nystrom

SCRUTINY OF REGULATIONS

Joint Chairs: Céline Hervieux—Payette Joint Vice-Chairman: Derek Lee
Gurmant Grewal

Representing the Senate: Representing the House of Commons:
The Honourable Senators
Normand Grimard Léonce Mercier Roy Bailey Gurbax Malhi (23)
William M. Kelly Wilfred P. Moore John Bryden John Maloney
P. Derek Lewis Bill Casey lan Murray
Paul DeVillers Lorne Nystrom
Ken Epp Jacques Saada
Jim Gouk Pierrette Venne
Marlene Jennings Tom Wappel
Ghidlain Lebel

Associate Members

Chris Axworthy Michel Guimond
Michel Bellehumeur Richard Marceau
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SPECIAL JOINT COMMITTEE
CHILD CUSTODY AND ACCESS

Joint Chairs: Landon Pearson
Roger Gallaway
Representing the Senate: Representing the House of Commons:
The Honourable Senators
Erminie J. Cohen Mabel M. DeWare Eleni Bakopanos Judi Longfield (23)
Joan Cook Duncan J. Jessiman Carolyn Bennett Eric Lowther
Anne C. Cools Marian Maloney Robert Bertrand Peter Mancini
Madeleine Dalphond-Guira Philip William Mayfield
Sheila Finestone Denis Paradis
Paul E. Forseth Caroline St-Hilaire
John Harvard Diane St-Jacques

Nancy Karetak—Lindell
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The Speaker

HON. GILBERT PARENT

Panels of Chairmen of Legislative Committees

The Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees of the Whole

MR. PETER MILLIKEN

The Deputy Chairman of Committees of the Whole

MR. IAN MCcCLELLAND

The Assistant Deputy Chairman of Commitees of the Whole

MRS. YOLANDE THIBEAULT



The Right Hon. Jean Chrétien
The Hon. Herb Gray

The Hon. Lloyd Axworthy
TheHon. David M. Collenette
The Hon. David Anderson
The Hon. Ralph E. Goodale

The Hon. Sheila Copps
TheHon. Sergio Marchi
The Hon. John Manley
TheHon. Diane Marleau

TheHon. Paul Martin

The Hon. Arthur C. Eggleton
TheHon. Marcel Massé
TheHon. Anne McLellan
TheHon. Allan Rock
TheHon. Lawrence MacAulay
TheHon. Christine Stewart
The Hon. Alfonso Gagliano
TheHon. Lucienne Robillard
TheHon. Fred Mifflin

TheHon. Jane Stewart
The Hon. Stéphane Dion

TheHon. Pierre S. Pettigrew

The Hon. Don Boudria

TheHon. Alasdair Graham
TheHon. LyleVanclief

The Hon. Harbance Singh Dhaliwal
The Hon. Andy Scott

The Hon. Ethel Blondin—-Andrew
The Hon. Raymond Chan

The Hon. Martin Cauchon

The Hon. Hedy Fry

The Hon. David Kilgour
TheHon. Jim Peterson
TheHon. Ronald J. Duhamel

TheHon. Andrew Mitchell
TheHon. Gilbert Normand
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THE MINISTRY

Accordingto precedence

PrimeMinister

Deputy Prime Minister

Minister of Foreign Affairs
Minister of Transport

Minister of Fisheriesand Oceans

Minister of Natural Resourcesand Minister responsiblefor the Canadian
Wheat Board

Minister of Canadian Heritage

Minister for International Trade

Minister of Industry

Minister for International Cooperation and Minister responsiblefor Franco-
phonie

Minister of Finance

Minister of National Defence

President of the Treasury Board and Minister responsiblefor Infrastructure
Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada

Minister of Health

Minister of Labour

Minister of the Environment

Minister of Public Worksand Government Services

Minister of Citizenship and Immigration

Minister of Veterans Affairsand Secretary of State (Atlantic Canada Op-
portunitiesAgency)

Minister of Indian Affairsand Northern Devel opment

President of the Queen’ s Privy Council for Canadaand Minister of Inter-
governmental Affairs

Minister of Human Resources Devel opment

L eader of the Government in the House of Commons

L eader of the Government in the Senate

Minister of Agriculture and Agri—Food

Minister of National Revenue

Solicitor General of Canada

Secretary of State (Children and Y outh)

Secretary of State(Asia—Pacific)

Secretary of State (Economic Development Agency of Canadafor the Re-
gions of Quebec)

Secretary of State (Multiculturalism) (Status of WWomen)

Secretary of State (Latin Americaand Africa)

Secretary of State (International Financial I nstitutions)

Secretary of State (Science, Research and Devel opment) (Western Econom-
icDiversification)

Secretary of State (Parks)

Secretary of State (Agriculture and Agri—Food)(Fisheriesand Oceans)
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PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARIES

Gar Knutson
Julian Reed

Stan Dromisky
WayneEaster
Gerry Byrne
Mauril Bélanger
Bob Speller
WaltLastewka
ClaudetteBradshaw
Tony Valeri
Robert Bertrand
Tony lanno
Eleni Bakopanos
Elinor Caplan
BrendaChamberlain
Paddy Torsney
CarolynParrish
Andrew Telegdi
Bob Wood
David Iftody
Reg Alcock

Bonnie Brown
Peter Adams
JoeMcGuire

Beth Phinney

Jacques Saada

to PrimeMinister

to Minister of Foreign Affairs

to Minister of Transport

to Minister of Fisheriesand Oceans

to Minister of Natural Resources

to Minister of Canadian Heritage

to Minister for International Trade

to Minister of Industry

to Minister for International Cooperation

to Minister of Finance

to Minister of National Defence

to President of the Treasury Board

to Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada
to Minister of Health

to Minister of Labour

to Minister of the Environment

to Minister of Public Works and Government Services
to Minister of Citizenship and Immigration

to Minister of VeteransAffairs

to Minister of Indian Affairsand Northern Devel opment

to President of the Queen’ s Privy Council for Canadaand Minister of Inter-

governmental Affairs

to Minister of Human Resources Devel opment

to Leader of the Government in the House of Commons
to Minister of Agriculture and Agri—Food

to Minister of National Revenue

to Solicitor General of Canada
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