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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Friday, November 19, 1999

The House met at 10 am.

Prayers

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

® (1000)
[English]

CIVIL INTERNATIONAL SPACE STATION AGREEMENT
IMPLEMENTATION ACT

The House proceeded to the consideration of Bill C-4, an act to
implement the agreement among the Government of Canada,
Governments of Member States of the European Space Agency, the
Government of Japan, the Government of the Russian Federation,
and the Government of the United States of America concerning
co-operation on the civil international space station and to make
related amendments to other acts, as reported (with amendment)
from the committee.

Hon. Lawrence MacAulay (for the Minister of Industry,
Lib.) moved that the bill be concurred in.

(Motion agreed to)

Hon. Lawrence MacAulay (for the Minister of Industry,
Lib.) moved that the bill be read the third time and passed.

Mr. John Cannis (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Industry, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is with great pleasure today that |
rise to begin third reading of Bill C-4, the civil international space
station agreement implementation act.

® (1005)

As my colleagues in the House will recall from the second
reading debate, the international space station is the world's most
ambitious civil undertaking in the area of science and technology.
Canada is honoured and privileged to have played a very crucial
and central role in this program.

Over 40 flights of the U.S. space shuttle will be required to loft
this impressive outpost of humanity into orbit. Canada has already
embarked on this exciting adventure.

CSA astronaut Julie Payette flew to the space station in May of
this year. Next year, CSA astronauts Marc Garneau and Chris
Hadfield are scheduled to participate in missions to the space
station, ultimately delivering Canada’s principle contribution: the
mobile servicing system, Canada’s next generation, state of the art
space robot.

A project of such scope and grandeur required the definition of a
very elaborate management regime, negotiated over several years
and laid out in detail in the international agreement. This multilat-
eral treaty brings together 15 participating nations in atruly global
space station partnership.

In short, Bill C-4 implements our commitments under the
international agreement by bringing Canadian legidlation in line
with that agreement. Let me point out that much of this text can be
implemented directly without changes to the existing law. In other
areas changes were clearly necessary.

First, and most importantly, Bill C-4 extends the application of
Canada’s criminal code to the Canadians onboard the space station
and, in exceptional circumstances, to foreign nationals as well.
Thisis similar in principle to the other extraterritorial applications
of the crimina code, for example on high-sea oil drilling plat-
forms.

Clearly, however, there is something new and exciting about
extending the application of the Canadalaw beyond the immediate
borders of our planet. As the space station partners defined the
legal regime of the first truly international, collaborative, crewed
space vehicle, Canada was at the very heart of those discussions.
Through Bill C-4, Canada will enact into law the principles it
helped define.

The hill also ensures, for example, that Canadian law appliesto
Canadians travelling to and from the space station, rather than the
law of the carrying countries.

Bill C-4 aso ensures that information essential to meeting our
space station commitments is available to the Canadian govern-
ment and that any information provided to meet those commit-
ments is used exclusively for that and only that purpose.

My colleagues will also recall that during second reading in the
House, every party spoke strongly in favour of this outstanding
project and Canada’'s unique role, of course. During our committee
sessions, we were able to move quickly and, let me say, compe-
tently through the bill.
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| must take a moment now to thank my colleagues from both
sides of the House, in particular the members of the Standing
Committee on Industry, for their strong support behind the passage
of the legidation. The members of the committee co-operated
efficiently and while taking an earnest interest in the bill and the
ISS program did not delay its passage.

One amendment was proposed by the committee to section 10 of
the bill, an amendment which would ensure that any amendments
to the intergovernmental agreement would be laid before parlia-
ment so that we are made aware of the evolving nature of Canada's
ISS related commitments.

Although technical in nature, this implementing legislation is a
crucial step on the path toward the ratification of the intergovern-
mental agreement. Canada made a clear commitment to the space
station when it signed the agreement in January 1998. Ratification
will clear the path for Canada and ultimately for all space station
partners and open anew era of space exploration: the operation and
utilization of the world's largest permanently inhabited laboratory
station.

It is with great pride, Mr. Speaker, that | ask you today to help
bring this remarkable project to aclose and make it indeed areality.

Mr. Charlie Penson (Peace River, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, | am
very happy today to participate in the debate on Bill C-4.

® (1010)

Thebill isnow at third reading. The Reform Party isinterested in
having this pass the House, proceed to the Senate and receive royal
assent so that we can implement Canada’s obligation under the
agreement we signed with the other parties to this agreement.

It is my pleasure today to speak to Bill C-4, which the Reform
Party supports very heartily. It isanew and exciting frontier which
Canada is privileged to participate in.

Bill C-4 implements the agreement that Canada signed |ast year
with the United States, Japan, Russia and 11 countries of the
European Union. The agreement formulates Canada’s participation
in the international space station.

The space station isabold and exciting project which has nations
around the world working together in a spirit of co-operation rather
than rivalry. We have moved to a new point in our world devel op-
ment where we are seeing more and more international co-opera-
tion on many projects. | certainly welcome it.

This is quite different than the environment that existed only 10
years ago when the collapse of the Soviet Union brought anew era
to world peace and world co-operation. We need to welcome that
spirit of co-operation that exists today. We know what happened
when we had 50 or more years of cold war and the difficulties that

led to, including the Berlin wall which divided East and West
Germany. We have seen in the papers just recently the 10 year
anniversary of the fall of the great wall. It signified a change in
direction that was very welcomein terms of international co-opera-
tion.

| believe this is a step that will enhance co-operation. We will
have the ability to study our globe from the outlook of the space
station orbiting above the earth. | think this will be very beneficial
to Canada.

We have this spirit of co-operation. It is the largest science and
technology project in the history of humanity. Canadians should be
proud of the role we are playing and will continue to play in this
key role of its development.

In its final form, the station will cover an area as large as a
football field, weigh 450 tonnes and be clearly visible in the night
sky as it orbits the earth.

More and more young people are interested in astronomy and
have telescopes to observe the different constellations and stars. |
think it will be interesting that they will see pictures coming back
from the space station. They will see pictures of Canada'sinvolve-
ment in building the space station. They will also be able to use
their telescopes to see the space station in the night sky as it orbits
the earth and does its good work.

The habitation modules and the laboratories will accommodate a
permanent international crew of seven astronauts dedicated to
advancements in areas of biotechnology, engineering, earth ob-
servations and telecommunications. Those are all key areas in
which Canada is striving to develop new technology.

In my capacity as the critic for the area of industry, these are all
areas that we recognize in Canada as areas of growth for Canadian
business. The telecommunications industry is one that Canada is
very, very good at. Nortel comes to mind as a case in point.
According to an announcement last week, it is expanding right here
in the Ottawa.

Telecommunications in a large country like Canada is a very
important aspect. We are now able to have satellite phones with
connectionsin the Arctic. It does not really matter wherewelivein
Canada these days, we can develop a home based business because
of the ability of Canadians to be able to use the new technologies
that are developed through telecommunications. | suggest that will
be enhanced by the Canadian involvement in the space station. |
would think companies like Nortel and others could take advantage
of the space station to develop new technologies, try them out,
deliver them to the Canadian space station and apply the scientific
results that accrue from that.

The area of biotechnology is avery big industry in Canada these
days. | know there is work being done at the University of Alberta



November 19, 1999

COMMONS DEBATES

1481

in Edmonton. It has an expanding role in agriculture, but not just
agriculture, and it is certainly onethat | believe is going to serve us
well into the future.

® (1015)

Again, this is an opportunity for Canadian companies to have a
vehicle for research and development, perhaps with some co-op-
eration through the labs that are on board with the United States
and Russia

In terms of Earth observation, | will be speaking to that a bit
later, but | see that as an important aspect of this as well.

| am pleased to say that the Reform Party will support the speedy
passage of the bill. | recognize that there is some urgency in getting
it passed quickly to meet the commitments that we have made to
our partners in this project.

| have to say, though, that we have some concern about the way
these international agreements are developed and the role that the
House of Commons plays, or in this case does not play, in the
development of those agreements. | am not speaking only about
international agreements, | am also speaking about agreements
such as the one that was made between the government and the
Nisga a people where there has been very little consultation in
places like British Columbia. Even here in parliament the govern-
ment brings the Nisga'a deal to us and has us rubber stamp it
without amendment.

We have concerns about the way these agreements are devel-
oped. | know the former minister for international trade, Mr.
Marchi, decided that it was important to consult civil society.
Therefore, | think thereis anew era developing in Canadain terms
of how we develop international agreements. The only reason | am
talking about it in light of the space station bill is that it is just
another example of an agreement that is brought here. | know that
amendments can and are being made in this particular case, but the
basic agreement was put in place and brought here with the intent
that parliament would just approve it and not ater it in any
meaningful way.

In this particular case | do not think we need to alter it in any
substantial way, but parliament would like to have the ability to do
that and not just act as a rubber stamp for government. That is a
concern that we have in the Reform Party.

The leader of the Reform Party, the hon. member for Calgary
Southwest, and many of my colleagues have a keen interest in the
area of space development. It isthe new frontier. It isafrontier that
is probably comparable in many waysto the industrial revolution, a
frontier that was opened up by the steam boat and trains back in the
early 1800sin England, eventually leading to development all over
the world, in particular North America. We know what happened
when the steam locomotive was developed, how it opened up
Canada and the United States.
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| had a distant relative who was involved in developing and in
fact was credited with being the first person to manufacture the
first locomotive and the first railway, George Stephenson, which
took place in northern England in the Newcastle area. He observed
that there was rail track on which coal cars were hauling coal from
the mines to the ocean for export. Those coal cars were being
pulled by oxen. At the same time there were stream pumps being
used in the mines.

My great great uncle was a 10 year old boy working in the mine.
His job eventually led to making sure the steam pump worked to
pump the water out of the mine. This man had a son, his only son,
Robert Stephenson, who became famous in his own right. He had
enough money to send his son to school. That was not a common
occurrence in those days in early England.

It is very significant that George Stephenson was illiterate. He
wasthe man who devel oped the steam locomoative which opened up
the world in terms of having railways across Canada, the United
States, Brazil and Europe, which enabled us to have speedy
transportation. He scraped every cent together so that he could send
his son Robert to school. Robert came home with his books and
George Stephenson learned to read and write with the help of his
eight year old son. It isavery interesting story. His son went on to
do famous things. They worked together on the improved model of
the steam locomoative, the rocket, which is till on display in
northern England. Robert Stephenson built railways al over the
world. He built the railway bridge, the first bridge across the St.
Lawrence River in Canada, which was called the Victoria Bridge.
The bridge has been rebuilt and remains in the same location.

® (1020)

A number of us in the Reform Party are interested in this new
technology. | suggest that it is not much different from what
happened in the early days of the steam locomotive and the
industrial revolution. We are on the verge of a launch into space.
We are on the verge of being able to observe our planet much better
with our involvement in the space station and we will learn a lot
more about ourselves in the process.

| had the opportunity a couple of years ago to visit the NASA
space science centre in Houston. | saw some of the rockets that
boosted some of the early satellites into orbit, as well as the early
shuttles. | marvelled at the technology.

It is an exciting frontier. In 1957 Russia sent the first satellite,
Sputnik, into orbit and now we are co-operating with that very
country, which was formerly a communist country. Russia had a
tremendous differencein philosophy from that of the United States
and Canada. In just over 40 years we have moved from the first
satellite in orbit to co-operating with Russia to build the interna-
tional space station.
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We have to be thankful that Russiaisinvolved in this project. It
has the ability with its rockets to send up alot of the material that is
needed to build this very big space station. It takes alot of capacity
to do that. Russia has that capacity. Even though it is having some
difficulty these days financialy, we think it is going to meet its
commitments in delivering its part of the space station into orbit.

We have to be thankful to Russia for another reason. When it
joined the international space station project it insisted that the
orbit of the space station would fly on a more northerly route from
time to time. Over a period of one month the international space
station will vary its orbit from 52° south to 52° north. That is very
good news for Canada because it will fly over parts of Canada
where it probably would not have flown if Russia had not insisted
that devel opment take place. It wants to observe its country as well
and it is basically on the same latitude as Canada.

The space station will be angled. It will be 400 kilometres above
the earth, and at 52° latitude we will be able to see abig part of our
country and observe what is happening.

Before | get to the reasons we are supporting this bill, | will
provide listeners with a bit of background as to when and how the
space station got its start. Its history goes back to 1984. President
Reagan of the United States directed NASA to develop and place
into orbit a permanently manned space station. At the time,
President Reagan invited friends and alies to participate in its
development and to share in its benefits.

People may remember President Reagan talking about the star
wars concept at the same time. That has not actually developed in
any meaningful way, but the space station is a survivor. The first
section of the space station has already been delivered into orbit
and different components are going to be set up and joined together
shortly.

At the Quebec summit in March 1985, Canada accepted the
invitation to confirm Canada’s interest in the co-operation at a
summit meeting in Washington the following year. At the same
time, various other countries expressed interest in the project and
over the years signed memorandums of understanding.

® (1025)

It was recognized that Russia could greatly enhance the capabili-
ties of the space station. Not only doesit have the boost capacity, it
has along list of accomplishmentsin the area of human space flight
and missions of long duration. Russian astronauts have been in
space for long periods of time and that has greatly enhanced our
ability to study whether we can have permanent life on space
stations in the future.

On December 6, 1993 Russia was invited to take part in the
project. Arrangements were then made for co-operation on human

space flight activities, including the Russia and United States Mir
shuttle program, to prepare for the building of the space station.

Russiawill derive benefitsfrom thisas well. Russiaisavery big
country. Now that the Soviet Union has broken up, we naturally
think that Canada must be the largest country in the world. Large
parts of the Soviet Union broke away from Russia when the
mentality of the eastern bloc started to come apart. We know of
countries such as Ukraine which claimed independence on its own.
However, we have to recognize that even though that happened,
Russia is till twice as big as Canada, and Canada is the second
biggest country in the world. We have much land and water to view
from the space station, but Russia has even more and | know its
people would be greatly interested in using the space station to do
that. In fact, they are building a science lab of their own to perform
scientific studies.

On January 29, 1998 the countries got together and signed the
civil international space station agreement which established a
framework for the design, development, operation and utilization
of the space station. Bill C-4 seeks to implement the agreement
signed last year.

The international agreement that was signed by Canada, the
United States, Japan, Russiaand 11 European countries contains 28
articles and an annex which summarizes the tasks to which the
various countries have committed themselves. In Canada’s case the
space agency will provide three elements: a mobile servicing
centre, a special purpose dexterous manipulator, the new genera-
tion Canadarm that is going to be used to put the space station
together and service it afterward, and space station unique ground
elements.

The articles lay out the objective and scope of the agreement,
international rights and obligations, ownership of the elements and
the equipment and the management of the space station. As well,
aspects of design and development are covered, theright to provide
qualified crew, transportation and right of access to the space
station and the provision of a communications network, which are
all important things that need to be settled early in the project.

Each partner will bear the cost of fulfilling its respective
responsibilities under the agreement, including sharing on an
equitable basis a common systems operating cost and activities
attributed to the operation of the space station as a whole.

My understanding is that there has been some delay in the
project because of the involvement of the United States in the lift
capacity. The space shuttle program is undergoing repair and some
of the shuttles need fairly extensive work. On the other side, the
last couple of Russian delivery rockets have failed to deliver
satellites into space and have actually burned up. There is some
work to do to make sure that these important components which
they will be lifting into orbit will be able to deliver the merchan-
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dise. It is very expensive technology that we are delivering and we
want to be absolutely sure that something does not go awry. We do
not want to have to start over again with building different modules
to replace anything that might happen to be accidentally destroyed.

Everybody is pretty hopeful that after a short delay some of these
problemswill beironed out, we will be back on track and the space
station will be developed in an orderly manner.

® (1030)

Article 19 of the agreement deals with the exchange of data and
goods. Each partner to the agreement agrees to transfer al techni-
cal data and goods considered necessary for the fulfilment of the
responsibilities of the partners. Bill C-4 actually contains provi-
sions in clause 7, giving the agreement the power to force
companies, individuals and third parties that are not in direct
contractual relationship to the crown to release information related
to the space agency.

Onemight ask why that would be necessary. It is necessary in the
event that a company working under contract to the government on
a project is bought out by another company which may be
unwilling to honour the company’s contractual obligations. The
partners did not want to be held up to ransom if that were to
happen. This is the reason for the particular clause.

Clause 8 of the hill provides safeguards to ensure that documents
so produced are not unduly communicated to other parties. Because
they will require these companies, if they are bought out, to fulfil
their contractual obligations, they want to safeguard that they will
not be produced and sent out, that the information in those
contractual arrangements will not be sort of public knowledge, and
that they would be guaranteed with some process defined in clause
8.

While the exchange of information and scientific data is crucial
to the successful development of the entire project, the protection
of intellectual property rights is aso very important. We talked
about this point in committee.

The parliamentary secretary referred to the fact that we had
pretty speedy passage in committee of Bill C-4, but when the space
agency people appeared before the committee that was one of the
questions | raised because | think it is important that intellectual
property rights or any product development in the space station be
guaranteed.

There are many partners involved in the space station and many
people from different countries working there. It is absolutely
important that any research and development that leads to product
development or new service development is not stolen. It needs to
be protected. That is the reason we were concerned that intellectual
property rights have proper protection. We were assured that was
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the case. The agreement contains article 21 which states the
following:

For the purposes of intellectual property law, an activity occurring in or on a
Space Station flight element shall be deemed to have occurred. . .in the territory of
the Partner State of that element’s registry.

If a Canadian is developing it, it is essentially protected as if it
were developed in Canada. Normal patent procedures will apply,
which means that the person or entity first filing a patent is the
owner of that intellectual property.

The bill aso contains amendments to the criminal code. The
amendments ensure that any criminal acts committed in space by a
Canadian crew member fall under Canadian law. While that is not
likely to happen, we did not know what developments could occur
there. We wanted to make that each country would try that
particular person under its own law. That isimportant for Canada’'s
well-being as well.

Canada's involvement in this matter goes goes back away.
Recently Julie Payette became the first Canadian to board the first
component of the space station. In the year 2000, which is not far
away, Marc Garneau will participate in his third space mission as a
crew member on the shuttle. He will be followed by Chris Hatfield
who will instal Canada’s space station robotic manipulator system,
the new generation Canadarm, and the main element of the mobile
servicing system. It is called MSS for short. Once installed, the
MSS will move around the space station doing assembly and repair
work.

We learn alot from nature. Even in flight itself we have learned
from nature. Here again they are sort of emulating how the
inchworm moves, and the new Canadarm will move in exactly the
sameway. It will attach itself, loop, attach to the other end and pick
up. It will be able to assemble components of the space station by
moving around the space station asif it were an inchworm doing its
work. Canadians will be able to see this happening as the space
station is developing.

® (1035)

We are also contributing a vision system for the operators of this
remote manipulator. They have to be inside the space station when
they are doing it to minimize exposure to danger. They will be
doing this from a windowless space station, so thereisaneed for a
vision system.

On the ground the MSS operation complex at the Canadian
Space Agency in Saint-Hubert, Quebec, will plan missions,
monitor the condition of the remote manipulator, and train the
space station crew in its use. The cost of designing, developing,
operating and launching the MSS into orbit is approximately $1.4
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billion over 20 years. That project actually started in 1984 <o it
includes the years 1984 to 2004.

Approximately $3 per Canadian taxpayer per year is Canada's
contribution. Although Canada’'s contribution will be $1.4 billion,
itisstill relatively small in terms of the total project at just 2.5%. It
is important nonetheless. The 1999 federal budget provides the
Canadian Space Agency with $430 million in new funds over three
years, which stabilizes the agency’s budget at $300 million per year
starting in the year 2002-03.

The scientific benefits for Canada from the space station will be
our ability to monitor the earth; to study our environment including
agriculture, crop monitoring and the Arctic ice pack; and to aid
navigation for shipping. These are all very important elements.
That is one reason we are so happy the deflection in the orbit will
take it to 52.5° north, which will probably fly over somewhere
between Red Deer and Edmonton, Alberta, on its most northerly
flight.

Canadais avery large country, as | said earlier. We have alot of
land mass and water to monitor. We want to make sure, for
example, that our environment is being protected. We will have the
ability through the Canadian space station to do just that.

In terms of agriculture and crop monitoring, we will be able to
see where areas are under stress because of lack of moisture or too
much moisture. We will see where there is stress in terms of
erosion that is affecting agriculture over the years and will design
programs to fix it. Of course that is assuming there will be any
Canadian farmers to worry about in the future. Because agriculture
isinavery tough state right now the Liberal Party needsto do some
work to make sure that Canadian farmers are here down the road in
10 years when the space station will be doing the mgjority of its
work.

| saw an interesting infrared picture one time of the Canada-U.S.
border taken from a satellite. Thisis the type of monitoring we will
be able to do. Some people asked how we could see the 49th
parallel between North Dakota, M ontana, Saskatchewan and Alber-
ta, how we could tell that was the border. We could tell because the
infrared rays picked up what types of crops were being grown.

It has to do with government policy. Government policy has its
shortcomings but one reason we can see the Canada-U.S. border is
that the United States subsidizes its grain farmers so extensively
that right up to the 49th parallel in North Dakotaand Montanagrain
crops were being grown. On the Alberta and Saskatchewan side,
the land was | eft in grass because there was not sufficient money to
encourage farmers to grown grain crops. The different colours that
showed up on the infrared picture because of the different crops
being grown showed the Canada-U.S. border for hundreds of miles.
That is the type of thing we will be able to see from the Canadian
space station.

Approximately 90% of Canada’s investment is going into con-
tracts to Canadian firms. The rest is going to universities. Since
1987 over 150 contracts have been let for automation and robotics
technology development. During the space station’s estimated 10
year lifespan Canada will be able to expand it research in micro-
gravity with applications into human disorders such as osteoporo-
sis and cancer. Canada will also continue its research into protein
crystallization in space for the medical industry.

® (1040)

A very important element in Canada's involvement is that we
have the ability to do quite abit of research to aid Canadiansin the
future in terms of important studies into subjects like osteoporosis.
A lot of the female population at a certain age suffers from this
condition. The Russians who worked in space for long periods of
time have been studied as a result, because the same conditions
exist in space and space travel where significant bone density loss
occurs if a person stays too long.

It is an important area to Canada. How that happens and what
can be done to correct it will help an aging population in Canada,
and we have an aging population as baby boomers start to work
through our system.

Cancer research is very important work that will be done by
scientists on the space station. There will be co-operation with
other countries such as the United States in its space |aboratories.

Technologies that have already resulted from our space involve-
ment include the first robotic refuelling station. When we are
spending this amount of money, $1.4 billion, people have to see
some concrete physical example of how it helps us on an everyday
basis.

We live in anorthern country. In northern Alberta, where | come
from, sometimes during the winter, in January, the temperature
reaches -40° C and even lower. We know that shopping centreswith
indoor stores help to combat the cold. In downtown Ottawa we can
go through a network of malls for several blocks.

As a northern country we need to find ways to work with the
Canadian winter. The new technology for refuelling stations being
developed by afirm in British Columbia in partnership with Shell
is doing just that. While the first development is actualy in
Cdlifornia, it is my understanding we can now drive our cars to
service stations and not even get out because a robotic system fills
the cars with fuel. | can imagine the application and benefit of that
whenitis45° below outside. We will not haveto get out of our cars
and freeze a bit in the process. There will be developments which
apply to us and have everyday application.



November 19, 1999

COMMONS DEBATES

1485

A Quebec firm applied space expertise to develop a digital
imaging system for x-rays which eliminates the need for photo-
graphic film. In addition, a company in Newfoundland has devel-
oped a sensitive skin, originally developed for space robotic
manipulators, that is now being applied to artificial limbs and even
car bumpers to control the release of airbags.

These are examples of technology we will be using on an
everyday basis. | believe many more of those kinds of advances
will be used in practical waysin our own country as aresult of this
development.

Even in the horrific wars in which Canada has been involved in
the 20th century there have been technologies and new product
developments because of the need to win which have actually
benefited Canadians in civilian use. Various examples of expertise
have been devel oped in awarring fashion. Why can we not have the
same kind of development in the peaceful co-operation that is
taking place as a result of the international space station?

| think international space station co-operation will be expanded
into the future. Although the space station’s life is scheduled to be
only about 10 years, in talking to Mac Evans, head of the Canadian
Space Agency, and others, | am told that there are components
which will be obsolete in 10 years. Because they are components, a
shuttle flight can be sent up with anew component. The old section
that has become obsol ete because of the new technologies can be
replaced with the new one. Plug it in and it becomes part of the new
space station. It will be a continual process of upgrading over time.

® (1045)

Many firms have succeeded in entering the international market
by landing contracts based on the expertise they have gained from
working on various aspects of the space project. Other firms are
helping partner countries with their own contribution to the space
station.

For example, the Ottawa company EMS Technologies recently
won a $9.5 million contract with Mitsubishi to supply electronics
for Japan's contribution to the space station. Ripples occur and
Canadians benefit beyond our own involvement. In this case we are
taking advantage of Japan's involvement by supplying it with
electronics for the space station itself.

It is clear that Canada’s involvement has produced tremendous
returns so far. Satellites are being used for telecommunications, as
| said earlier, in such areas as our very remote Arctic. | travelled in
the Arctic afew years ago with the Standing Committee on Foreign
Affairsand International Trade. People were using cell phones that
had direct linkages to satellites. They could tak to someone
thousands of miles away in the Arctic without using any wire
control telephone system. The wireless system takes advantage of
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the new technologies in space provided by our satellites. Canadais
continually putting up more satellites to increase this capability.

It isimportant to usthat we have this co-operation and that we be
involved with the space station. On our own we would never be
able to develop or fund a project of this magnitude. It is very big.
As | said, Canada’s involvement amounts to 2.5%.

The potential for a meaningful contribution therefore has to
come from co-operating with others. The potential for this mean-
ingful contribution and rewarding spinoffsis very great. We do not
know where it is going to lead.

There have been unmanned flightsto Marsto explore the surface
of that planet and there has been talk about a manned flight. We
hope that this international agreement and co-operation can lead to
other successful ventures in the future such as a manned flight to
Mars. | think there would have to be some new lift capacity. My
understanding is a trip to Mars and back takes about three or four
yearswhich isapretty significant investment of time. | am not sure
who would want to make that investment.

Our co-operation in the international space station is most
important for the young people of Canada. They will follow
Canada's achievements in space thereby sparking their interest in
the fields of science and technology.

Canada needs a very well educated population to compete in the
future. Our astronauts Julie Payette, Chris Hadfield and Marc
Garneau have been travelling around the country. They have
travelled to space and have worked to develop the space station.
Their interest will spark the interest of our young people to get
involved in science and perhaps work in that area in the future
themselves.

We do not need to be reminded that our future prosperity liesin
our ability to encourage the pursuit of knowledge for those
following behind us. Asin the past, they are the building blocksin
scientific areas.

| want to inform the House that the Reform Party is supporting
this bill. We are very supportive of our involvement in the space
agency. My colleagues and | wish Canada well in the future in
whatever endeavours we might undertake in a co-operative nature
with other countries to explore far beyond where we are now.

® (1050)

[Translation]

Mr. Antoine Dubé (L évis-et-Chutes-de-la-Chaudiére, BQ):
Mr. Speaker, first of al, let me reassure my colleagues that | will
not be taking the 40 minutes allotted to me, even though | could.

As a member of the industry committee, | am pleased to take
part in this debate on Bill C-4, to implement the agreement among
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various countries concerning co-operation on the civil international
space station, entered into on January 29, 1998.

The Bloc Quebecois is also in favour of this bill, but the
government does not have much respect for us as parliamentarians,
in having us vote on an agreement entered into nearly two years
ago, right at the two year limit set for its ratification. | say right at
the two year limit because the fina date is January 29, 2000.

Since the House does not sit in January or over the holiday
period unless there is an emergency and the bill has to go to the
other House, we are realy up against the deadline. Imagine, as
parliamentarians, what would happen if it did not go through. The
government has been spending money under this agreement for two
years. It would be a fine mess.

Thisis a pretty strange way to finish up this millennium. It was
precisely in order to avoid a repetition of such a thing that my
colleague for Beauharnois—Salaberry recently introduced private
member’s Bill C-214. Itsintent is to get parliament more involved
in ratifying treaties.

In his speech before this House, the hon. member for Beauhar-
nois—Salaberry indicated that the present Government of Canada,
like the previous one, appears to be following a British tradition,
one followed by member countries of the Commonwealth, one that
is not a practice in most other democratic countries.

I will not repeat what my colleague has said, but | will point out
that in the United States, surely the most advanced country asfar as
space is concerned, a two-thirds vote of the Senate is required for
an agreement of this nature to be ratified by the president. We can
see therefore we have a way to go in terms of democracy.

| have a question. Regardless of what the members opposite have
to say, is Canada still dependent on the British system, since we
retain many of the parliamentary rules and traditions of this
system?

We are dealing with space, therefore electronics and very
advanced science and technology. | have been in a number of
parliaments on delegation visits. In most western countries that
have parliaments, votes are taken electronically from the desks of
the members. They insert a smart card, and the calculations are
done automatically. They do this in the States, as in many other
countries.

We are debating a bill and will soon have to vote on it, rising
each in turn. It is perhaps a good thing that we all rise, but the
calculations must still be done manually in the best country in the
world, as the Prime Minister often says.

® (1055)

In the best country in the world, it takes time. So much time that
an agreement, because there are so many bills to debate, has to be
ratified at the last minute. This isn archaic way of managing a
modern project.

What a poor way to encourage young people to become activein
politics. The government would like all young people to be
connected, through the schools and universities. The government
encourages Canadians to get connected, but is unable to connect its
own parliament.

Let us come back to this modern agreement on the civil
international space station, concluded nearly two years ago and
difficult to oppose, because it is already in operation.

This agreement contains 26 pages and is, in fact, part of the bill,
whereas the bill itself has only six pages. So, as the bill is not very
long, | trust members will allow me to read and comment on afew
clauses—

TheSpeaker: | am sorry to interrupt the hon. member, but since
it is now nearly 11 am., and he has some 33 or 34 minutes left to
speak, | think we could move on to Statements by Members.

STATEMENTSBY MEMBERS

[English]

CHILDREN

Mr. Lynn Myers (Waterloo—Wellington, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
November 20 is national child day in Canada. This event is put
forth to recognize the importance of our children. All children need
to be loved, respected and supported to grow to their full potential.
We need to recognize their rights and their important contributions
to society.

Children are the future of our country and of the world. That is
why national child day is so important. We need to reflect on their
specia needs and think of ways we can improve their well-being.

November 20 is the anniversary of two historic events for
children. On this day in 1959 the United Nations adopted the
United Nations Declaration on the Rights of the Child. In 1989 it
adopted the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child.

| urge all Canadians to celebrate national child day in their own
way. Listen to children, respect them and marvel at al they have to
offer. We need to recognize how important our children really are
to al of us and to Canada.
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CHILDREN

Mr. Inky Mark (Dauphin—Swan River, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
tomorrow is a specia day in Canada. It is national child day. The
significance is heightened because 1999 is the 10th anniversary of
the adoption of the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child.

Efforts of organizations like Our Kids Foundation in Ottawa and
Results Canada help celebrate this special day.

In my riding of Dauphin—Swan River, efforts by the Coats for
Kids Campaign through the Dauphin Friendship Centre help assist
children in need.

Tomorrow isalso the third annual national child day youth forum
on Parliament Hill. We welcome them.

Governments must recognize children as Canada's strength now
and in the future. Child poverty isareality in this country. It should
be addressed in ways that strengthen and promote the family unit.

L et us celebrate tomorrow with the fact that children are unique.
We need to listen to them. But let us make a point of doing that not
only tomorrow, but each and every day.

* Kk %

BARRY CUDMORE

Mr. Wayne Easter (Malpeque, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | rise to
congratulate my fellow islander, Mr. Barry Cudmore, on his
induction into the Atlantic Agricultural Hall of Fame on October
27.

This honour follows decades of his being a positive force in
Island agriculture. Barry assisted farmers in dealing with pressures
from the public on environmental issues. He served as president of
the PE.l. Federation of Agriculture in both 1995 and 1996. He
initiated a highly publicized pork giveaway in 1998 to show
consumers how little the pork producers were getting for their pork
even though retailers were charging high prices for the same
product. He has also won swine productivity awards numerous
times since 1987.

Mr. Cudmore has also been active on the international stage. He
isafounding member of Farmers Hel ping Farmers, an organization
which has undertaken development projects in Kenya and Tanza
nia

Again, congratulations to Barry and his family

* % *
® (1100)

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS

Mr. Ted McWhinney (Vancouver Quadra, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the Supreme Court of Canada, in refusing to rehear the Marshall

S0.31

case, has reminded us of the importance of actually reading court
decisions before jumping to attack them.

The Marshall decision is deliberately limited to its own specific
facts, narrowly defined: the closed season in the eel fishery in a
part of New Brunswick. But the supreme court decision has also
reminded us that aboriginal rights, customary and treaty-based, are
legally subject to the constitution and the charter of rights and have
always to be balanced against other competing individual or
community rights.

Courts, parliamentarians, ministers and the parties themselves
each have their own distinct and separate but fully complementary
constitutional roles to play.

The lesson: think, instead of leaping to empty rhetoric.

* Kk %

UNITED NATIONSCHILDREN'SELECTION

Mr. John Harvard (Charleswood St. James—Assiniboia,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | want to congratulate the thousands of
Canadian school children who voted this week in an €election to
highlight the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child.

These students learned about the value of basic rights, they
learned about the importance of democracy and they developed an
interest in current affairs.

Unfortunately, what should be a celebration of education and
democracy, is mired in controversy because of the extreme right
wing views of those in the Reform Party.

| was moved by the comment of a Calgary student on CBC radio
this morning. She said she was ' dighted”’ by Reform allegations
that the vote somehow impinges on parental rights and the results
will be used by the Liberal government for some hidden agenda.

| fully agree with the student. One would think that the party that
pridesitself in supporting so-called family values, would recognize
the importance of teaching our children about democracy and basic
human rights.

Then again, that would take common sense, something the
Reform Party does not have.

TAXATION

Mr. Jason Kenney (Calgary Southeast, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
two weeks ago we launched a pay stub campaign to have Canadians
tell parliament about how much they are paying in federal tax.

We have received over 200 pay stubs from Canadians who are
outraged. One was from Adam Grabowski from Hamiota, Manito-
ba, ateacher with 12 years experience, who said, *‘ My last pay stub
in October showed that | grossed $4,412. Federal income tax takes
$1,130 and for approximately 10 months of the year | lose $110 to
employment insurance and $140 to the CPP”. He is afraid that he
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will not collect the CPP and he cannot claim employment insur-
ance. He said, ““Even before | get a chance to pay into other things
that are supposed to help take care of my family, | have to give
almost $1,400 to the federal government. Because of the debt we
have, my wife and | have decided that only the kids will get gifts
this year for Christmas. We will not be buying for ourselves or our
extended family. So much for merry. There is no money for it”.

He goes on to say that either his wife will have to leave the kids
and go to work or they will have to sell their house—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Notre-Dame-de-Grace—
Lachine.

[Translation]

NATIONAL CHILD DAY

Mrs. Marlene Jennings (Notre-Dame-de-Grace—L achine,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, tomorrow, November 20, is national child day.

The strength of our society will depend on the investments that
we, as a country, are now making in our families and in our
children. Thereis no greater priority for agovernment. Thisiswhy
we announced in the recent Speech from the Throne an investment
of over $7 billion, between now and next July, in children’'s
programs. Also, Human Resources Development Canada is fund-
ing a study to follow 23,999 Canadian children through various
stages of their lives.

| invite hon. membersto join mein supporting national child day
and in showing that our children, who will become tomorrow’s
leaders, are our priority today.

CHECHNYA

Mrs. Francine Lalonde (Mercier, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the
summit of the Organization on Security and Cooperation in Europe
ended yesterday afternoon without Russia making any fundamental
compromise concerning the Chechen issue.

The bombings continue, civilians are being killed or displaced,
and Russia is still rejecting any negotiated solution. The conflict
could now spread to a whole region that is already unstable, with
Russia using antipersonnel mines in neighbouring Georgia, which
has asked to join NATO.

We must fight terrorists by arresting them, not by bombing
innocent people. It is now clear that the conflict is not strictly a
matter of internal Russian policy, but an issue of international
security.

® (1105)

The timidity shown by the western world with Russia regarding
an armed conflict that has been raging for two months has had
disastrous consequences. Our commitment to peace and to the
security of people requires much stronger action.

[English]

TAXATION

Mr. Murray Calder (Dufferin—Peel—Wellington—Grey,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, after reading Reform'’s tax relief plan in its
brochure, Give Me aBreak, | had to ask, what planet is the Reform
Party on? To live up to its rhetoric on the tax cuts alone, it would
cost $26 billion. To finance their prebudget submission, it would
cost $53 hillion to cover the next three years.

Where isthe Reform Party going to get that money?|sit going to
finance it with borrowed money and an even higher debt in the
future?

Reform aso thinks it would be wise to cancel Canada’'s UN
membership. | agree, give me a break. These guys are not only out
to lunch, they are not even on the same planet.

* Kk %

EMPLOYMENTINSURANCE

Mr. Ken Epp (Elk Island, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, | used to teach
math, as you know. The other day | hauled out my calculator and
did a very simple calculation using what we cal ratio and
proportion, computing a reduction in the number of unemployed
and the premiums.

| just did this using very rough figures and almost no assump-
tions at all. Guess what? Those very rough numbers came out to a
premium needed of $2.05 per hundred. Amazing, because that is
identical to the number that the chief actuary of the fund came up
with. Yet the government continues to take $2.40 and it wants us to
cheer.

One of the witnesses at the finance committee said that the
money was held in trust by the Canadian government on behalf of
people who might lose their jobs. He said that their failure to do
that is a breach of trust.

| call on the government to fix the problem, to fix it right and to
fix it soon.

[Translation]

WEB JAM BELL

Mr. Yvon Charbonneau (Anjou—Riviére-des-Prairies, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, | would like to tell the House about a highly



November 19, 1999

COMMONS DEBATES

1489

innovative event, the great Web Jam Bell, taking place tomorrow,
November 20, on the occasion of national child day.

Today's Parent, Bell Canada and Health Canada are proud to
present the Web Jam Bell: 24 hours of live presentations on the
topics that interest families most, from 5 p.m. Saturday to 5 p.m.
Sunday.

Parents and children are invited to take part in a huge interactive
symposium using RealVideo to watch presentations, take part in
discussions, obtain answers to their questions and take part in
surveys.

Between 11.30 p.m. and 8 am., there will be an al-night
opportunity to listen to and share advice with other parents, along
with the team of La ligue des parents.

This is a technological first in Quebec, made possible through
the co-operation of Bell and the untiring support of groups that
believe in the new technologies for communicating with parents
and families. Health Canada, Petit Monde, La ligue des parents,
Radio-Canada—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Winnipeg Centre.

[English]

UN CONVENTION ON THE RIGHTS OF THE CHILD

Mr. Pat Martin (Winnipeg Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, today
is the 10th anniversary of the United Nations Convention on the
Rights of the Child.

1989 was aso the year that the House of Commons voted
unanimously to pass a motion by NDP leader Ed Broadbent to
eradicate child poverty by the year 2000.

These are noble concepts, but how have we fared when it comes
to putting words into action? In 1989, 14% of Canadian children
lived in poverty. In 1999, that figure is 21%, an increase of 50%.

Internationally, Canada till refuses to sign ILO Convention
No. 138, prohibiting labour by children under 14 years of age. It
refuses to ban the importation of goods made by child labour. It
refuses to push for rigid labour standards in international trade
agreements.

In summary, we are not doing that well in living up to the spirit
of the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child. It seems that if
we starve one child we can be thrown into jail for child abuse, but if
we deprive 1.5 million kids of the basic needs to survive, the
government calls it balancing the budget and it might even get a
person elected as prime minister.

S0.31

[Translation]

MANDATORY LABELLING OF GENETICALLY
MODIFIED FOODS

Ms. Héléne Alarie (Louis-Hébert, BQ): Mr. Speaker, as the
campaign calling on the government to make labelling of geneti-
caly modified organisms mandatory continues, | would like to
make a few comments.

First of al, this campaign is aimed at consumers, without any
political overtones. They have the right to know what they havein
their shopping cart and they certainly have the right to know what
is on their plate.

The campaign warns farmers interested in the ongoing and long
term effects on the environment, soil and the water table about
these farming practices.
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The campaign is intended to alert religious groups, members of
ethnic groups and certain vegetarians with dietary restrictions. For
them, labelling is essential. The same goes for parents concerned
about the safety of the food their children eat, particularly if they
suffer from allergies to such things as seafood.

Hence this demand, and Bill C-309 on mandatory labelling of
genetically modified foods.

| hope that most members of the House, who represent consum-
ers, will support this bill, in the interests of their constituents
well-being.

JOB CREATION

Mr. Robert Bertrand (Pontiac—Gatineau—L abelle, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, there was good news for eastern Quebec this morning.
The Government of Canada has announced the investment of
$427,000, which will help create 43 secure jobs.

RGB Technologies, founded in 1996, is being given assistancein
diversifying its activities in order to meet new requirements in the
technology market, thus creating 25 secure jobs in Rimouski.

Also, les Entreprises forestieres Dany Savoie Inc. of Bonaven-
ture will be offering wood lot owners specialist forestry services
relating to harvesting and development of private wood lots. The
Government of Canada has awarded this company $57,000 from
the Canada Job Creation Fund.

In addition, $120,000 will be going to the eastern Quebec
emergency cal centre. This will create 12 secure jobs. The
government has invested in this expansion project the sum of—.

The Speaker: The hon. member for Tobique Mactaquac.
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NATIONAL CHILD DAY

Mr. Gilles Bernier (Tobique—M actaquac, PC): Mr. Speaker,
on behaf of the Progressive Conservative caucus of Canada, |
would like to draw the House's attention to National Child Day.

On March 19, 1993, the Canadian government proclaimed
November 20 as National Child Day, in order to commemorate two
historical events relating to children, the adoption in 1959 by the
United Nations of the Declaration of the Rights of the Child and, in
1989, of the Convention of the Rights of the Child.

When this day is celebrated tomorrow, | invite al Canadians to
reflect on the needs of children as well as on how we can ensure
that they receive all of the guidance and love they require to
become responsible and healthy adults.

L et us take advantage of this day to express our respect, affection
and support for all those who represent the true greatness of our
county, our children. Let us also make it the opportunity to remind
the ineffectual Liberal government that is in power at this time of
the shockingly hard times still being experience by a growing
number of poor children in our country, which is one of the best off
in the world.

[English]

FORT GARRY HORSE

Mr. Bob Wood (Nipissing, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, 82 years ago, on
November 20, 1917, the Battle of Cambrai took place with the aim
of creating a breach through the German Hindenburg Line. The
Fort Garry Horse, as part of the Canadian Calvary Brigade, was
given the task of spearheading the assault and the special mission
of capturing a German corps headquarters behind the enemy lines.

On that day, Lieutenant Harcus Strachan took command of B
Squadron when his commander was killed by machine-gun fire.
With his sword drawn, Lieutenant Strachan led acharge of 129 men
on horseback to destroy a German artillery battery. He won the
Victoria Cross, an astonishing feat of conspicuous bravery and
leadership during operations.

Today, the Fort Garry Horse continue to serve Canada with
distinction. In recent years, they have been on operations in
Cyprus, the Golan Heights, the Sinai and various missions in the
former Yugoslaviawith the UN and NATO. The Garrys a so hel ped
out at home during the 1997 Manitoba flood and the Pan-Am
games held last—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca.

HEALTH CARE

Mr. Keith Martin (Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, this week we witnessed a landmark in health care in
Canada. Premier Klein recognized that the Canada Health Act is
broken, and he is trying to fix it.

There are currently 187,000 people on waiting lists for surgery
alone, and these people are waiting 12 weeks or more for their
surgery, more than they have ever waited in the recent history of
Canada.

The government has gutted the Canada health system. It has
ripped out $21 billion from health care in the country. What is an
example of that? In Quebec, cancer patients are being sent south of
the border to get the health care they require. In my province,
cancer patients are waiting two months to get radiation therapy for
cancer.

Premier Klein and Premier Harris are trying to fix the publicly
funded hedlth care system. This government has been gutting it.

All we see from that side is rhetoric and trying to penalize other
people who are trying to fix the publicly funded health system that
this government has gutted.

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

e (1115)

[English]

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, on Wednesday | had the misfortune of attending the Indian
affairs committee hearing on the Nisga a treaty in Prince George.
Why taxpayers would pay to fly pro treaty witnesses from Van-
couver Island and the lower mainland to Prince George while
denying locals the opportunity to be heard is beyond me.

Since the government has proven the hearings to be the farce that
we feared, will the government now conduct a province-wide
referendum so that the people of British Columbia can have a say
on the Nisga a treaty?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the decisions of the committee with respect to witnesses are the
decisions of that group. They are not decisions of the government.

Furthermore, the committee hearings are indications of how the
democratic processes of parliamentary government are working.
People are being heard at the committee hearings, including those
not favourable to the treaty. After the committee hearings are
completed, there will be further debate in the House at report stage
and third reading, as well as in the other place.
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The democratic process based on our system of parliamentary
government is working and the Reform Party should admit that.

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, thereality isthat the Liberal majority on the committee decided
who the witnesses were going to be.

In Prince George on Wednesday the committee only heard from
four witnesses al day, three of which were from southern British
Columbia. Even though three other organizations backed out at the
last minute, the committee chair denied representatives from B.C.
in Focus and the Central Interior Logging Association an opportu-
nity to speak.

Only the Nisga a have had a direct vote on this treaty. Other
affected Indian bands have not been granted the same right.

Before it rams the Nisgd' a treaty through this House, will the
government conduct a referendum so that all British Columbians,
aborigina and non-aboriginal aike, can have a direct vote on the
Nisga a treaty?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
let me say that the work of a committee, it is very clear under our
rules, is for the committee itself. The hon. member should know
that. He did not get here yesterday, although he is acting like it.

Furthermore, we are not intending to ram this through the House.
We want to provide reasonable time for debate but we also need to
take decisions. Parliament is for debate but it is also for decisions.
We hope that we will have the support of the Reform Party to let the
democratic process based on our system of parliamentary govern-
ment work.

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, why would the government spend hundreds of thousands of
dollars to fly the committee to northern British Columbia and not
hear from people from that area directly affected by this treaty?

In fact, taxpayer money was spent to fly an author from
Vancouver to speak, yet the people from Prince George, the people
who took time off from work to attend those committee meetings,
were denied the right to be heard.

Does the government agree with the recently deposed premier of
B.C., Glen Clark, that the reason for denying a referendum to the
people of British Columbia is because the government knows that
it will fail?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the hon. member should not try to rewrite history, even if it is
recent history.

As | understand it, the committee list was agreed to by all
committee members collectively. Second, it is the Reform Party
that insisted that the committee go to British Columbia. If the

Oral Questions

Reform members do not like the fact that the committee is going
there and that it costs money, this is their fault.

In fact, what the member is complaining about shows that this
system works. We arewilling to listen to the opposition, even when
its concerns are as poorly grounded as the Reform Party’s. | do not
know why the hon. member is getting up today and saying that we
should not be spending money when the Reform Party asked that
this be done.

Mr. Grant McNally (Dewdney—Alouette, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
the Deputy Prime Minister is not answering the question about the
referendum. Support for the Nisga'a deal hardly extends beyond
the Liberal caucusroom door. Both current and former B.C. Liberal
leaders have slammed it.

Gordon Campbell called the deal an unacceptable dlight to
Canadians. Gordon Gibson said “‘ Say no to a separate government
structure for Indians”. But these Ottawa Liberals want to ram this
deal through British Columbia.

Why will the Indian affairs minister not just admit that he is
afraid of holding a referendum because he knows it will fail?

Hon. Robert D. Nault (Minister of Indian Affairsand North-
ern Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is interesting that the
Reform Party continues to suggest that somehow there were no
meetings relating to the Nisga a treaty.

| understand that during the provincial part of this whole
discussion, the province had 27 different meetings in different
communities in British Columbia. In fact the longest debate in the
history of the B.C. legislature was on this particular agreement.
There were over 500 consultations with interested groups when the
Nisga'a agreement was being debated when the AIP was in
progress.

® (1120)

| am not sure | understand where the member is coming from
when he says that B.C. people have not been heard. We have heard
them loud and clear.

Mr. Grant McNally (Dewdney—Alouette, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
for four questions now we have asked about the referendum aspect
of the Nisga' adea and why the government will not allow people
from British Columbia the opportunity to have a referendum on
this deal. That is the question the minister is avoiding, the Deputy
Prime Minister is avoiding and the government is avoiding.

Why will the government not just admit it is refusing to allow a
referendum on the Nisga'a deal because it knows it will lose?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
| repeat what | pointed out previously, that having referendums on
matters is not consistent with our democratic approach to parlia-
mentary government.
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Some hon. members: Oh, oh.

Hon. Herb Gray: Mr. Speaker, that is right. We handle our
approach based on the democratic principles inherited from Great
Britain. | do not know why the hon. member opposes our democrat-
ic parliamentary system.

Speaking of leaders of the British Columbia Liberal Party
provincialy and their views on this, | am sure Reform supportersin
British Columbia were not asked in a referendum whether the
Reform Party should be supporting the provincia Liberals. Why
did they not have a referendum on that?

[Translation]

AUDIOVISUAL PRODUCTIONS

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, the RCMP has confirmed that the investigation on grants
in the audiovisual sector istargeting only one company, most likely
CINAR.

So far, however, two companies have been identified and there
are reasons to believe that others are involved.

Instead of restricting the investigation to just one company, does
the government not have aresponsibility to broaden it to the whole
industry throughout the country?

Mr. Mauril Bélanger (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Canadian Heritage, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, allegations have been
circulating for over a month. When it al began, the government
asked the RCMP to investigate.

Again, if the Bloc leader has information that could be useful to
the investigation, we ask him to contact the RCMP directly.

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, if we had not reported here facts that had been checked
and that were verifiable, there would not even be an investigation,
because the other side does not want one, and that is the problem.
They may have things to hide.

We are asking for a Canada-wide investigation. The president of
Quebec’s Union des artistes, Pierre Curzi, said it was important to
look at the whole industry.

If the government truly wants to shed light on this issue, does it
not agree that a Canada-wide investigation is required to look at all
of Telefilm's activities? The investigation must not target just one
company, whether in Vancouver, Toronto or Montreal, but the
whole industry. Stop hiding behind al the investigations—

The Speaker: Order, please. | would ask all membersto address
the Chair.

Mr. Mauril Bélanger (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Canadian Heritage, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is not for us to tell
the RCMP how to conduct its investigations.

When allegations are made to us, we have aresponsibility to ask
the RCMP to investigate. That is what we did.

That being said, members opposite are wrong if they think the
government does not care about the integrity of its funding
programs. We have always cared about that, and we will continue
to do so.

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron (Verchéres—L es-Patriotes, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, the government clearly wants to hush the matter up.

It isrefusing systematically to answer the many questions put to
it. It gives short shrift to information that the RCMP is investigat-
ing only one firm, when the problem is much greater. It is holding
off following SODEC's example and calling on Revenue Canadato
look into this matter.

Why is this government refusing to investigate this entire
matter? Could it be because many friends of the Liberal Party are
involved?

Mr. Mauril Bélanger (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Canadian Heritage, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is realy deplorable
to be hearing the allegations we are hearing this morning.

Allegations have been made. An investigation has been called
for. It is not for us to tell the RCMP how to carry out its
investigation. | hope that the member opposite realizes that.

® (1125)

| have aready said that the government is responsible for the
way its grant programs are administered, and it intends to see to it
that its responsibilities are properly discharged.

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron (Verchéres—L es-Patriotes, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, Micheline Charest has been involved in Liberal Party
funding operations and was appointed by the Prime Minister to the
board of the millennium scholarship fund.

The Minister of National Revenue who, until recently, practiced
inafirm of lawyers specializing in copyright, isrefusing to initiate
an investigation by his department, unlike what has been done in
Quebec.

Given the scope of the problem and the troubling facts under-
mining the government’s credibility, is there no way to initiate a
cross-Canada investigation into the matter?

Mr. Mauril Bélanger (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Canadian Heritage, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | repeat, an RCMP
inquiry is under way. | invite the member opposite to pass on all
relevant information he may have to the RCMP. In addition, the
government has always ensured that its programs were well and
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honestly administered, and we have every intention of ensuring
that this continues to be the case.

[English]

CHILD POVERTY

Ms. Alexa M cDonough (Halifax, NDP): Mr. Speaker, a Statis-
tics Canada report shows that poor families with children are
$1,500 per year worse off than when the Liberals took office.
Three-quarters of that drop is due to the government’s vicious cuts
to unemployment insurance. Mr. Speaker, $1,500 can mean alot to
a poor kid: decent breakfasts, warm boots, maybe a special toy at
Christmastime.

Why is the government taking this money from poor kids?

Hon. Jane Stewart (Minister of Human Resour ces Develop-
ment, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, this question gives me a chance to
reiterate the commitment that this government has to children and
to child poverty.

| would remind the hon. member that we invest $5 billion a year
through the Canada child tax benefit and another $2 billion a year
through the national child benefit. Weinvest $9 billion in programs
like Cap C and prenata nutrition, in Inuit and aboriginal communi-
ty child care programs.

Not only do we have a commitment to continue that investment
but through the Speech from the Throne there will be significant
additional investments in children.

Ms. Alexa McDonough (Halifax, NDP): Mr. Speaker, 1.4
million children are living in poverty. That is the Libera legacy,
1.4 million poor kids.

The minister knows perfectly well that the child tax benefit is
being clawed back from 64% of the poorest families in this
country. Where is the clapping? Where is the cheering?

Why will the government not set targets and timetables to
eliminate child poverty come hell or high water?

Hon. Jane Stewart (Minister of Human Resour ces Develop-
ment, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, let me try to explain what indeed is
happening with the national child benefit. In fact, the federa
government gives assistance to poor families through $1.7 billion,
soon to be $2 billion in income support. That &lows the provinces
to take moneys and build a platform of services to support of our
children in low income families.

The big challenge that we have is giving opportunities to low
income families, many of whom are on social assistance. Rather
than facing the moral dilemma of |eaving behind the services that
their children receive through that program to take work to get into

Oral Questions

the economy and make a contribution and provide food for their
families—

The Speaker: The hon. member for St. John's West.

* Kk %

MILLENNIUM PARTNERSHIP PROGRAM

Mr. Charlie Power (St. John's West, PC): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Deputy Prime Minister, the minister responsible
for the millennium partnership program.

The Liberal minister of tourism in Newfoundland and Labrador
has charged that Newfoundland is getting shortchanged in this
program. In fact to date we have received less than 1% of approved
funding. It appears that projects are being approved in one prov-
ince, while similar projects are being rejected in Newfoundland
and Labrador. The Libera minister stated “This is absolutely
ridiculous, uncalled for and discriminatory’.

Will the minister give the assurance to the House and the people
of Newfoundland that Newfoundland applications are not being
discriminated against?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
| can give that assurance.

They are being looked at on their merits. We have already
approved projects with support of almost $1.5 million. | have
conveyed this information to the Newfoundland minister who has
gone back to the drawing board to check further into the basis for
his allegations.

| also want to say that we are striving for an overall balance over
the total length of the program. | should say that thisis not a per
capita program. It is application driven and we respond to applica
tions.

| believe that over the life of the program Newfoundland will be
found—

The Speaker: The hon. member for St. John's West.
® (1130)

Mr. Charlie Power (St. John'sWest, PC): Mr. Speaker, | thank
the minister for his answer and | would like to ask one more
question.

The final phase of applications for the millennium partnership
program has been announced. Will the minister also give his
commitment that all applications submitted from Newfoundland
and Labrador will be given a fair assessment and that applications
already rejected, such asthe excellent ones from the Newfoundland
Symphony Orchestra and the Grand Concourse Authority, will be
reviewed to make absolutely certain that no discrimination was
involved?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
| assure my hon. friend that none of the applications from
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Newfoundland, or anywhere else in our country, have been dealt
with on the basis of discriminatory practices.

We look at al applications in light of the criteriain a fair and
equitable way, and we will continue to do so with respect to
Newfoundland applications.

Asfar asmy hon. friend's other comments are concerned, | will
take them as a representation.

HEALTH

Mr. Keith Martin (Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, Premier Klein recognizes that the Canada Health Act
system is failing Canadians, particularly poor and middle class
Canadians. Now the Premier of Ontario has written to the Prime
Minister saying “ Provincial governments have not cut health care
funding; the federal government has”.

My question isfor the health minister. If the health minister truly
believes that putting more money into the health care system will
fix the system, will he restore the $21 billion the government has
taken out of health care?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
we are committed to having a high quality health care system for
al Canadians, and | wish Reformers had the same commitment.
Otherwise they would not complain about the $11.5 billion we have
committed to help make sure we have that kind of health care
system.

Mr. Keith Martin (Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, let us talk about a Liberal quality health care system.
Some 188,000 people are on a waiting list. People in Quebec are
having to go down to the United States to get cancer treatments.
Emergency departments in Quebec are so full they are telling
people “Don’t come to our emergency department”. That is
Libera health care.

How can the government possibly penalize the provinces for
trying to save publicly funded health care when all it givesis 10%
of the total cost of federal spending for health care today? If that is
the case, will the government restore the $21 billion—

The Speaker: The hon. Deputy Prime Minister.

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the management of the health care system in each provinceis under
the control and direction of the provinces. They have to take some
responsibility for that management. We are providing additional
funding of $11.5 hillion.

It isinteresting to hear the hon. member on behalf of the Reform
Party calling for even more public spending. We appreciate that
support for what we are doing for health care across the country,
and we will take his comments as a very sincere representation.

[Translation]

CHILD POVERTY

Mr. Michel Gauthier (Roberval, BQ): Mr. Speaker, yesterday,
when we questioned the government about its inability to reduce
poverty in Canada, the learned Minister of Intergovernmental
Affairs explained that Quebec’s referendum debate was responsible
for the increase in the number of poor children in the country.

So we come back to this issue today. My question is for the
Deputy Prime Minister. Does the government agree with this
somewhat short-sighted analysis by the Minister of Intergovern-
mental Affairs, according to which the number of poor children in
Canada has increased since 1993 because areferendum was held in
Quebec in 19957

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Intergovernmen-
tal Affairs indicated very clearly that political instability was
hurting the country’s economy.

When the country’s economy dips, it is naturaly hard on the
poor and everyone else. If the member opposite does not under-
stand this, | am sure he is the only one here who does nat.

Mr. Michel Gauthier (Roberval, BQ): Mr. Speaker, | have my
doubts, although they are not about the House leader, who has put
hisfoot init. | find myself obliged to tell him that the poorest place
in Canada is Newfoundland and the maritimes.

To my knowledge, the last constitutional referendum in New-
foundland took place in 1948. Is he telling us that the effects have
lasted 50 years?

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | am very glad that the member
asked about Newfoundland. In fact, in the last two years, it is one
of the provinces, if not the province, with the highest rate of
economic growth in Canada.

® (1135)

[English]

TAXATION

Mr. Jason Kenney (Calgary Southeast, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, we
continue to receive hundreds of paystubs from Canadians who are
fed up with having to spend half of their income to finance the
government’s tax and spend habit.

People like Adam Grabowski, a teacher from Hamiota, Manito-
ba, sent a paystub showing that income tax took 49% of his pay or
54.7% when CPP and employment insurance premiums are in-
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cluded. He wants to know why the government thinks it knows
better how to spend the money than he does on his family.

Mr. Roy Cullen (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the government continues to cut
taxes. In the last budget it cut $16.5 billion. For atypical family of
four with a$65,000 incomethat is a10% reduction in federal taxes.

The government is committed to cutting taxes. In the economic
update the Minister of Finance invited comments on where Canada
will go in the future with our surpluses. Canadians will participate
in that debate. Our government is committed to more tax reduc-
tions.

Mr. Jason Kenney (Calgary Southeast, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
that is the new Liberal math. | wonder if the member really
believes that there has been a 10% tax cut when everybody has seen
their tax burden increase.

Why are the disposable incomes of people shrinking if in fact the
tax burden has gone down? The member is talking about a
so-called reduction which has been overwhelmed by bracket creep
and the Canada pension plan increase.

Why do people like Adam Grabowski have to continue working
harder and making sacrifices when the government refuses to
provide rea tax relief?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the hon. member is calling for tax cuts, which we have aready
begun doing and will do a lot more of.

His colleague from British Columbia just called for $21 billion
to be spent by the government on health care. Why do members of
that party not get their act together? They do not seem to
understand that there is a balance between these things.

We are pursuing a fair balance and we will continue both with
respect to tax cuts and investing in key priorities like health care. In
the meantime the Reform Party ought to go back behind the
curtains and get its act together.

[Translation]

INTERGOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

Mr. Yvan Loubier (Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, yesterday on RDI the Secretary of State for Science, Research
and Devel opment stated that the government would be forced to do
something to avoid the dirty tricks that, according to him, occurred
during the last Quebec referendum.

My question is for the Deputy Prime Minister. Are we to
understand from these words that the government has made its
decision to act, and all that remains to be determined is the details
on how a future Quebec referendum will be managed?

Oral Questions

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we do have an answer on this, as
the hon. member suggests.

Of course, we do, | hope, al recognize the supreme court
decision on this which indicated that, if there were a referendum,
there must be a clear answer to an unambiguous question and of
course also subsequent negotiations if the first two criteria were
met.

Quite simply, we must repeat what has been said on a number of
occasions in the past. The hon. member has even referred to this
himself.

Mr. Yvan Loubier (Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, the Secretary of State said he had spoken of this with the Prime
Minister himself, and had reached the conclusion that action had to
be taken.

Does the Deputy Prime Minister confirm what the Secretary of
State has said: that the decision has indeed been reached to
introduce a federa hill relating to a future referendum in Quebec?

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the hon. member across the way
is aware of the procedure for introducing bills in this House.

When and if a bill isintroduced in the House, notice is given in
the House and remains on the orders of the day for 48 hours. Then
the bill is introduced, not before.

Those are the rules of the House of Commons.

[English]

TRADE

Mr. Rick Casson (Lethbridge, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, Canadian
beef producers recently dodged a bullet when the USITC ruled that
Canadian cattle exports do not cause injury to the U.S. cattle
industry.

In order to avoid further challenges of this type the international
definition of dumping must be changed to reflect predatory pricing
and selling below home market prices rather than the current
definition.

Will the trade minister assure producers that he will immediately
renegotiate this definition, or will he continue to leave our produc-
ers exposed to the threat of million dollar legal battles?

Hon. Pierre S. Pettigrew (Minister for International Trade,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we are going into important trade negotiations
and indeed a number of topics will be raised.

We are well aware of the cattle situation raised by the opposition
member. | can tell him that we are giving our full attention to the
cattle situation in our country and their export to the United States
in particular.
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Mr. Rick Casson (Lethbridge, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, while the
minister is paying attention to that he should pay a little more
attention in here. Thefact isthat the cattle industry in Canada spent
nearly $5 million in legal fees fighting these complaints by
protectionist American producers, money that did not have to be
spent if the government had implemented the changes requested by
Canadian producers. It could have spent that money on research
and promotion.

Why will the agriculture minister not implement the changes
recommended by industry, or is he content to do nothing and leave
Canadian producers again exposed to these multimillion dollar
battles?

Hon. Lyle Vanclief (Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the hon. member knows full well that it isnot a
situation of our doing nothing. We were supporting the Canadian
Cattlemen’s Association in that challenge. The government was
there. | congratulate Canadian cattlemen for the work they did. It
was truly a team Canada effort.

There are different views on the way dumping or anti-dumpingis
treated. Some of our sectors are import sensitive and some are
export sensitive. The horticultural industry has a different view
than the cattle industry. | had a meeting with the cattle industry this
week in that regard and it understands that too.

As my colleague the trade minister said, we will be working on
this matter as we go into the important start of the WTO.

* Kk %

[Translation]

TRANSFER PAYMENTS

Mr. Réa Ménard (Hochelaga—Maisonneuve, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, Alberta premier Ralph Klein pointed out that the federal
government was the one that made cuts in the health sector, not
provincia governments, and that it should restore that funding.
This comment is not from a mean-spirited separatist, but from the
premier of Alberta.

My question is for the Deputy Prime Minister. How many
stakeholders will have to repeat that message to the federa
government before it finally understands that it must restore
transfer payments to the provinces?

Mr. Roy Cullen (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is a tragedy that Quebec is now
among the have not provinces. All this because of the BQ and PQ
policy.

[English]

It is atragedy that in this day and age the province of Quebec
takes more than 50% of the equalization payments. In the last two

or three budgets transfers to Quebec have increased substantially
with the CHST, with the equalization payments and with the other
transfers to Quebec.

| think the province of Quebec should look at its revenues, which
have been growing, and distribute some of its surpluses.

[Translation]

DIABETES

Mrs. Carolyn Bennett (St. Paul’s, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, between
one and two million Canadians are suffering from the debilitating
effects of diabetes, and the numbers are three times higher among
aborigina people. Each year, 60,000 new cases are diagnosed.

Could the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of Health tell
the House what the government is doing to fight diabetes?

Mr. Yvon Charbonneau (Parliamentary Secretary to Minis-
ter of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we heard more good news from
Health Canada and our government this morning when the Minister
of Health announced in Montreal a nationa diabetes control
strategy with a budget of $115 million over five years, in addition
to the $60 million already committed in the budget speech a few
months ago.

Diabetes kills some 5,500 Canadians every year. The new
strategy will allow us to target diabetes, particularly among
aborigina people. National chief Phil Fontaine—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Edmonton—Strathcona.

[English]

THE ENVIRONMENT

Mr. Rahim Jaffer (Edmonton—Strathcona, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, yesterday the environment minister denied that Nick Mulder,
whom he appointed chair of the environmental review panel for a
Hamilton area expressway, isin aconflict of interest. Mr. Mulder is
a registered lobbyist for Environment Canada, DFO, and the
agency for the panel of which he is the chair.

Under law the minister has an obligation to appoint only panel
members who are unbiased and free from any conflict of interest.
The ethics commissioner and Ontario’s attorney general are now
investigating Mr. Mulder. Why will the minister not remove Mr.
Mulder from this review panel?

Hon. David Anderson (Minister of the Environment, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, the answer | gave to the hon. member afew days ago
is correct. There is at the present time no reason to remove Mr.
Mulder.
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There is, however, an investigation taking place by the ethics
commissioner to determine whether, prima facie, there is enough
information to start a formal inquiry under the lobbyist code of
conduct.

® (1145)

The situation has not changed since | replied to my hon. friend
two days ago. The situation is that the ethics counsellor is looking
into this and in due course we will get his report.

Mr. Rahim Jaffer (Edmonton—Strathcona, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, it is obvious that the environment minister does not want to
listen to the facts. It is obvious that he is just paying patronage to
his own previous deputy minister while he was the Minister of
Transport. It is obvious that this is a registered lobbyist of
Environment Canada, the DFO and the agency panel for which he
is the chair.

Under the law, as | mentioned, the minister has an obligation to
appoint only panel members who are unbiased and free from any
conflict of interest. It is obvious that the ethics commissioner of
Ontario and the attorney genera are investigating Mr. Mulder.
Even the member for Stoney Creek, in his own senior level, has
called for the minister—

The Speaker: The hon. minister can address himself to the
preamble.

Hon. David Anderson (Minister of the Environment, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, | will respond to the preamble with the comment that
there is an investigation into this to determine whether thereis any
conflict of interest. That is exactly what the ethics counsellor is
now doing.

Thereisonly aclaim and a charge that there is some potential for
conflict of interest. It is being looked into appropriately by the
official who has this task. If he determines there is enough
information primafacie to launch a more formal inquiry he will do
so. But at this point it appears thereis not even enough to launch an
inquiry under the code of conduct for lobbyists.

BANKING INDUSTRY

Hon. Lorne Nystrom (Regina—Qu’'Appelle, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, my question is for the Deputy Prime Minister.

We will recall that last year the big banks said that the sky would
fall if the mergers were not allowed. Do you remember that, Mr.
Speaker?

In any event, the Toronto-Dominion Bank now has announced an
incredible $3 billion profit for this year, the largest of any bank in
the history of this country, and now it wants to eliminate 5,000
jobs.

Oral Questions

| want to know if the Deputy Prime Minister would screw up his
courage and say that with a$3 billion profit these greedy CEOs are
not going to eliminate jobs in the banking industry in this country.

Mr. Roy Cullen (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the record profits for the Toronto-Do-
minion Bank that were announced are fueled by an extraordinary
gain by the sale of asubsidiary. That really accounts for half of the
$3 hillion profit.

| should say that the 5,000 jobs the member refers to are having
to do with the Toronto-Dominion Bank’s proposed acquisition of
Canada Trust. That would be over a three year period. That
proposal is right now being considered by the Competition Bureau
and by the Office of the Superintendent of Financial Institutions,
and that merger will not be approved without the Minister of
Finance's approval, and job losses are a very important part of that
equation.

Hon. Lorne Nystrom (Regina—Qu’'Appelle, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, the TD bank wants to spend some $8 hillion to buy
Canada Trust, eliminate up to 5,000 jobs and, get this, close up to
275 branches.

What | want this morning from the government is a guarantee
that it will bring in a community investment act that, among other
things, will protect jobs and allow communities to veto the closure
of a branch in a community where that branch is needed.

Will the government do that? | want an answer from the Deputy
Prime Minister who speaks on behalf of the Government of
Canada.

Mr. Roy Cullen (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as | said earlier, haf of the Toronto-
Dominion Bank’s profit isfueled by the sale of the subsidiary in the
United States, so its profit is about normal. In fact, banks contrib-
uted last year about $5 billion in tax revenue to governments.

The government has been on the record as saying that the job
situation in the proposed merger of Canada Trust by the Toronto-
Dominion Bank will be of paramount interest to the government.
We are going to be watching that very carefully.

* * %

PUBLIC PORTS

Mr. Mark Muise (West Nova, PC): Mr. Speaker, back in
August Transport Canada was considering a proposal to adjust all
existing public port fees by an increase of 15% per annum over the
next three years.

Will the Minister of Transport tell us whether this increase has
been approved or whether it is still under consideration?

Hon. David M. Collenette (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, it is under consideration.

Mr. Mark Muise (West Nova, PC): Mr. Speaker, Transport
Canada has been dowly divesting itself of regional local ports. By
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imposing such a significant increase upon its remaining public
ports, isthe Minister of Transport not simply using undue econom-
ic pressure to force local communities to bear the brunt of the
wharf divestiture program?

® (1150)

Hon. David M. Collenette (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | will take the hon. member’s question as a representation
on the issue.

THE ENVIRONMENT

Mr. Charles Hubbard (Miramichi, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
emission of greenhouse gases from our energy related industriesis
a concern to al Canadians, especialy in terms of our obligations
under the Kyoto arrangements. | would ask the minister for an
explanation in the House of what is being donein the coal industry
to develop this and to make our international obligations a reality
for Canadians.

Mr. Brent St. Denis (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Natural Resources, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | thank the member for the
question. The government is aware of how important the coal
industry is to the economy of our country. Any technology which
reduces greenhouse gas emissions in any way is good in terms of
our Kyoto commitments.

Just this week the federal government announced funding to
support a test project in Alberta that would see the testing of the
storage of CO» in deep Alberta coal seams. If this works out, not
only will methane be released, which could be very useful, but it
will help us to achieve our objectives.

The partners include the Government of Alberta, the United
States, the United Kingdom and 15 private—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Calgary East.

* Kk %

WORLD TRADE ORGANIZATION

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Calgary East, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, reports
coming from the WTO in Geneva indicate that a draft agenda for
the Seattle negotiations has reached a stalemate. As it stands now
the elimination of the export and domestic production subsidiesin
the agricultural sector could be sidelined as it will be up to various
delegationsin Seattle'sfreefor al to come up with an agenda. With
11 days remaining before Seattle, why will the minister not
guarantee Canadian farmers that the elimination of agricultural
subsidies will be his number one priority?

Hon. Pierre S. Pettigrew (Minister for International Trade,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | want to be quite clear. Thisis definitely avery
important priority for our government. Thisis at the top of our list
of priorities for the WTO negotiations.

| am extremely pleased to tell the House that in early November
we developed under Canada's chairmanship a consensus of the 34
democratic countries of this hemisphere, the Americas, to support
our position to work very hard on the elimination of export
subsidies in the field of agriculture.

* k% *
[Translation]

CANADIANSECURITY INTELLIGENCE SERVICE

Mr. René Laurin (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, Paule Gauthier,
the Chair of SIRC, said that the antics of CSIS have created a
serious credibility problem for Canada internationally.

Doesthe solicitor general realize that, from the beginning of this
affair, hisattitude and his pat answers about how very concerned he
was have done nothing to improve Canada's credibility?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the Bloc Quebecois support for the security of the Canadian
government is very interesting. We appreciate this change in

policy.

[English]

NATIONAL HIGHWAYS

Ms. Bev Degjarlais (Churchill, NDP): Mr. Speaker, right now
38% of the national highway system does not meet minimum
standards. These bad roads cause avoidable accidents that kill over
200 Canadians a year. The national highway system has been a
federal responsibility since 1919 and the Liberal government
cannot blame the provinces for this.

Fixing the national highway system would cost 26 cents for
every dollar the Liberal government collects in gas taxes. Will it
commit in the next budget to invest at least this much in the
national highway system so that Canadians can drive home safely?

Hon. David M. Collenette (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | am glad to have the hon. member’s support for upgrad-
ing the national highway system. Asyou know, Mr. Speaker, in the
throne speech we said that there would be an infrastructure
program with atransportation component. As to how much money
goes into that, it depends on the work the Minister of Finance is
currently doing in juggling other priorities and other demands for
the very valuable money that is available. It is nice to have the
NDP’s support on this matter.

* k% *
[Translation]

ROYAL CANADIAN MINT

Mr. Gilles Bernier (Tobique—M actaquac, PC): Mr. Speaker,
the Minister of Public Works and Government Services has just
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appointed Emmanuel Triassi as chair of the Royal Canadian Mint's
board of directors.

Mr. Triassi is agenerous donor to the Liberal Party of Canada; in
addition, he and the minister have been very good friends for many
years and belong to many of the same organizations.

® (1155)

Apart from the fact that he is a good friend of the minister, does
Mr. Triass have other qualifications justifying his appointment as
chair of the Royal Canadian Mint?

[English]

Ms. Carolyn Parrish (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Public Works and Government Services, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, |
am not in absolute control of all the information on this particular
file, but all appointments, including those to the mint, are made by
choosing the most qualified person and the best person for the job. |
am sure that the person we have chosen will do a very fine job.

* Kk %

FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Mr. Mac Harb (Ottawa Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, around the
world armed conflicts are increasingly taking place inside coun-
tries instead of between countries.

What we are seeing more and more is that civilians are being
brutally targeted and hit by their brutal governments.

My question is for the Minister of Foreign Affairs. What is the
Government of Canada doing to put a stop to this nonsense around
the world?

Mr. Denis Paradis (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the Government of Canada
has been working vigorously in a number of fora to encourage
action regarding the need to improve the safety and security of
people. This was highlighted in the Speech from the Throne.

[Translation]

Following our initiative, the UN secretary general submitted a
report last September containing 40 recommendations for improv-
ing the legal and physical protection of civilians affected by armed
conflicts around the world. The security council unanimously
adopted the resolution presented by Canada.

The Speaker: The hon. member for Nanaimo—Alberni.
[English]

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS

Mr. Bill Gilmour (Nanaimo—Alberni, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, last
Wednesday the supreme court clarified the Marshall decision,
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stating that native Indians had no treaty rights on natural resources
such as timber.

However, in response, the minister of Indian affairs stated that
the government plans to negotiate natural resources with the native
community.

Considering that under our constitution natural resources belong
to the province and the supreme court has just stated that natives
have no treaty rights on resources such as timber, what exactly isit
that the minister is going to negotiate with the native community?

Hon. Robert D. Nault (Minister of Indian Affairsand North-
ern Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | do not know where to
commence in the short time you will give me.

Quite frankly, the courts have said over and over again—and if
we read the clarification that the court made last week it says very
clearly—that the government should be sitting down with the
province and the first nations to negotiate modern day treaties
dealing with resources.

| do not know why | have to stand every day to explain to the
members things that are obvious in writing. If they would read the
treaty we could get on with giving the Nisga'a new economic
opportunity in this country.

[Translation]

WORLD TRADE ORGANIZATION

Mr. Odina Desrochers (Lotbiniéere, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the
WTO negotiations will be getting under way in Seattle on Novem-
ber 30.

Canada has met the commitments it made in the agricultura
sector under the GATT agreements. However, our other major
trading partners have yet to meet theirs, including in the area of
export subsidies and in market access rules.

My question is for the Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food.
Before negotiating, should he not demand that the other countries
meet their commitments instead of placing Canada’'s farming
industry in a vulnerable position?

Hon. Pierre S. Pettigrew (Minister for International Trade,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | thank the member for Lotbiniere for his
excellent question, one that is highly relevant to Canada's position
at this point, as we move toward the World Trade Organization
negotiations.

This is in fact something we have noted. In Canada, we have
honoured the Marrakech commitments. We have even gone slightly
beyond, thus putting Canadain avery strong position to demand in
Seattle the elimination of subsidies in the farm sector, export
subsidies, because we respected our commitment as concerns
supply management.
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So that will improve Canada’s position in obtaining new conces-
sions from its partners.

[English]

HEALTH CARE

Ms. Judy Wasylycia-Leis (Winnipeg North Centre, NDP):
Mr. Speaker, Premiers Klein and Harris, backed up by the Reform
Party, want this country to retreat to the old, inefficient U.S. style
of health care, back to the dark ages where they checked the purse
before they checked the pulse.

The government has to be concerned about these devel opments
and must know it has to take immediate action. It has to hold
Alberta accountable for violating the principles of the Canada
Health Act. It has to acknowledge that the only way to go forward,
not backward, isto pursueinnovation and improvements within the
public health care system.

® (1200)

Can the government do that? Can it make that commitment
today?

[Translation]

Mr. Yvon Charbonneau (Parliamentary Secretary to Minis-
ter of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Health was very
clear on this matter two days ago, before this House and in public.
He will be a strong defender of Canada's public health system.

Mr. Klein has made proposals. The Minister of Health has
agreed to study them. It is pointless for Mr. Klein to raise his voice
and call the minister a hypocrite right now. The minister has said he
will study the proposal and, should it run contrary to the Canadian
public health system, the Minister of Health will rigorously defend
the basic principles of the public health system.

[English]
POINTS OF ORDER

RESPONSE IN QUESTION PERIOD

Hon. Lawrence MacAulay (Solicitor General of Canada,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, yesterday, in a response to an RCMP question
from the member for Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert, | mistakenly
stated that the documents in the briefcase were not project specific.
In fact, Mr. Speaker, they were project specific but they did not
involve national security. | just wanted to set the record straight.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

[English]
COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE

PROCEDURE AND HOUSE AFFAIRS

Mr. Derek Lee (Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the
Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, |
have the honour to present the ninth report of the Standing
Committee on Procedure and House Affairs regarding the associate
membership of some standing committees. If the House gives its
consent, | intend to move concurrence in the ninth report later this

day.

CORRECTIONSAND CONDITIONAL RELEASE ACT

Mr. Chuck Cadman (Surrey North, Ref.) moved for leave to
introduce Bill C-328, an act to amend the Corrections and Condi-
tional Release Act (withdrawal of applications for full parole by
offenders serving two or more years.

He said: Mr. Speaker, | thank my colleague from Lethbridge for
seconding the bill.

| am pleased to reintroduce this private member’s bill, formerly
designated Bill C-388 in the previous session, which seeks to
amend the Corrections and Conditional Release Act.

There is no provision in the current legislation to prevent
offenders from withdrawing an application for parole at any time,
right up to the actual commencement of the hearing and then they
can reapply immediately.

As | said previously, many victims of crimes expend enormous
emotional and perhaps financial resources in preparing to attend
parole hearings which are frequently held far from their homes.

In addition, significant time, effort and money is expended by
authorities to facilitate the hearings. There is no good reason why
offenders should have complete control over a process that burdens
taxpayers and revictimizes victims.

These amendments will place a consequence on offenders who
withdraw applications for parole at the last moment for no good
reason. Unless there is reasonable and valid grounds for withdraw-
al, the offender will be barred from reapplying for a period of two
years.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McClelland): Members know that
theintroduction of abill isnormally just to summarize the intent of
the bill, not to defend or go beyond that.

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

PROCEDURE AND HOUSE AFFAIRS

Mr. Derek Lee (Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the
Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, if
the House gives its consent, | move that the ninth report of the
Standing Committee on Procedure and House Affairs, presented to
the House earlier this day, be concurred in.

(Motion agreed to)

PETITIONS

CHILD PORNOGRAPHY

Mr. Gurmant Grewal (Surrey Central, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, |
want to present two petitions with 100 names on them. These
petitions are from concerned Canadians, mostly from my constitu-
ency of Surrey Central.

The petition is about the development and safety of children put
into jeopardy because of the B.C. Court of Appea decision that
made the possession of child pornography legal. The petitionersare
asking why parliament was not recalled immediately to invoke
section 33 of the charter of rights and freedoms, the notwithstand-
ing clause to override a B.C. court decision, and to ensure that the
possession of child pornography in B.C. is illegal. The careless,
heartless government that lacks vision is constitutionally inept. The
Liberals cannot change the constitution, but thisis their position. |
am proud to present it.

[Translation]
EAST TIMOR

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron (Verchéres—L es-Patriotes, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, pursuant to Standing Order 36, | have the pleasure to table
a petition signed by 854 residents of Quebec, and in particular the
Greater Montreal area.

The petitioners call upon the Canadian government, which hasa
seat on the UN security council, to pressure the council to have
peacekeepers sent to East Timor as soon as possible.

This petition was signed before the House had reconvened and,
in the meantime, the United Nations has organized and sent to East
Timor a peacekeeping mission in which Canada is taking part.

| still thought, however, that it was important for me to table this
petition, since it reflects the concerns of many of our constituents
about the situation that prevailed at that time and that still prevails,
albeit to a lesser degree, in East Timor.
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In the same spirit, | have the pleasure to present another petition
about the situation in East Timor, this one is signed by 1,771
residents of Quebec, and in particular the Greater Montreal area.

Stressing the many abuses committed against the East Timorese
people, the petitioners also indicate that these people have demo-
cratically voted in favour of self-determination and the results of
these el ections have been recognized by the Canadian government.

Besides asking the Canadian government to urge the United
Nations to send peacekeepers to East Timor, the petitioners want
major economic sanctions to be taken against Indonesia.

On top of these two petitions, signed by a total of 2,625
Canadians, | will have the pleasure to directly hand over to the
Minister of Foreign Affairs 72 circular letters dealing with this
very same issue.

[English]
INCONTINENCE AWARENESS MONTH

Mrs. Marlene Jennings (Notre-Dame-de-Grace—L achine,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure to table in the House today a
petition from several hundred Canadians from across the country
caling on parliament to officially declare November as Inconti-
nence Awareness Month and to support local communities in
Canadain educating and informing constituents across the country
about incontinence.

| have one point that is very important. According to statistics, in
any group of 300 adult Canadians of all ages, approximately 15 of
them experience incontinence. | remind everyone in the House that
we have 301 adult Canadians sitting in the House. | ask membersto
do the arithmetic and draw their own conclusions.

Incontinence often leads to depression and isolation, and is, for
many care givers caring for an aging spouse, the last straw before
admission to along term care facility. It is one of the three leading
causes of institutionalization.

It is my honour to table this petition in the House today.

® (1210)
TAXATION

Mr. Bill Gilmour (Nanaimo—Alberni, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to Standing Order 36, | am pleased to present two
petitions from my riding of Nanaimo—Alberni.

In the first petition, the petitioners call upon parliament to give
Canadians abreak by instituting tax relief of at least 25% in federal
taxes over the next three years, starting with the next federal
budget.
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THE CONSTITUTION

Mr. Bill Gilmour (Nanaimo—Alberni, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, in
the second petition, the petitioners call upon parliament to oppose
any amendments to the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms
or any other federal legislation which will providefor the exclusion
of reference to the supremacy of God in our constitution and our
laws.

DURHAM HARBOUR

Mr. Jean Dubé (M adawaska—Restigouche, PC): Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to Standing Order 36, it isa privilege for me to present to
the House a petition bearing the signatures of residents and users of
the wharf facility in the community of Durham Harbour, in the
riding | have the honour to represent, Madawaska—Restigouche.

The signees are asking that parliament authorize, with no further
delay, dredging work that is badly needed. Some work was started
in 1985 but was never completed. These people have already
shown much patience.

| therefore whole heartily support their request.

MUSEUM OF CIVILIZATION

Ms. Marlene Catterall (Ottawa West—Nepean, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | have two petitions to present.

The first petition draws to the attention of parliament that
Canadians from many backgrounds have been affected by crimes
against humanity. They pray and request parliament to support Bill
C-49, to recognize crimes against humanity and establish the
creation of an exhibition within the Canadian Museum of Civiliza-
tion.

CHINA

Ms. Marlene Catterall (Ottawa West—Nepean, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the second petition contains over 2,000 signatures. It
draws to the attention of parliament the ban by the Chinese
government of the Falun Gong practice. It calls upon parliament to
continue urging the Chinese government to release all arrested
Falun Gong practitioners, lift the ban, withdraw the international
arrest warrant against Mr. Li Hongzhi and achieve a peaceful
resolution through open dialogue.

QUESTIONSON THE ORDER PAPER

Mr. Derek Lee (Scarborough—Rouge River, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | ask that all questions be alowed to stand.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McClelland): Is that agreed?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

[Translation]

CIVIL INTERNATIONAL SPACE STATION AGREEMENT
IMPLEMENTATION ACT

The House resumed consideration of the motion that Bill C-4, an
act to implement the agreement among the Government of Canada,
Governments of Member States of the European Space Agency, the
Government of Japan, the Government of the Russian Federation,
and the Government of the United States of America concerning
co-operation on the civil international space station and to make
related amendmentsto other acts, be read the third time and passed.

Mr. Antoine Dubé (L évis-et-Chutes-de-la-Chaudiére, BQ):
Mr. Speaker, | do not think | am going to use the 32 minutes | am
allowed since we are in favour of this bill.

However, as| mentioned in my remarks before question period, |
would like to reiterate our disappointment in the fact that we are
caled upon now to discuss this hill to ratify an international
agreement reached nearly two years ago, when the deadline for the
ratification of the agreement is January 29, 2000. Since the House
does not sit in January, parliamentarians are really called upon to
express their views on this bill at the very last minute.

Perhaps | should address one particular aspect of this hill. It
seems to have become a habit, as | noticed myself last year with
Bill C-54, to include the substance of the bill in the schedule. While
the bill per se is only six pages long, the schedule contains 26

pages.

Thereisaprovisionin the bill that saysthat, once the bill passed,
after nearly two years, the minister will only need an order in
council to amend the agreement through changes to the schedule. It
is as simple as that.

® (1215)

Here we are, two years later, and this is the first time we hear
about that in the House. It might well be the last, even if the
agreement can be changed at the international level by different
partners.

| dare say that | find this rather highhanded. It may be a matter of
form rather than substance, but | would not like the government to
continue in that vein, because it would be tantamount to gagging
members of parliament.

This project, a civil international space station, is extremely
important, and the Bloc Quebecois obviously does not want to
unduly hold up the legislative process, because the impact of this
project in Quebec is quite significant. | remind the House that the
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Canadian Space Agency is headquartered in St. Hubert, near
Montreal.

The space agency has offices in each province, but since its
headquarters are in St. Hubert, many businesses in the Montreal
area and in other regions in Quebec benefit from the spinoffs.

The bill itself is quite short; it is only 6 pages long. It might be
interesting to give a general idea of each one of its clauses. When |
have to address the House, | make a point of reading all the clauses
of abill, even when there are many. In this case, there are only 13,
so we should be able to go through them fairly quickly.

We have no problem with clause 1, which deals with the title of
the bill, since we are talking about the Civil International Space
Station Agreement Implementation Act.

I will ship the first part of clause 2, but | would draw the
attention of parliamentarians to the definition of ‘““minister”. |
know it is commonly used in legidation. It is good to remind
people that we live in a so-called sovereign state.

The definition of “minister” reads *“member or members of the
Queen’s Privy Council of Canada.” This is the Queen of England
of course. It is good to remind ourselves that, although Canada
clams it is a sovereign state, it still maintains very clear ties with
the monarchy.

Clause 3 states “The purpose of this Act is to fulfill”—I
emphasize the word fulfill—"“Canada’'s obligations under the
agreement”’. We are talking about two years later.

Clause 4 states *“ This act is binding on Her Mgjesty in right of
Canada or a province.” Same as before.

Clause 5 states ** The governor in council may designate one or
more members of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada as the
minister or ministers for the purpose of this act.” We have no
problem with this one either.

Clearly clause 6 gives a lot of power to the minister. It reads
“The minister may delegate any powers, duties and functions to
one or more persons’. One comment in this respect. | hope the
minister will not delegate any duty to the secret service agent who
lost his documents. We are talking about space and things could go
wrong.

Clause 7 states:

The Minister may send a notice to any person that the Minister believes, on
reasonable grounds, has information or documents relevant to the administration or
enforcement of this Act, requesting the person to provide, within any period that the
Minister specifies, that information or those documents to the Minister or any person
that the Minister designates.

That is very nice. Such notice could be sent to people who might
have important information on space research, many aspects of
which may be top secret.

Government Orders

Clause 8 reads as follows *“ No person in possession of informa-
tion or a document that has been provided under this act or the
agreement shall knowingly communicate it”. But there are two
exceptions.

® (1220)

That is when the communication or access is in the public
interest or necessary for the administration or enforcement of the
act or the agreement.

Clause 9 states:

The Governor in Council may make regulations that the Governor in Council
considers necessary for carrying out the purpose of this Act and giving effect to the
Agreement—

The governor in council is the cabinet. | repeat, this agreement
can be changed merely by changing the schedule, without going
back to the House.

Clause 10 states:

The Minister shall, by order, amend the schedule to incorporate any amendment
to the Agreement—

As | just said, the agreement of parliament is not required.
Clause 11 is longer, so | will just give a summary.

Section 7 of the criminal code is amended to include offences
committed by a Canadian crew member even if he or she isin
space. Similarly, the law would apply to a crew member from a
partner state who commits an act or omission affecting the life or
security of a Canadian crew member or aflight element belonging
to Canada.

Asfor clause 12(3), it isworthwhile reading it in its entirety, for
it is not very long:

If the employee or the dependants referred to in subsection (1) elect to claim
compensation under this Act, Her Majesty shall be subrogated to the rights of the
employee or dependants and may, subject to the Agreement implemented by the
Civil International Space Station Agreement Implementation Act, maintain an action
in the name of the employee or dependants or of Her Majesty against the person
against whom the action lies and any sum recovered shall be paid into the
Consolidated Revenue Fund.

Aswe can see, thisis very vague. However, it is normal to have
recourse, but all this is subject to the approval of Her Majesty,
which is ““subrogated to the rights of the employee or dependants
and may, subject to the agreement implemented—"

Clause 13 deals with the coming into force of the act.

The schedule, which is the agreement itself, is very interesting.
It mentions many things.

It indicates that the whole process began in 1984. We are
discussing the agreement now, in 1999, but the whole process
began in 1984. Since then, there was, among other events, a
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meeting between the President of the United States and the Prime
Minister of Canada at the time. | will never forget that meeting,
which ended with the former Prime Minister and leader of the
Progressive Conservative Party and the U.S. President, Mr. Rea-
gan, bursting out in song together. At the time, everyone recog-
nized that Canada was very, very close to the Americans.

| am pointing this out, because we recently travelled to Russiato
meet a Russian parliamentary committee on science and technolo-
gy, as part of an economic mission led by the Secretary of State for
Science, Research and Development. People asked questions about
the space station, because the Russians are experiencing financial
problems and are having difficulties meeting the requirements of
the agreement they signed in 1998.

The Russian parliamentarians’ objections had to do with Canada
always appearing to be too close to the United States and to be in
agreement with the Americans.

Earlier, | mentioned our ties with the Commonweath. The
Russians believed, and they were very blunt about it, that we were
too close to the Americans, and they had doubts about the future of
the space station. So much so that they insisted on keeping a
separate module, which is the exception on board this particular
space station. The Russians absolutely want a module not accessi-
ble to the rest of the space station, because they do not trust the
Americans.

® (1225)

Now, | will not go over all the other pages of this substantial
schedule, which deals with international rights and obligations,
management, intellectual property and, of course, research. The
latter is an important issue, because Canada is taking part in this
initiative. | think it is important that we preserve intellectua
property rights over the research Canadawill have invested in. The
same thing goes for the other participating countries.

| would like to underscore the special contribution of Canada to
this research project through the Canadian Space Agency, thanksto
the mobile servicing system. People will ask *“What is the mobile
maintenance system?”. It is the famous Canadarm, which will be
able to move just about anywhere in the station.

| was fascinated , during avisit | paid with the other members of
the Standing Committee on Industry to the space agency in St.
Hubert, by the way mobility is achieved. The Canadarm has two
hands, so to speak, and if it attaches itself to one part of the station,
the other hand can move about and attach itself to another part of
the station.

| saw that. | think that people can go and visit the centre. They
can see this discovery, which has put Canada and Quebec's
scientific community on the map, as they say, because this system
will be used not only for repairs but to assemble all of the elements

of the module. Canada's participation is therefore vital to the
construction of the station.

I would aso like to mention the role played by Quebecer Julie
Payette in aresearch expedition in the international space station.
She was the first Canadian to go there. Her particular contribution
was important, since she was the head of the medical team, which
obviously monitored the health and physical condition of the
astronauts and which carried out very serious medical research.

Since the beginning of medical research in space, a number of
treatments for diseases have been found, thus improving health.
There are obviously a lot of questions about bone density and
balance. In short, it is very important.

This project, which will span over 20 years, requires a $1.4
billion contribution by Canada. This may seem expensive, but the
economic benefits are estimated at over $6 billion.

An investment that will yield such substantial economic benefits
is a good investment. Overall, it will create 70,000 jobs, which is
significant. This is one reason that motivated us, in the Bloc
Quebecois, to support this bill. These jobs are not only in the
province of Quebec, since, as | said, the Canadian Space Agency
has divisions across the country. But Quebec is glad that the agency
has its headquarters in Saint-Hubert.

We are not talking only about public servant or researcher jobs
paid by the agency, but also about jobsin the private sector and for
people who do research on a contractua basis or who try to apply
research elements identified by the agency itself. The application
aspect is very important and it also creates a lot of jobs.

® (1230)

There will be enormous economic and scientific benefits in our
daily lives. Because of the financia limitations of a country with
30 million people, the space agency has decided to limit its
activities to certain niches.

Besides the Canadarm and the mobile maintenance system |
mentioned earlier, the agency has become aworld leader in satellite
communication. This is not necessarily related to this particular
project, but the Canadian Space Agency developed RADARSAT, as
well as other applications. Another project will be launched
shortly, which will contribute further to the advancement of
satellite communication. This means that soon someone in the
Sahara desert will actually be able to speak on the phone with
someone in Ottawa. They will be able to communicate. Thisis no
small thing.

And that is not all. Those interested in geography can expect to
see more accurate maps, because it will be possible to take shots to
within approximately two metres from the ground. Agency repre-
sentatives told us that the Russians and the Americans do not want
it to be any closer, apparently for security reasons.
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During my visit, | observed the seriousness of Agency em-
ployees, especialy their pride when astronauts from around the
world come to the training centre devoted solely to use of the
Canadarm. All astronauts, whether they are Russian, American,
European, or Japanese, come to Saint-Hubert regularly for training.
Thisis great for the city of Saint-Hubert and for Quebec. It is also
good for Canada.

I would now like to talk about what | think isthe most important
aspect of the civil international space station, and that is co-opera-
tion among various countries. These include Canada, the United
States, Japan, Russia and European countries; others could join
eventually.

Theword * partnership’ appears throughout the agreement. Itis
used very frequently. | think this is very important. Thisis a step
forward for the advancement of aerospace science. This multilater-
al agreement has been quite a shot in the arm. Since the end of the
cold war and the fall of the Berlin Wall, the Russians have joined
the expedition. | think this is good.

Speaking of history, thisyear the Canadian Space Agency, which
has its headquarters in Saint-Hubert, is celebrating its tenth anni-
versary.

I will conclude on a poalitical note. The word “partnership’
crops up everywhere in this agreement. Canada has agreed to
discuss an important agreement with other nations, but has said in
advance that it is not interested in discussing partnership with
Quebec. This government is prepared to talk with everyone except
Quebec. That is how much this government seems to care about a
wish expressed in 1995 by 49.6% of Quebecers.

[English]

Mr. Jim Jones (Markham, PC): Mr. Speaker, it is my pleasure
to risein the House today to speak to Bill C-4, the civil internation-
al space station agreement implementation act. This bill represents
a key advancement in Canada's important role in the devel opment
of the international space station and further strengthens the very
valuable level of international co-operation that began under the
previous Progressive Conservative government.

® (1235)

As a point of recognition the PC Party has supported this bill
from itsinception as it is a further development in the process that
began under the leadership of Brian Mulroney. On thislevel | must
congratulate the minister for continuing his government’s commit-
ment to the agenda set by the former prime minister.

Beyond furthering Canada's reputation as a major player in
international efforts, the bill provides for an important contribution
to the development of the Canadian scientific community. Howev-
er, it must be noted that thisis but a scratch in the surface of where
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wemust go in order to further develop our high tech industry which
stretches well beyond our responsibilities to the space program.

The hill is easy to support given the origins of its purpose.
Beyond this, it is one that is merely evidence of the Libera
government’s chronic, mediocre commitment to advancing the
Canadian context of technology. For instance, since 1993 the
government has steadily cut into the budget of the Canadian space
agency, reducing it from $378 million in the 1993-94 budget period
to $350 million this year and ultimately down to a level of $300
million in the future.

As the developed world around us races toward the future the
Liberal government creeps along a path of complacent indifference
toward this most vital sector of our economy and of our well-being.
As our talented technology workers head south of the border—inci-
dentally, with the Prime Minister's full support—the Canadian
technology sector, stifled in large part by high taxation, slips
further and further behind our competitors.

As an example of the fast rate of change in the United States |
will point out the incomprehensible speed at which the technology
sector is advancing in the United States. Through innovation and
e-commerce, for example, Dell Computers is generating $30
million per day in Internet sales every single day of the year. How
doesit do it? Hard work and a system that rewards innovation and
growth.

Asfurther evidence, in Santa Clara, Californiaaone, 64 million-
aires emerge every day from the competitive and rewarding
environment that is so vital in fostering this astronomical rate of
growth. These are two examples of many.

Why does this not occur in Canada? One need only look at this
bill to appreciate the cause. It has taken nearly two years for the
government to finally get Bill C-4 through parliament, just barely
making it for the international co-operation deadline in January.

This slow rate of progressis not a confidence building approach.
Taking this long to get through a piece of legisation which we all,
in essence, support is remarkably counterproductive, especially
when one realizes that we should be dealing with far more issues
related to the technology sector.

The government must get off its duff and accept that we are
losing the great war for talent. Yes, the bill does provide money for
research and development to the technology sector, but it is
incredibly far from being enough. Everywhere else thisindustry is
in a brawl with no rules, whereas in Canada, among the countless
punitive regulations and taxes, the most telling rule is ‘' Leave if
you don't like it”.

That iswhat our talent does. They do not wish to haveto reply to
the question of ‘“Where were you during the great enterprises of
Y2K?" by saying they were waiting for the Liberal government to
stop diddling over long overdue legislation and tax cuts. That is
why they leave. Thereisvirtually no commitment to ensuring that
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we give our massively talented workforce the tools to prosper in
the most important industry of the present and indeed the future.

It should come as no surprise that the government waffles on this
issue. In fact it becomes more and more apparent that its interest
wanes when it is asked to support something it did not create.

| strongly urge that the government take some leadership on this
issue. | do not offer this appeal on the basis that we begin massive
new spending projects. Quite the contrary, we need to offer an
environment that allows the technology industry to do what it does
best, innovate. However, it is hard to do so when there is an
increasing burden of taxation on the corporate sector and on the
individuals it employs. This is completely unacceptable.

The only way we can bring Canada up to a far greater level of
productivity in technology isto slash taxes. We need to cut taxesin
a meaningful way for Canadian businesses and Canadians, not as
window dressing for the posterity of the Prime Minister and the
Minister of Finance.

® (1240)

The government need not provide the capital if it is encouraging
the incentive. That incentive lies at the end of the day, when the
hard working and talented Canadian workers are able to see a
substantive reward for their efforts. Should this occur, should we
rise to the occasion, the government and the country will reap the
rewards of excellence.

My party and | fully support Bill C-4 and do not wish to further
delay this valuable piece of legidation. | will, however, restate my
message to the government that it best begin to change this
lethargic approach to the industry and get on the ball. It has to
recognize and respond to the rapid rate of change. It is barely able
to govern effectively with its present complacence with regard to
pressing issues which, as it happens, may disqualify it from
successfully governing for the future, and that is the kind of
leadership which the country so desperately needs.

Mr. Bill Gilmour (Nanaimo—Alberni, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, |
was most interested in the member’s comments, in particular with
regard to the movement of our talent south.

I am not sure whether he saw the article in the Citizen last
weekend about Nortel’'s CEO. It was avery interesting article about
the amount of brain power that is moving south of the border and
the inability of our system to replace that talent.

It is interesting that we also have a Prime Minister who says
there is not a brain drain in this country, that it is just a myth. Yet,
these high tech firms categorically state that they cannot compete
with the U.S,, in particular because of the tax structure. | certainly

concur with the member’s comments that we are taxed out of our
socks in this country.

How are we going to stop this brain drain? It fits with the space
station and it fits with the high technology arena that we are in.
Where does the hon. member see the sol utions to stopping the brain
drain and getting the country on its feet again?

Mr. Jim Jones: Mr. Speaker, | thank the hon. member for his
excellent question. It isnot asimple one to answer, but basically we
are beside the greatest economy in theworld. | do not know why we
are trying to forge a different economy of high taxes when the
United States encourages innovation and free enterprise.

We have to get our taxes, both corporate and personal, more in
line. There is awhole new revolution going on, for example, with
Dell Computer and the e-commerce world. Ninety per cent of
Canadians today, when they are buying products on e-commerce,
buy them from the United States. They are not buying in Canada.
Dell isdoing $30 million aday, every day of the year, and it hasjust
started.

We also have to encourage people that if they work hard they
will enjoy the fruits of their labour. For example, in Santa Clara, 64
millionaires are created each day. | bet those people for ayear or so
had the dream of becoming rich and knew that if they worked hard,
once they realized their aspirations they would get to keep their
money.

We seem to tax it away, do some sort of income averaging and
give the money to everyone. We have to encourage the entrepre-
neurial spirit at the school level, and when people work hard they
should be able to keep their money. We have to reduce taxes both at
the corporate and personal levels.

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

Some hon. members: Question.

TheActing Speaker (Mr. McClelland): The question is on the
motion. Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt the motion?

Some hon. members. Agreed.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McClelland): | declare the motion
carried.

(Motion agreed to, hill read the third time and passed)

* % *
® (1245)

MUNICIPAL GRANTSACT

The House resumed from November 16 consideration of the
motion that Bill C-10, an act to amend the Municipa Grants Act,
be read the second time and referred to a standing committee.
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Mr. Ken Epp (Elk Island, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, any time | have
the opportunity, | will stand up in defence of Canadian taxpayers.

Those poor, beleaguered people are attacked at every turn by
government after government after government. It boggles the
mind to think that Canadian taxpayers give up over half of their
earnings just to fund their levels of government.

| have often said that if someone came into my house and took
half of everything | owned, | would probably phone the RCMP. |
would tell them to come and get this guy, take him away and lock
him up. Let us have some justice here. Probably most Canadians
would say, ‘“ Yes, you are entitled to do that. That isfair. That isin
defence of your property. That is stuff that you bought with money
you worked for and earned. The guy who went in at night has no
right to take it”.

The taxman comes in the daytime. He comes and takes every-
thing | earn. If | do not help him load the truck, | am the one that
goes to jail. If | do not co-operate with him loading up and taking
my stuff, | am considered to be some sort of alesser citizen because
| will not take part in the scheme.

| guess should put this into balance. | suppose | should not
always talk about taxes like that, because it is a privilege to pay
taxes. | concur with what many people say, this is a wonderful
country. Itisaprivilegeto livein Canada. | believeitisaprivilege
to be amember of parliament in the country. Itisaprivilegeand an
honour to stand in this place in defence of the people who elected
me and who are paying the bill.

| hear from alot of people in my riding and across the country
who say, ‘“You know, | would not mind paying a fair amount of
taxes, but the taxes we pay are too much. We keep on paying taxes
on taxes”.

Mr. Speaker, | am sure you are aware that we pay a lot of taxes
on taxes literally. For example, if we go to the gas station to buy
$10 worth of fuel for our cars, in the end that $10 actually includes
aportion of the federal gasoline tax and the provincial gasoline tax.
That price of $10, although | cannot remember the last time | only
bought $10 worth of gas at one stop, but that $10 already containsa
bunch of taxes.

What do we then get here? The government says that it wants to
charge GST onit. The GST is our famous gouge and screw tax. Itis
added to everything, even to the tax portion of that gasoline. Here
we have money that we have earned and on which we have paid
income tax. We then take the part that is left and pay the gasoline
taxes. On those taxes, GST is added. When | say taxes on taxes on
taxes, it is literaly true that we end up paying taxes on taxes.

| am getting very close now to talking about municipal grants
because we want to talk about taxation collected by municipalities.
It is also true that when we pay our municipa property taxes, in
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most instances the money we use to pay that tax we have already
paid income tax on.

We work like slaves, get some money and the federal and
provincial taxman keeps about half of it, on incremental income for
most Canadians these days. With the half that we have |eft over we
have to pay our municipal taxes. Thisisthereason | introduced my
private member’s hill that says that people who pay property taxes
should be able to deduct that amount from their taxable income. |
do not think it isright for Canadians to have to pay taxes on money
they earn for the sole purpose of paying taxes. It is enough aready,
as my grandmother would say. It is just too much.

® (1250)

Today we are talking about Bill C-10. Bill C-10 is aso a hill
which hasto do with how to distribute and move around money that
has been collected from taxpayers. It also has to do with municipal
taxes and other fees and charges that are paid by different levels of
government, in this case, the federal government. | find it absolute-
ly incredible that the money that the taxpayer sends to Ottawa is
used for al sorts of different things.

Among other things, the Canadian government operates a num-
ber of vehicles. We have thousands of dollars of real property. |
suppose that is a necessity, although sometimes | wonder whether
we have allowed that to get out of hand aswell. It seemsto me that
our government is larger than it ought to be because there has not
been any real accountability on the part of government on how it
spends money.

Obviously, when the federal government uses part of the facility
in a municipality to operate its buildings, it should also pay afair
share of the municipal taxes. One could argue that thereis only one
taxpayer. However, the fact of the matter is that this is a way of
relieving, at least partialy, the burden of property taxes on people
in the municipalities. That is, in order to provide the services and
the infrastructure which also supports the government facility, as it
supports other businesses and homes and apartments, thismoney is
also used for these government buildings and government services.

There is absolutely no doubt in my mind that it is fair that the
Canadian taxpayer should pay a fair share of the municipal taxes
because there is an increasing burden on municipalities to pay for
all of the things that are being downloaded by the government.

Thisisabill that will amend the Municipal Grants Act. It hasto
do with how the federal government makes grants to municipalities
directly in lieu of taxes that it should be paying.

Mr. Speaker, | know you had some anxiety as to whether or not |
wason topic, but | wasindeed giving my preliminary lead-up to the
topic at hand today. | think | can probably promise you, Mr.
Speaker, that at least 95% of the time | will open my speech with
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some sort of a statement that says it is time to cut taxes in the
country, so my preamble was most appropriate.

In this particular bill, there are a number of things which are
needed and are justified. It is a case where we have a number of
items that are probably worth supporting. We know, and this has
been the case for quite some time, that supplementary payments
can be made to municipalities in lieu of taxes. In other words, in
this country we do not permit one level of government to tax
another.

There are some exceptions to this. | have noticed lately that
federal government vehicles carry provincia licence plates. Agree-
ments have been reached on that, which is fair since those vehicles
utilize the roads of the province in which they are stationed, for the
most part.

® (1255)

There are other things that have been permitted for quite some
time. The federal government, however, cannot be levied atax. If a
municipality says that we have a federal court, a federal taxation
building or an El office that is owned and operated or leased by the
federal government, normally if that were any other lesseeit would
assess property taxes against that property. The federal govern-
ment, in order to be fair, has for a number of years voluntarily paid
a fair assessment to the different municipalities. By doing this, it
gets around that little rule that one level of government may not tax
another level of government.

This particular bill has a couple of good features in it. It will
extend the ability of the federal government to make these volun-
tary payments in other areas. For example, it would extend it to
making payments of interest in the event that the payment was | ate.

| do not know if members have heard this rumour, but there are
some government departments that are continualy late in their
payments. The Minister of Defence is here and maybe he can give
me a wave if | am wrong, but | have heard rumours that the
Department of National Defence spends millions of dollars every
year on late payments through the normal billing of expenses. It is
late in paying, so the supplier of the commodity that the defence
department has purchased just adds the usua carrying chargeto the
late payment and the government pays it because it is a legitimate
payment. If it would be on the bit and pay its bills promptly it
would not have those interest payments.

In the case of municipalities, they also assess charges for late
payments, whether it is late payments for municipaly owned
utilities or whether it is late payments on property taxes.

This particular bill would extend the ability of the government to
make voluntary paymentsin lieu of interest on payments which are
late. Again, | cannot really be against that. | think it is fair to the

municipalities, the ratepayers and the property taxpayers in those
particular municipalities where this applies.

There is another thing that happens. Sometimes the federal
government owns a property but does not use it all. Even though it
is owned by the government, it leases that same property out to
another third party. Almost always, those particular contracts for
lease include a clause that says that the lessee must pay the
property tax on that property. Sometimes these people who lease
the property are not diligent in their payments. As aresult, they go
late. This particular bill will now, | guess, stiff the taxpayer for the
inability of the government at whatever level to collect the rent and
tax payments from the individual or business that is leasing the

property.

At any rate, it is a transfer of tax dollars from one location to
another. In this case, it is from the federal government to the
municipality. If the taxes are delinquent, this bill will allow the
federal government to voluntarily make that payment.

There are some kinds of structures that have been added to the
list. I would not disagree with that. Also, we now have acommittee
of appeal.

However, | would like to bring to the attention of the House that
the Reform Party has avery good policy with respect to thistype of
thing. | would like to read a page from the book. It states:

The Reform Party will insist that all laws pertaining to individuals and the private
sector apply equally to the Government of Canada, its personnel, its agencies and
Parliament.

Mr. Speaker, you will be totally amazed at how | am going to
weave the MP pension plan into this story. That principle applying
to the fairness of municipal taxation isaprinciple that extendsright
across the board.

® (1300)

| draw to the attention of members and anyone else who is
hearing or reading these words that in the pension plan for
members of parliament and senators, legidation isin place which
specifically exempts members of parliament from certain provi-
sions of the Income Tax Act. | meet many people who would love
to defer an additional 2% or 5% of their income for taxation in
some future years.

This is a violation of the Reform principle which says that all
laws which pertain to individuals and the private sector will apply
equally to individuals as well as to governments, as well as to
members of the government, including the employees, members of
parliament and senators. We have here aviolation of that principle.
The MP pension plan is one of the most blatant violations. Specific
legislation was passed in this place to exempt members from a law
that applies to every other Canadian.



November 19, 1999

COMMONS DEBATES

1509

How could the Liberals have the gall to do that? | cannot believe
Canadian voters continue to send members to this place who would
do that type of thing. It boggles my mind.

The government is maintaining a special position in this bill.
Even though the Government of Canada will voluntarily pay taxes
to some municipalities on behalf of its buildings and structures, it
will not necessarily do it all the time.

One objection we have to the bill is that Canada Post is not
included. It is very much an arm of the government. The Canadian
mint, a crown corporation, is not included as having to participate
in this program. We think that iswrong. It should apply to everyone

equally.

The payment of grantsin lieu of taxesisavery good program but
every once in a while a dispute arises. How would we solve a
dispute? There are anumber of ways to resolve a dispute when two
people disagree. The best way isto sit down, talk about it, negotiate
it, figure out who is willing to bend which way and come together
onit. Every oncein awhile disputes become serious and the federal
or provincial courts become involved. We try to resolve our
differences at the court level by having ajudge and in some cases a
jury look at the situation to try to bring about justice.

There is a serious flaw in this bill. Even though when there is a
dispute there is a mechanism to solveit, lo and behold we find that
the board that is supposed to do this is appointed by the minister. It
is like getting into a boxing ring and finding out that the opponent
is also the referee. It does not bring a great deal of fairness to the
situation. This flaw should be corrected before the bill is passed.

A second flaw is that board members make recommendations to
the minister. |s that not a surprise. First the minister appoints the
board members and then they make arecommendation to him. The
bill is clear. The minister may or may not accept their recommen-
dation.

If a municipality disagrees with the payment level or the
promptness of the payment being made by the federal government
and challenges it, the matter goes to the the board which hears the
case. The board may give some very good advice or it may given
rotten advice, we do not know which, but we hope the board would
try to be fair.

® (1305)

| suppose the Prime Minister would hasten to tell us that just
because they were Liberals who were appointed to the board does
not mean that they will always make a wrong judgment, and |
suppose that would be a fair statement. They probably would not
always make a wrong judgment. In any case they make a recom-
mendation to the minister and then the minister has the choice to
take the recommendation or not.
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In al fairness the minister and his officials would probably read
and study the recommendation. | would hope they would. | hope
the decision would not be arbitrary and capricious, but there is
nothing in the bill or the act that would prevent that from
happening. The minister could take their advice or he could decline
their advice and do whatever he wants. He would then unilaterally
say, ““ Sorry, we are not paying”’ and that would be the end of the
matter. There is no further appeal.

Those are some of the very serious flaws in the bill that should
be corrected. There should be some fairness built into this.
Arranging the affairs so that the person one is fighting with in the
boxing ring is aso the referee is just not a very good way to plan
success.

Mr. Lee Morrison (Cypress Hills—Grassands, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, one of the bedrock principles of our system isthat thereis
to be no taxation without representation.

At themunicipal level, in my lifetime, that has been expanded so
that there is no residency without the right to representation.
Renterswho pay their taxesindirectly are allowed, just aslandown-
ers are, to have a vote on the activities of their local government.

We have before the House a bill that flies squarely in the face of
that principle. It is called the ratification of the Nisga'a treaty
which will make it quite possible for a group of municipa
councillors, band councillors if you will, since the government
keeps telling us that what it is setting up is a form of municipal
government, to levy taxes. This group will be able to levy taxes on
any and all residents on the reserve irrespective of what the persons
being taxed may think or what they may want to do. They will not
have avoice in it because voting and the choice of councillors will
be limited only to people who have the correct skin pigmentation.
The fact that one may be living, doing business or providing a
service on the reserve will be totaly irrelevant.

We dready have an example of this sort of thing on the
Musgueam reserve where in addition to the massive rent increases
that we hear so much about, there is also a silent and somewhat
unreported problem of taxation. The band is levying taxes to the
tune of about $6,000 per residence on the people who will
ultimately be dispossessed of their homes. They are doing this
without any recourse to democratic action. These people cannot
vote in any way on what their loca government is doing with
respect to taxes.

Doesmy hon. colleague have any thoughts or suggestions on this
subject as to what might be done to ameliorate the problem?

Mr. Ken Epp: Mr. Speaker, that is an excellent question because
it has to do with how Bill C-10 impacts on the life and times of
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municipal taxpayers. We are talking about municipa taxpayers
paying their billsto the municipality in which they live or inwhich
they own property.

The member for Cypress Hills—Grasslands has made an excel-
lent point. We have long held the principle that there cannot be
taxation without representation. There cannot be a body for which
we have no opportunity to vote and which can levy taxation against
us, make rules that actually part us from some of our income. Itis
unconscionable.

He made mention of the fact that thisis what is happening in the
treaty agreements in British Columbia. | would take the point a
little further than he did. There is certainly an immediate and
serious problem that needs to be addressed.

® (1310)

The government members, all those green foreheads as | refer to
them, are just not listening. They are not paying attention to the
genuine concerns we are bringing forward on behalf of the people
of British Columbia on thisissue. | wish they would listen because
not only is there an immediate concern, but there is the immediate
huge injustice of people losing their own property through a
process over which they have no control and no recourse. Thereis
also along term repercussion which | think our children and our
grandchildren are going to rue for years and years to come.

To divide our population based on genetic make-up and to say
that different rules apply to different people because of their
particular genetic make-up, history teaches us that that is danger-
ous. Common sense makes us aware that that is dangerous.

It is unfortunate with legislation like that which we have before
us today and legislation such as my colleague mentioned that the
government is totally blind and deaf. It will not see the problem
and it will not hear from the people. | find it unconscionable that
the government is actually contemplating not even permitting the
people of British Columbia to have a referendum on what is going
to make a tremendous difference to their lives and their society, not
only now but for years to come.

| thank my colleague for an excellent question. That is the type
of thing | wish we could debate clearly and openly in the House
with a genuine willingness to listen and to make changes when it
becomes clear that there is inadequacy in the legislation before us.

Ms. Bev Degjarlais (Churchill, NDP): Mr. Speaker, | am a bit
disappointed in the comments by my hon. colleague.

| do not know if other members of the House get lists of the new
citizens of Canada. We get alist of the new citizensin our ridings. |

am always pleased when there is someone on it who | have known
for a number of years. | have a couple of friendswho havelived in
Canadafor 25 and 30 years. The other day | was going through my
list while | was sitting here listening to the really important
debates we have. | noticed that a couple of my friends were on that
list and | automatically thought great, two more votes next election.

In spite of the fact that these friends had lived and worked in
Canadafor 25 or 30 years and had paid taxes, they were not able to
vote on electing federa members. Why is that? Because we
recognize that until people become citizens of our country, we do
not allow them to vote for the governments.

Does he think it is fair that people move to Canada and are not
ableto vote for afederal member of parliament unless they become
citizens? | think it is reasonable. Does he not think it is reasonable
aswell, or does he think people should not have to become citizens
and be part of a community before they vote?

Mr. Ken Epp: Mr. Speaker, | agree with what the member has
said. | notice she did not in any way indicate that we would first of
all test the pigmentation of peopl€’s skin or genes before we allow
them to take up citizenship. It is totally irrelevant to this situation.

| would add a further caution to what she has said. | will putitin
the form of arhetorical question. Do we really want to within the
boundaries of our country have little countries all over the place,
here a country, there a country, here a country, so that when we
walk into those boundaries we cannot be a citizen of that country
unless we pass aracia test? | need to ask, is that really where we
want to take our country? | say as emphatically as | can, no.

® (1315)

Mr. Rob Anders (Calgary West, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, munici-
palities across our great land are paying in terms of employment
insurance. As a result of that and the huge overpayments this
government is amassing, municipal governments across the coun-
try are transferring municipal tax dollarsto the federal government.

One level of government is taxing another with municipal taxes
going into the federal coffers. What does the hon. member have to
say about that?

Mr. Ken Epp: Mr. Speaker, we have al sorts of government
politicians and bureaucrats playing around in the big mixing bowl
with taxpayer money. It is going here. It is going there. It is going
everywhere. Nobody really knows how much is going where, and
the level of accountability is atogether entirely too low.

We have a principle in Canada that one level of government
cannot tax another. With al deference to my colleague, we have a
voluntary plan on the part of the federa government to carry at
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least some part of the fair share of municipal taxation in those
municipalities which have facilities.

| do not think that is unfair. The money comes from the taxpayer.
Some municipalities have a preponderance of federal government
agencies, buildings or facilities, and it is not totally unfair that
should be done. However, the principle that he has referred to must
of course be maintained.

Mr. Rob Anders(Calgary West, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, as aways,
| will start my comments on the bill by telling the folks back home
what it is all about.

Bill C-10 is an act to amend the Municipal Grants Act. It talks
about administration. It talks about payments. It talks about taxes.
It talks about common tax due dates. It talks about government
leasing its properties to non-departmental third parties. It mentions
the Canada Post Corporation and goes into the discretionary power
of the federal government.

Let me make a few points about those subjects. We have a
situation where we have three levels of government, federal,
provincial and municipal, and this government istrying to establish
a fourth level of government. This is despite the fact that the
country is already overgoverned, despite the fact that we have a
$600 billion national debt, and despite the fact that we have
unfunded liabilities with the Canada pension plan that will max out
in 2017.

Despite the fact that we have al these concerns—and the
government certainly has afull plateif it were willing to deal with
it—it is creating a fourth level of government by what it is doing
with Nisga'a. That impinges because we have three levels of
government and we are already having difficulties. It is trouble-
some at times to deal with those issues, especially for the taxpayer,
because there is one taxpayer and there are three levels of
government, and now we are to have four.

On top of that is the whole issue of taxation without representa-
tion. That is exactly what will happen with the fourth level of
government that | mentioned. Not only will that happen in the new
level of government, but it will learn from the previous ones. It will
be picked up as precedent.

We have a situation where we have taxation without representa-
tion going on right now with municipal governments. | asked a
question of one of my colleagues about the whole issue of
municipalities across the country that are paying more employment
insurance than they get back in return.

| am a taxpayer in Cagary. By contributing my money to
municipal taxes in Calgary | am paying for municipal workers in
the city of Calgary, and the overpayments this government is
collecting in employment insurance, in the El fund, is therefore
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going into federal coffers. The situation is the same for al those
who pay municipal taxes

It is absolutely unfair that the federal taxman is robbing money
out of municipal coffers across the country, especially when we
consider the federal government has cut back its transfers to the
provinces and therefore also cut back transfers to the municipalities
dependent upon provincia funds. That is a shame.

® (1320)

This government continually says that it believes in some of the
programs that it holds high as sacred cows in the country, but time
after time it makes cuts to them. On top of that it raises taxes. |
could talk about the CPP tax hike and the El taxes.

On top of that as well municipal governments are forced to go
ahead and overpay employment insurance for their employees. In
the city of Vancouver alone the people of VVancouver are overcontri-
buting over $2 million to the federal government. It is not as
though the people of British Columbiaand the people of Vancouver
are not overtaxed asit is. On top of that $2 million of their money
are being transferred to the federal government. That is an absolute
shame.

The bill aso includes appointments. | happen to be the Senate
and patronage critic of the official opposition. Patronage al too
often takes placein all aspects of government legislation. There are
thousands of positions, and this hill is no different, that include
patronage positions. People meet with the Prime Minister on a
regular basis to go ahead and dole out the precious positions
Liberalsloveto giveto their friends. Part of what the bill isabout is
appointments and patronage.

In 1990 this government said it would change things. When the
Prime Minister ran for election as leader of the Liberal Party he
said that things would be different under his rule. We do not have
that. The Liberals promised in the red book in 1993 and again in
1997 that patronage would change.

As a matter of fact, the government House leader helped to
author the McGrath report in which he said that some of those
positions would be vetted by parliamentary committees which have
the ability to go into these matters and would love to be able to
scrutinize people based on the merits they have to hold their
positions. Instead, we continue to have this government push
forward its agenda of patronage.

It gets worse. It goes into the whole idea of tax sharing and tax
agreements. | have been in this place two years. The longer | am
here, the more | believe the provinces should divest themselves of
the tax sharing and tax agreements with the federal government
because they are done wrong by them. | applaud the Government of



1512

COMMONSDEBATES

November 19, 1999

Government Orders

Alberta for moving ahead. Within the next few years it will go
ahead and separate the tax collection situation from Ottawa.

The federal government is collecting taxes and collecting taxes
for the federal government. That is a result of the first and second
world wars and the Great Depression when no other government
had the ability to meet the needs of the country in those dire times.

Since that time the federal government has abused that privilege.
It has gone ahead and is using the money for buying votes like it
always does. It is cutting back on programs. It entered into
arrangements with the provincial governments on things like health
care, and | could name others, where it said it would fund 50% of
the programs. Instead it has cut, hacked and slashed.

Every time it came to an election government members said
“Trust us, wewill increase the money” . When push came to shove,
they cut and cut deeply, to the point where the provincial Govern-
ment of Alberta now receives only 15% for every dollar, even
though the federal government promised Ernest Manning and that
province when they entered into the agreement on health care that
they would receive 50%.

Government members have the gall to stand in this place to tell
us that they will somehow shove their way down the throat of the
Government of Alberta. Thetail iswagging the dog. They are only
funding 15% of the show and they said they were committed to
50%. They preach high morals about how they want to defend this
and that, but they do not ante up with the cash. They continues to
cut. Shame on them.

® (1325)

| also want to talk about the whole idea of government leases,
third party leases, mentioned in the bill. That is when the govern-
ment leases some of its properties to non-departmental third
parties. | will pose a general question, and | hope the folks back
home are listening.

If the federal government has more property than it needs to do
itsjob, why should it be going ahead and renting out the property in
competition with private sector renters? Taxpayers have been
calling for money for certain programs. Why does the government
not sell off the property, that taxpayer asset, and give the money
back to taxpayer programs or give taxpayers a long awaited tax
break?

If the federal government has assets or property it is not using
and isrenting out right now, it should get rid of it. It should be sold
off and given back to the free market or given back to the people.
There is no reason the federal government needs to continue to
hang on to it.

Another aspect of the bill isthat of the Canada Post Corporation.
It touches on that. It is another example of agovernment institution

that does not believe in competition and will not allow anybody
else to give it a fair shake for the money.

T2P Overnight, a company in Calgary was willing to deliver
anywhere within the T2P postal code in Calgary for significantly
less money than what it costs for afirst class stamp. The company
delivered overnight, in one day. Can we imagine Canada Post
Corporation promising the delivery of mail in one day and doing it
for less money?

They did not allow that. They shut the company down and said it
was competition for Canada Post. They could not handle it. As a
result they closed it. A private sector entrepreneur who wanted to
start up something offered a better level of service. It could have
provided an incentive and an example for the government and for
the Canada Post Corporation, but they would not even alow
competition. They would not even think about it. As a result, an
entrepreneur in the city of Calgary suffered for it, jobs were lost
and the government won.

The bill talks about arm’s length relationships. Those arms
continueto grow and grow, not only in terms of the multiplicity and
the number of arms on this government beast but the length of the
government’s arms. Everywhere we look the government wants to
establish longer arm’s length relationships, because ministers in
the House do not want to have to stand and answer for their own
departments.

They would rather be able to stand and say “‘| am sorry, Mr.
Speaker, but that is not my department. It is not my department that
isresponsiblefor that. It isthat arm’slength body, that arm’s length
organization. |1 do not have anything to do with that. It is not
directly involving me. It is now independent”. That isajoke. Itis
going on right now with Revenue Canada.

They wanted to go ahead and establish an arm'’s length relation-
ship. More and more they want to distance themselves from the
actual business of governing because they realizes they are not
doing it well. They realize they are squandering taxpayer dollars,
that they are not accountable, that they are overtaxing people and
that they are doing it poorly. As a result they want to distance
themselves from their poor record, from their shoddy record.

Setting themselves up in some sort of arm’s length relationship
is a code word for saying that ministers do not want to be
accountabl e for abrogating the wholeidea of parliamentary respon-
sibility, the whole idea of the cabinet being accountable to the
country, and the whole idea of the minister being responsible for
the actions of all those employed beneath him. Those are just some
of the problems with the bill.

I will talk about priorities for a second. There is a real lack of
priorities around this place when we talk about bills like this one
with al their inherent flaws, and | went through them.

This type of thing occupies our time when instead they could be
talking about cutting taxes and coming forward with tax cuts. They
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could be talking about employment insurance reform. They could
be talking about putting money back into health care. That does not
happen. Instead they talk about arm’'s length relationships and
cutting back on their accountability. Shame on them.

TheActing Speaker (Mr. McClelland): The hon. member will
have approximately seven minutes when next the bill comes to the
House.

It being 1.30 p.m., the House will now proceed to the consider-
ation of Private Members' Business as listed on today's order

paper.

PRIVATE MEMBERS BUSINESS

® (1330)

[English]

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SYSTEM

Mr. Lee Morrison (Cypress Hills—Grasslands, Ref.) moved:

That, in the opinion of this House, a minimum of 20 per cent of federal excise tax
revenues on gasoline should be directed to joint federal and provincial programs to
upgrade or renew many sub-standard sections of the national highway system.

He said: Mr. Speaker, my motion proposes that two cents from
the ten cents per litre federal excise tax on gasoline be directed to
joint federal and provincial programs to upgrade and renew our
crumbling national highway system.

| have addressed this issue many times both in and out of the
House. | was eagerly anticipating presentation of this motion and |
very deeply regret that today we will be going through this silly
charade of a debate with no opportunity for a vote on a matter of
great public interest.

Canadais the only developed country with no national highway
program or even a coherent national highways policy.

In 1992, afederal-provincia study identified 25,400 kilometres,
including the Trans-Canada Highway and afew major cross-border
arteries, as the national highway system. However, having been
identified, the system has been almost totally forgotten. Thereisno
administrative framework and no federal funding for maintaining
or upgrading it.

Every year the federal government collects about $5 billion in
fuel excise taxes, including $4.3 hillion specifically from highway
fuels. A miserable 4% of that lovely pot of money is going to be
reinvested in highways this year.

Private Members' Business

On November 4, 1998, in the Standing Committee on Transport,
the Minister of Transport readily admitted that there is a lack of
balance between federal fuel tax collected and federal expenditures
on roads. He said that the government needed the money for other
purposes. He stated, ‘| accept the general thrust of your argument
and it is something we have to work toward as we progressively get
the books in order””. The government has been crowing about its
huge projected revenue surpluses, surpluses from usurious taxa-
tion, so the time has come to invest in something of permanent
national benefit. Show us the money, Mr. Minister.

On February 7, 1997, in a transport committee report called, A
National Highway Renewa Strategy, it is mentioned that the
Minister of Finance had conceded that the dedicated tax concept
might be examined at such time as the government is generating
substantial surpluses. Show us the money, Mr. Minister.

That same finance minister has from time to time expressed his
distaste for the dedication of tax revenues and has indicated that
dedicated taxes are not the Canadian way. Apparently only exces-
sive taxes can be classified as truly Canadian. Actually there are
precedents for dedicated federal taxes. For example, old age
security and the air navigation system were both in the past funded
by dedicated taxes. Now, in spite of usurious federal fuel taxes,
there is no dedicated federal road improvement fund in place.

Contrast this with the United States where federal fuel taxes go
into a highway trust fund, where the money is protected by a
budgetary firewall mandating that transportation infrastructure
spending cannot be reduced in order to finance other programs. The
U.S. transportation equity act provides each state with a minimum
guaranteed level of federal highway funding proportional to each
state’s highway mileage.

The budget for six years is $217 hillion U.S. An equivalent
expenditure proportional to Canada’'s population would be $5.3
billion Canadian annually, not much more than we have been
paying every year into the fuel tax fund, or as fuel taxes with
nothing substantive to show for it.

® (1335)

Our neighbours have not only identified a national highway
system, they fund it, as part of the program that | have just
described, to the tune of $29,000 per mile per year.

If we financed our much smaller so-called national highway
system at that rate, the annual cost in Canadian dollars would be
less than $700 million. With the $800 million that my motion
would yield, we could actually play catch-up on the worst parts of
the system before it deteriorates beyond the point of no return. If
we do nothing and total replacement becomes necessary, tens of
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billions of dollars will have to be found somewhere or we will have
to revert to red river carts.

It isanational disgrace that the Trans-Canada Highway traffic is
routinely diverted south of the border to where the highways are.
Tens of millions of dollars in fuel taxes that could be used to
upgrade our system stay in the United States, together with the
costs of lodging, meals, repairs and incidentals.

Traffic does not just move south for comfort, convenience and
speed, but also for safety. Hundreds of people die every year in
Canada because of substandard highways. Almost every province
has at |east one stretch of two-lane Trans-Canada Highway referred
to locally as the ““death strip” or “death aley'. In Saskatchewan,
the death strip happens to be in my riding where a 113 kilometre
segment has claimed 40 lives in the last 20 years. The provincial
government has just completed twinning a 27 kilometre piece of it,
with no federal assistance, and plans to complete this project in
small segments over a period of severa years. To do that, it will
have to take funds away from secondary roads now being de-
stroyed, thanks to federally-blessed railway abandonments.

Ninety-five per cent of Canadian passenger miles and 24% per
cent of freight tonne miles move on the public road system whichis
rapidly disintegrating under that heavy burden. Transferring amere
two cents per litre from the ten cent federal excise tax for the
national highway system would not only solve some of our arterial
highway problems, but it would free up provincial funds for other
roads.

Yesterday | received an unsolicited and kind letter of support
from Mr. Brian Hunt, the president of the 3.2 million member
Canadian Automobile Association. | would like to quote a few
segments of his letter. He said:

—structurally sound highwaysimprove safety, productivity and trade. The National
Highway System must be upgraded to ensure continued economic growth and
productivity across the country. It's time the federal government paid serious
attention to our nation’s transportation infrastructure. . .and commit to multi-year
funding for Canada’s national transportation infrastructure.

That is from a member of the public who represents avery large
number of Canadians.

The government has aways had a bottomless purse to pursue
pork barrel projects in the Prime Minister’s riding, development
aid to despotic countries like China and useless initiatives such as
universal firearms registration. But, it has nothing for vital commu-
nication links of any kind, much less highways.

One cannot see the condition of a highway from a Challenger jet
at 30,000 feet. | would recommend that a few cabinet ministers
jump into their limousines and try driving from here to Vancouver.
Perhaps then they would gain alittle understanding of the situation.

® (1340)

Mr. Roy Cullen (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | appreciate the opportunity to speak
today to the motion put forward by the hon. member for Cypress
Hills—Grasslands.

The motion proposes that the government dedicate a minimum
of 20% of federal gasoline excise tax revenues to joint federal and
provincia programsto update or renew substandard sections of the
national highway system.

The government appreciates the hon. member’s concern for the
national highway system and commends him for bringing this
matter to the attention of the House. | had the opportunity to work
closely with the member for Cypress Hills—Grasslands as co-vice
chairs of the Standing Committee on Transport for the House of
Commons. | know he has akeen interest in this topic as do many of
us on this side as well.

Before discussing the motion, however, | want to take a moment
to set the issue in context. Since the beginning of its first mandate
back in 1993, two of the government's ongoing priority areas
continue to be sound financial management and fairness in the tax
system. Balancing these two equally demanding commitments has
been a challenge for the government.

With order now restored to the nation’s finances and targeted tax
relief provided in each budget since 1994, together with broad
based tax relief starting in 1998, the government will continue to
meet these commitments as resources become available.

[Translation]

Faced with these challenges, the government unfortunately
cannot agree to direct part of the revenues from the federal excise
tax on gasoline to upgrade or renew highways. Let me explain.

The earmarking of tax revenues, which isthe focus of the motion
before us today, is a concern shared by many hon. members. The
government has several reasons not to direct tax revenues to
specific programs.

Earmarking tax revenues for a specific item would limit the
government’s capacity to redirect federal expenditures according to
its changing priorities.

[English]

When the hon. member says that the Minister of Finance has
sanctioned dedicated taxes, he knows full well that this finance
minister has never been in favour of dedicated taxes. In fact, it was
our finance minister who appeared before the Standing Committee
on Transport and encouraged the committee to look at public-pri-
vate partnerships.
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Revenues from federa taxes, including the excise tax on fuel
products, go into the consolidated revenue fund which is used to
support a broad range of federal programs that are enjoyed and
valued by all Canadians, programs such as health care, post
secondary education, seniors benefits and national defence.

Another reason the government has avoided dedicating tax
revenues to specific programs is because earmarking can result in
some programs being overfunded while others suffer from short-
falls. Making budgetary and long term investment decisions under
aprogram funded by earmarked taxesis difficult as revenues from
taxes fluctuate from year to year.

A third reason for avoiding earmarking revenues for certain
activities is that the government believes that potential spending
initiatives, including highways, should be evaluated independently
of tax sources and examined as competing priorities.

As hon. members know, there are many demands today on the
government’s scarce resources. Because of this, it isimportant that
the government remains firmly committed to sound financial
management. What the government intends to do is to continue to
follow a balanced approach to managing the wide range of
priorities.

® (1345)
[Translation]

I would like to remind the hon. members of something else
because it is important. Highways fall under provincia jurisdic-
tion. | know that provincial governments are pressuring the federal
government to invest in highways.

[English]

However, hon. members will recall that the federal government
has assisted provinces in the past with provincial highway
construction projects through a series of federal-provincial cost
shared agreements. In addition, about one-third of the $2.425
billion federal contribution under the Canada infrastructure works
program went toward municipal roads and bridges.

Although many of these agreements are winding down, the
federal government intends to continue working with the provinces
and municipalities. In the October 12, 1999 Speech from the
Throne, the government announced its intention to implement a
new physical infrastructure program to invest in and improve our
nation’s physical infrastructure.

The federal government stated in the throne speech that it will
work with other levels of government and the private sector to
reach agreement on a five year plan for improving physica
infrastructure in urban and rural regions across the country by the
end of the year 2000. This agreement will set out shared principles,
objectives and fiscal parameters for al partners to increase their
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resources directed toward infrastructure. It will focus on such areas
as transportation, as well as tourism, telecommunications, culture,
health and safety, and the environment.

The answer for highways does not reside solely in seeking more
federal funding. In searching for solutions we need to be creative.

As noted in the Speech from the Throne, one of the partnersin
addressing the infrastructure challenges is the private sector. While
not a panacea, public-private partnerships warrant more encourage-
ment. When properly structured, they may provide roads at alower
cost and more quickly than traditional procurement methods.

[Translation]

In conclusion, | cannot support this motion for the reasons | have
stated. However, | want to thank the hon. member for raising this
important issuein the House. | also hope that the hon. member will
find some positive elements in some of the ideas set out in the
throne speech.

Mr. Odina Desrochers(L otbiniere, BQ): Mr. Speaker, | too am
pleased to rise to speak to the Reform motion before us today,
asking that a minimum of 20% of federal excise tax revenues on
gasoline be directed to joint federal and provincial programs.

My Liberal colleague opposite said that the government had no
money to intervene immediately, but he seemed to have forgotten
that it aready has a surplus of severa hillions of dollars.

However, my speech will not deal with the Reform motion per
se, but rather with the high gas prices people have to pay these
days. If | were to move a mation, it would be to reduce this tax to
deal with a glaring problem people have today, namely that if the
price of gas keeps on rising as it has, soon they will no longer be
able to drive their own cars.

In ariding like mine, Lotbiniére, and in severa other ridings
throughout Quebec, a car has become a necessity since, over the
past few years, inter-city bus networks have been dismantled one
by one, with the result that there is no longer any link between
smaller municipalities or with the major centres around the riding
of Lotbiniére. If we lower taxes, therefore, it should be with the
consumers in mind.

Asfar asthe issue of roads is concerned, it should be dealt with
through the infrastructure program soon, not only in December
2000. In the throne speech, the government made several commit-
ments, but they are al for the long term. The strategy of the
Liberals across the way reeks of electioneering. Everything is
being delayed until the end of the year 2000, so there will be
goodies left for the budget in 2001, because we know there will
then be an election campaign.

People have a good memory, and | hope they will keep it until
the next federal election. This government’s approach to every-
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thing is to keep people waiting, waiting for the programs an-
nounced with regard to mothers and parental leave, waiting for the
infrastructure program.

® (1350)

As for everything announced in the Speech from the Throne,
nothing has yet taken concrete form. The budget for the year 2000
will be more or less a rehash of the one for 1999.

We will have to wait for the 2001 budget to really find out what
the intentions of this government are. The unemployed will also
have to wait. The young people will have to wait. Everyone will
have to wait, with this government. | am going to come back to the
matter of reducing taxes, however.

In the present surplus situation we are in, it is high time the
federal government started thinking about the consumer. It is high
time the Liberal Party started thinking about the middle class.

According to Canadian statistics, middle class incomes are
between $30,000 and $70,000. That is not the case in my region.
That is not the case in my riding.

Some members of our middle class earn only $18,000, $20,000
or $25,000. Hardworking factory workers nearly faint when they
see what they have to pay at the gas pump. Nothing has been done
by this government to try to get this back to normal either.

Over the summer, gas prices were like ayo-yo. They could be 61
cents in the morning and 68 cents in the afternoon. They were as
low as 59 cents and as high as 70 cents. And nobody really
understood why the oil companies were doing this.

If the Liberal government wants at all cost to take humanitarian
action that will help consumers, it should reduce its excise tax. It
should indeed reduce its gasoline taxes so that consumers can
continue to use their own vehicle.

It is distressing to have people come to your office saying
“Listen, if this keeps on, | might be able to use my car for two or
three weeks or amonth, but if the price of gas continuesto climb, |
won't be able to”.

What will people do? They will feel isolated. They will feel
deprived of a vita tool, one they use every day.

The situation | am referring to must exist pretty well everywhere
in Canada as well, in regions similar to my own, in ridings that are
half rural and half urban.

Why is the government not acting? It has the surpluses to
respond to the Reform Party’s motion. It should announce its
infrastructure program right away and not do as the President of the
Treasury Board did yesterday, put things off again to December
2000.

In the meantime, vehicles are breaking down, and we are having
ahugely difficult time keeping a decent road system in Quebec and
in Canada. When | hear the government say that roads come under
provincia jurisdiction, | am glad that it is beginning to understand
the congtitution a little better.

But although it can see the difference when it comes time to
invest money in roads, | would like it to be as discerning with
respect to health, education and social programs. The hon. member
should talk to his caucus and persuade it to get out of exclusively
provincia jurisdictions and, while he is at it, ask the caucus, the
Prime Minister and cabinet to immediately restore the transfer
payments they have cut since 1993.

Heretoo | am almost certain that, if provincial governments had
available to them all the money cut from their budgets, if they had
all the money they needed, they too would come up with the
necessary funds to invest in a decent road system.

What we are seeing with this government is that, when it comes
to consumers, the middle class, and the unemployed, their memo-
ries fail them and we are left hanging. So, yesto tax cuts but for the
benefit of consumers. As far as roads are concerned, with the
present surpluses, let the infrastructure program announced by the
President of the Treasury Board be implemented now.

® (1355)
[English]

Ms. Bev Degjarlais (Churchill, NDP): Mr. Speaker, asthe New
Democratic Party transportation critic, it is an honour to speak in
support of this motion.

| begin by thanking the hon. member for Cypress Hills—Grass-
lands for bringing this motion before the House. | put in a very
similar motion about a year ago. | know the hon. member sub-
mitted this motion when hewas still his party’s transportation critic
and | am glad to see he decided to follow through in this area even
though he is no longer the transportation critic.

Asany Canadian driver will tell us, the highwaysin our country
are in terrible shape. The Liberal government has abandoned its
duty to maintain safe and adequate roads. It has abandoned our
highwaysjust as it has abandoned health care, education, homeless
children, first nations, farmers, the RCMP and so many cther vital
areas.

We all know the finance minister said that he would balance the
budget come hell or high water. In my home province of Manitoba
we have seen high water in two disastrous floods and thanks to the
Liberal government, driving on our roads is hell.

Canada is the only country in the devel oped world that does not
have a national highway program. It is truly pathetic. When it



November 19, 1999

COMMONS DEBATES

1517

comes to highways, Canada is dead last. Not only are we last, but
we are not even close to most other countries we need to compete
with for investment.

The United States spends six times as much per kilometre as
Canadaon maintaining and expanding its national highway system.
Britain spends four times as much per kilometre. Our G-7 competi-
tors like Germany, France and Italy all spend five to ten times as
much as Canada does on their national highways systems.

It isimportant to point out exactly what we mean by the national
highway system. We are not talking about every road in the
country. The national highway system makes up 3% of Canada's
roads. This 3% of our highways carries over 25% of all highway
traffic in the country.

The national highway system has been a federal responsibility
ever since the Canadian Highways Act was passed in 1919. The
provinces are responsible for the other 97% of our roads. Is it too
much to ask that this Liberal government do its job and maintain
that measly 3% it is responsible for?

Because of the Liberal government’s abandonment of highways,
the provinces have had to pick up the slack as best they can.
Unfortunately the provinces have also had to pick up the slack for
all the other Liberal government cuts, cuts to health care, cuts to
education, cuts to housing, cuts to policing. The Liberal govern-
ment has cut so much, the provinces have not been able to keep up.

It should not be a shock but the regions that are getting ripped off
the most by the Liberal government are, as usual, the west and the
north. Between now and 2001 the four western provinces and the
three territories combined will only see $13 million in Transport
Canada money for highways, with $6 million going to B.C., $5
million to the territories, and $2 million to Saskatchewan. Manito-
ba and Alberta are not getting one red cent. If we drive down the
road in Manitoba and we have to stop on adime, we know for sure
that itisaprovincia dime because the federal transport department
invests not one red cent.

Why do we need good highways? Why is the national system
something the government needs to make a priority? There are
three main reasons. safety, the environment and the economy.

First | will talk about safety because it is the most important
reason. At a bare minimum Canadians should be able to drive
safely but many of our roads simply are not safe enough. Thirty-
eight per cent of the national highway system is substandard. Right
now over 1,100 bridges on the national highway system need

repair.

| am reminded of two summers ago during our summer recess.
There was an article in which a beaver was being blamed for the
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breakdown of part of the Trans-Canada Highway. A beaver had
made a dam which had damaged the road. | thought, one would
think someone was out there maintaining that road, but no, the
beaver was blamed for the breakdown of the highway. It is like
blaming the cow for the spilled milk.

It istrue that overall the number of deaths on Canadian roads has
been decreasing since the seventies, and that is a good thing. The
Liberal government pointsto this statistic and says, ** See, the roads
are getting safer’’. We know that is simply not true. The govern-
ment is misrepresenting the numbers.

® (1400)

The reason the number of deaths on the roads has been dropping
since the seventies is because the rate of seatbelt use has gone up
and the rate of drunk driving has dropped.

If the Liberal government would bring the national highway
system up to a minimum standard, the number of accidents this
would prevent would save an average of 247 lives and 16,000
injuries every year. Even one preventable death or injury is too
many.

It is appalling that the Liberal government is continuing to
neglect our highways when Canadians are dying on our substan-
dard roads.

The second reason to improve highways is to help the environ-
ment. Transportation fuel is responsible for over half of our
nation’s greenhouse gas emissions. We have to bring this down to
meet our commitments under the Kyoto agreement and stop global
warming.

Bringing the national highway system up to minimum standards
would save over 230 million litres of fuel each year. This aone
would not be enough to meet our commitments to stop global
warming, but it would be an important start.

We also need to switch to greener forms of transportation, such
as rail and mass transit, particularly in big cities. But many
Canadians, particularly in rural and northern areaslike my riding of
Churchill, absolutely need to drive, so the Liberal government has
a responsibility to invest in highways.

The third reason to fix the national highway system is that of
economics. | do not expect the Liberal government to listen to my
arguments about the need to save Canadians' lives. If the govern-
ment really cared about saving Canadians' lives it would not have
cut health care by $25 billion since 1995. | aso do not expect it to
listen to my arguments about saving the environment because the
Liberal government’s record on the environment is terrible. But |
do know that the Liberal government listens to the bottom-line
economic arguments, so here they are.
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First, highways are good for business. Most of Canada's
manufactured goods are transported by road. Companies setting up
plants look for access to good roads. That is one of the reasons the
economy is now booming in the U.S., while many hundreds of
thousands of Canadians are still out of work.

The U.S. knows the benefits of investing in highways. Bad roads
also discourage tourism, which is an important industry in many
parts of our country. Many truckers and other travellers going
across Canada prefer to go south, cut acrossthe U.S. and then come
back up to Canada. This means that on their trip they buy U.S. gas,
stay in U.S. motels, eat in U.S. restaurants and pay taxes to the
U.S. government instead of to the Canadian government.

It would cost about $13 bhillion to bring the national highway
system to minimum standards. That is a lot of money, but if we
spread it out over anumber of yearsit is something the government
could well afford within the budget surplus. Not only that, in the
long run improving our highways would save money, not cost
money. Preventable accidents cost more than $25 billion each year
in emergency health care for victims, long term health care and
other costs, such as property damage and lost productivity.

The health care savings al one would pay for the cost of fixing the
national highway system, not to mention the benefits of the
increased economic activity that better roads would lead to,
particularly job creation, something Canadians badly need.

I conclude my remarks by repeating my support for the motion.
The Libera government has abandoned its responsibility for
national highways. By doing so it has put the lives and health of
Canadians at risk. It has also squandered the many economic
benefits that come from having good highways.

The motion calls for dedicating a modest 20% of income from
fuel taxes to highway improvements. Normally | would not support
dedicated taxation. However, as we have seen with the way the
Liberal government has misused Canadians' employment insur-
ance money, we cannot trust the Liberal government to use
Canadians' money for what it is intended. Twenty per cent of fuel
taxes is a reasonable base line and the Liberal government has no
excuse not to invest at least that much in our highways.

Mr. Jean Dubé (M adawaska—Restigouche, PC): Mr. Speaker,
| welcome the opportunity to speak today to the motion put forward
by the member for Cypress Hills—Grasslands which calls for a
minimum of 20% of federal excise tax revenues on gasoline to be
directed to federal and provincial programs to upgrade and renew
many substandard sections of the national highway system.

Our party supports the motion because highway renewal is
extremely important and must be a priority. An increased portion of

gasoline excise tax is one way of finding more of the necessary
resources.

A recent report commissioned by the council of ministers
responsible for transportation and highway safety shows that the
cost to bring the national highway system up to standard has
increased from approximately $12 billion in 1988 to $17.2 billion
in 1997.

® (1405)

Our national highway system consists of approximately 25,000
kilometres of highways, including the Trans-Canada Highway,
which connectsall of our capital cities, commercial and population
centres, and access points to our largest trading partner, the United
States. For decades the Government of Canada provided funding
through federal-provincial funding agreements for highways. Over
the last five years al of those agreements have expired.

Federal government policy has allowed the railways over the last
15 yearsto decline and heavy truck traffic has taken the place of the
railways as the major product and commaodity movers. This federal
policy has resulted in increased damage to our highways as goods
and services transfer from rail to highway trucks. Pressure is
increasing on the Government of Canada in conjunction with the
provinces and territories to reinvest in our deteriorating highway
system.

While there may be increasing consensus toward the need for
reinvestment, all options must be considered in order to achieve the
goa of improving our highways. Therefore, we are supportive of
the idea of directing more of the revenue generated from gasoline
excise tax toward upgrading the nation’s highways.

This idea, however, is not new for us. My colleague, the PC
transport critic, the member for Cumberland—Colchester, has
already recommended this plan to all provincia and territorial
ministers of transportation in their continuing discussions with the
federal Minister of Transport. The PC transport critic has contacted
al provincia and territorial ministers in calling on the federal
government to increase the portion of the tax collected on gasoline
and diesel fuel salesthat isinvested into highways from the current
4% level to a 15% level.

This proposal would yield 15% of $6 billion collected each year,
for atotal of $900 million. Considering that the estimated cost for
upgrading our present highway system is over $17 billion, this
funding alone, with matching provincial funding, would go along
way toward correcting a problem that has been overlooked for too
long.

We have argued that asking for 15% of the total gas and diesel
tax to be returned to the highways is eminently fair and more than
reasonable. It would still enable 85% to be dedicated toward
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genera revenues. It is our belief that public opinion would also be
supportive of this measure and the federal government would have
a difficult time not going along with this plan.

[Translation]

In my riding of Madawaska—Restigouche, there are two items
at the head of the agenda, including the Van Horne bridge, which
has been unsafe for years.

Construction and upgrade work on this bridge should have been
done several years ago. Now, the people of my riding of Madawas-
ka—Restigouche and especially of Campbellton who use the
bridge linking New Brunswick to Quebec are in danger, because
the bridge's structure has been neglected.

The public works department has been aware of the problem for
severa years now, but again, the government has not responded.
The department had to reduce the number of heavy duty trucks on
this bridge used every day by Canadian consumers and citizens.

The other item that has me very concerned and that comes under
the motion put forward by my Reform colleague deals with the
major highway in the riding of Madawaska—Restigouche, to be
more precise in the Upper Madawaska Valley. The previous
parliament had voted moneys for the construction of a highway
between the economic sector of the Upper Madawaska Valley and
the Trans-Canada Highway.

® (1410)

We all know what happened in this case with the government and
the then transport minister Doug Young. The government trans-
ferred the money, and believe me, it was strictly for partisan
purposes. All the local stakeholders were unanimous: the mayors,
the people, the provincial government and even the federal govern-
ment had achieved a consensus on the need to build this highway.
Again, we saw money being transferred strictly for partisan
reasons.

I would like to tell the House again that a greater portion of
revenues from gasoline taxes should be used directly for highway
improvement in Canada, as members of the Progressive Conserva-
tive Party have been requesting for a long time.

Another colleague of mine, the member for Brandon—Souris,
also brought forward in the House a motion asking that the federal
government apply a portion of tax dollars raised on fuel salesto the
maintenance of the rural road system in Canada. Even though this
is not a new idea for our party, it does not mean it should not be
considered by the present government.

There is a consensus among Canada’'s premiers. | hope the
Government of Canada will respect that consensus.

Private Members' Business

[English]

Since 1994 the premiers have called on their federal partners to
ensure that money is reinvested. Many organizations across the
country are increasing their call on the government to act. The
mayors, the Federation of Canadian Municipalities and the Cana-
dian Automobile Association are just a few of the groups that are
speaking out.

In addition, Canadians are recognizing more and more that the
federal government is spending too little on our roads. In anational
poll conducted in October, 81% of Canadians who were asked
thought that the government should be spending more money
toward improving our highways. Aswell, almost 90% said that we
have real safety concerns with the state of our highways.

There are many positive impacts of reinvesting, namely, increas-
ing the safety of our roads and the safety of our citizens, which is
something the government does not seem to be able to see. Thisis
extremely important when one considers the high number of
injuries and fatalities each year on our roadways. Road accidents
are the most serious transportation safety problems that we face.
They account for nearly 95% of all transport related deaths. An
improved highway system would also provide the important eco-
nomic spinoff of increased commercia activity for business and
increased tourism.

We support this motion and hope that the government will
seriously look at this type of proposal.

Mr. Bill Gilmour (Nanaimo—Alberni, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, |
am pleased to rise to support my colleague from Cypress Hills—
Grasslands in dedicating fuel tax revenues to highways.

| would like to start by describing a section of road: non-existent
shoulders and blind curves, anarrow road jammed with tourists and
commercia traffic made even more dangerous by wildlife, steep
grades and falling debris, some roadsides with abrupt 500 metre
drop-offs and no guardrails. Where would this piece of highway
be?Isit in the Cape Breton Highlands? Isit in Newfoundland? Is it
in arura area of Ontario or Quebec?

An hon. member: It is not in Etobicoke.

Mr. Bill Gilmour: It is the Trans-Canada Highway between
Golden and Field, B.C. One would expect that this piece of road
would have been fixed. | have been driving it for probably four
decades and there has not been any great improvement in the road.
Imagine a two-lane road, the Trans-Canada Highway, that is that
dangerous and yet it has not been fixed. The question is, why?
Clearly it is a function of money.

Every province has its killer chunk of highway, as my hon.
colleague mentioned earlier. We al know that there is one where
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each of us comes from. Whether it is down around Windsor, in the
maritimes or across the prairies, there are chunks of the main
highways of this country which are clearly dangerous. They are
killing people. How are we going to address that? How are we
going to fix that up?

® (1415)

There are a couple of ways. One is dedicated revenues, which |
agree with. | am not a big fan of dedicated revenues but | think in
this case it is correct. Another way would be toll roads. The
Americans do some of that. We tried it for example with the
Coquihalla highway which was built for Expo ' 86 basically to feed
the lower mainland during Expo. My understanding is that it has
been paid for seven times over. The provincial government is now
looking at it as a cash cow.

Toll roads have opportunities but they tend to get abused. Again
it brings up the question of double taxation because we are taxed
already on our fuel taxes. Why should we be then taxed to use the
road?

I would like to use the American model because | believe the
Americans have excellent roads. They have dedicated revenues.
They have found the prescription that is fair. My NDP colleague
was commenting earlier about areas like Manitoba that get no
revenues, that are getting no money this year in the budget. The
Americans solved that by doing it on the number of miles of roads.
Some poor areas such as Mississippi and Arkansas because of their
tax bases and their situations cannot afford to put the money into
roads, but the national system does it on a per mile basis.

If we transferred that formula to Canada, where Saskatchewan
and Manitoba are having trouble in getting finances, this formula
would solveit. There would be dedicated revenues and the national
highway system would be fixed up. That is a good formulawe can
look toward.

My colleague from the Liberal Party commented earlier that it
wasin the budget and heis not supporting it but to my mind it istoo
little too late. We have to address the system. Certainly the budget
is dedicating some revenue and | do not quarrel with that, but it is
not dedicating nearly enough revenue toward highways. We are
putting back about 5% of what we take in taxation revenue just
from fuel. That is wrong. Fuels are not a cash cow. They simply
need to be put back into the system.

There are areas like Windsor where 10,000 trucks a day are
coming across the bridge and are being dumped into downtown
Windsor. Thisis not afreeway system; basically they are municipal
roads. In situations like that, there is a bottleneck. NAFTA is
clearly going to expand and there will be more trucks. We should
fix the situation. We can deal with it with dedicated revenues.

In many ways the government is missing the point. The point is
where do we direct our tax revenues from gasoline, from diesel?
Do they go into general revenues, into the main pot? Do they go, as
most of us in the House would agree with, back into the highway
system? We do not need a Cadillac system, the same as that of the
Americans. But we certainly do not need roads that are going to be
like those of a banana republic if we keep going the way we have
been for the next 10 years.

| support my colleague. It is a good idea. In fact, | would ask
unanimous consent of the House that this motion be votable.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McClelland): The hon. member for
Nanaimo—Alberni has asked the unanimous consent of the House
that this motion be made votable. |s there unanimous consent?

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

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McClelland): As members know,
the last five minutes are reserved for the sponsor of the bill, but we
have another five minutes available for debate.

Mr. Rob Anders(Calgary West, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, | thought |
would not have a chance to talk about this motion today, but | am a
very fortunate man.

Despite the fact the government will not allow avote, would not
allow the will of the taxpayers to be done on this, | would like to
touch on a number of points.

Mr. Speaker, suppose | took a significant chunk of your money
and in return | gave you 6% back. Thisis a special year and | will
giveyou aspecia deal, Mr. Speaker, because | like you. | will give
you only 4% of that money back. | will keep 96% of the money.
You would probably say that was not such a good deal. Mr.
Speaker, you are a pretty fiscally responsible fellow and you would
probably say it was a pretty bad deal. And that is exactly what has
been happening in our country with fuel taxes.

® (1420)

Folks at home please pay attention because this is your tax
money at work. The federal government takes in excess of $4
billion of taxpayer funds. For every tank of gas that we buy, 10
centson every litre goesto the federal government but we are given
a pittance back in terms of what is returned in our highways.

We shake our heads sometimes and ask why did the government
do that? Why did the federal government put a 10 cent tax on
gasoline? We aready pay many taxes.
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Back in 1975 Petro-Canada was created, the nationalization of
Petrofina. And thank you Pierre Trudeau. Albertans loved the
prime minister for that, as you well know, Mr. Speaker. The
government taxed people 2.2 cents a litre. The funny thing about
government isthat over time, it just continuesto grow. It went from
2.2 cents in order to fund Petro-Canada, Pierre Trudeau's pet
project, to become the 10 cent per litre tax that it is today.

There are things known as dedicated taxes in this country. The
government will tell us that it does not believe in dedicated taxes,
but it sure believed in dedicated taxes when it came to old age
security. It believed in dedicated taxes when it came to the air
navigation system. But now the government is beyond dedicated
taxes and is into something noble called slush funds. That is what
the Libera Party of Canada isinto now. That party does not like
dedicated taxes.

Slush funds are way better for the Liberals. They can then take
the 96 cents out of every dollar we pay in fuel taxes and buy votes
from other folks. Why give the money back to the taxpayer?
Instead, they can give the money to special interest groups or
someone who is really going to appreciate it and give them
electoral support or work for them on election day. That is what
they do with the money.

That is my opinion, but what do the premiers have to say about
this? In 1994 at the annual premiers conference they said that they
did not like the system either. Provinces across the country said that
they were getting shafted and they wanted something different.

| took part in a debate at the Calgary Chamber of Commerce.
Our mayor was there. The provincial government, myself repre-
senting the official opposition, and our mayor al said that not only
20% but it would be really sweet if they could get 50% of the
money that goes into the federa coffers to be spent on the national
transportation system. But this year it is only going to be 4%, afar
cry from 20%.

| would like to point out to the people of Calgary that our mayor
Al Duerr would love to introduce a municipal fuel tax. As aresult
of that debate, the provincial government coughed up the money to
givetothecity of Calgary. Asaresult the mayor did not get hisway
on amunicipal fuel tax. Remember that the mayor of Calgary isin
favour of a municipal fuel tax. Do not forget it next election day.

The federal government tries to say that this is a provincial
responsibility, that it is not its bailiwick any more. If it is not the
federal government’s bailiwick, why is the federal government
taxing people 10 cents per litre and taking $4 billion of their
money? Leave it done. It is the taxpayers money. If the federa
government is not going to give money back to the taxpayers in
better roads, then it should not collect it in the first place. If it is
going to collect $4 hillion and spend only $200 million, leave the

Private Members' Business

money in the taxpayers pockets. Otherwise, direct that money
toward the roads. | could go on about why that would be a good
thing to do, but my time is up.

® (1425)

Mr. Lee Morrison (Cypress Hills—Grassands, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, it has been along, lonely ride. It has been aride over bad
roads too, but that is another issue.

| have been at this now since 1995. Occasionally, | get whispers
from the ministerial side that makes me think that | am making
headway. However, it always seems to be not one step forward and
two steps back, but one step forward and about five steps back. We
get alot of rhetoric and alot of talk about infrastructure programs,
but in the meantime the roads are crumbling, people are dying and
nothing is happening.

What the country needs is some action. What the country needs
isaLibera like C.D. Howe to come back from the grave and show
these guys how to run a country. Instead, we have these effete folks
who like to have money to spend for their little projects. their
millennium projects, their patronage dedls, the Prime Minister's
riding and the $800 million to subsidize the CBC television
network and so on. But, something of substance, something we
could look upon with pride and say “‘we built that, that is the
Canadian national highway system” has not happened.

| am afraid that as long as these folks continue to occupy those
chairs, it will not happen. We will still keep driving down to the
United States. If we want to go from Mississauga to Vancouver, we
start off through Michigan. This is the way it is. This is Canada.
Thisiswhat we have to show for the tens of billions of dollars that
have been sucked out of Canadian truckers and private motorists
over the last few decades. To do what? To go into that great black
hole known as general revenue, but not to do anything useful for
the country. We cannot drive our cars safely on the national
highway system.

| drove from Saskatchewan to Ottawa three years ago. While
driving across northern Ontario on the Trans-Canada Highway, |
lost a windshield and a shock absorber. Now that is beyond
disgraceful. We are almost into the 21st century and still we cannot
build a decent highway.

| have worked in a lot of third world countries. | can assure
members that in many of them the main trunk artery isadamn sight
better than the main trunk artery in Canada.

The hon. member for Etobicoke did contradict something | had
said in my presentation. | quoted from a report of the Standing
Committee on Transport, which in turn quoted the Minister of
Finance as saying ‘“‘yes, maybe we could look at dedicated
revenue”. If the member does not believe me he can check that
himself in the government document. | know that it is baloney
because do | know this minister. If there is one thing he hasit isa
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hard head and his hard head does not allow for any input from
private members, from his caucus or from anybody else. He does
not like dedicated taxes. To use the American terminology, when
there is a fire wall around that money he cannot get his greedy
hands on it. That is the whole idea of a fire wall.

| hope that, some day before | die, | will live to see a highway
that one can safely and reasonably drive on, right from the Atlantic
to the Pacific. But, | get discouraged. We have our surges in the
country of activity. All of asudden, back in the late 1870s and early
1880s, we build a railroad. It was a marvellous thing and we are
still talking about it. From 1958 to 1962, we build a Trans-Canada
Highway. It was a lot better then than it is now because it had not
had 30 years to fall apart.

® (1430)

It istime we got out act together and started acting like amodern
industrialized state, did something useful and permanent, and gave
taxpayers something to show for al the money that is being
scooped up by the government.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McClelland): The time provided for
the consideration of Private Members' Business has now expired
and the order is dropped from the order paper.

It being after 2.30 p.m., this House stands adjourned until
Monday next at 11 am. pursuant to Standing Order 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 2.31 p.m.)
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Gilmour, Bill . ... . Nanaimo— Alberni ........ British Columbia . . ... Ref.
Girard-Bujold,Jocelyne. . ... Jonquiére.................. Quebec ............. BQ
Godfrey, John. .. ... DonValeyWest ........... Oontario ............. Lib.
Godin,MauriCe . ... ..o Chéteauguay ............... Quebec ............. BQ
GodiN, YVON . ..o Acadie— Bathurst ......... New Brunswick . ..... NDP
Goldring, Peter .. ... EdmontonEast............. Alberta.............. Ref.
Goodale, Hon. Ralph E., Minister of Natural Resources and Minister

responsiblefor the CanadianWheatBoard ..................... Wascana .................. Saskatchewan. . .. .. .. Lib.
GOUK, JIM . K ootenay — Boundary —

Okanagan ................. British Columbia .. . .. Ref.
Graham, Bill .. ... Toronto Centre— Roseddle . Ontario ............. Lib.
Gray, Hon. Herb, Deputy PrimeMinister ......................... WindsorWest.............. Oontario ............. Lib.
Grewal, GUIMaNt . . ...ttt e e e SurreyCentral ............. British Columbia . . ... Ref.
Grey,Deborah . ... ... Edmonton North ........... Alberta.............. Ref.
GroSE, IVaN ... Oshawa ................... Oontario ............. Lib.
Guarnieri,Albina. ........ ... MississaugaEast ........... Oontario ............. Lib.
Guay, MONIQUE . ... Laurentides................ Quebec ............. BQ
Guimond,Michel ... ... ... ... Beauport — Montmorency —

Cote—de—-Beaupré— lle-

dOrléans.................. Quebec ............. BQ
Hanger, Art ... CalgaryNortheast .......... Alberta.............. Ref.
Harb,Mac . ... OttawaCentre.............. Oontario ............. Lib.
Hardy, LOUISE. . ... Yukon .............oo... Yukon ............. NDP
Harris,RichardM. ....... .. ... . Prince George — Bulkley

Valley .................... British Columbia . .. .. Ref.
Hart, Jim .. Okanagan— Coquihdlla .... BritishColumbia ... .. Ref.
Harvard, John . . ... Charleswood St. James —

Assiniboia................. Manitoba............ Lib.



Province of Political
Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Harvey, André .. ... o Chicoutimi ................ Quebec ............. PC
Herron, John . .. ... Fundy —Royal ............ New Brunswick ... ... PC
Hill,Grant . ... Macleod .................. Alberta.............. Ref.
Hill,day ..o Prince George — PeaceRiver  BritishColumbia . ... . Ref.
Hilstrom,Howard ............ccci i Selkirk — Interlake .. ....... Manitoba............ Ref.
Hoeppner, JakeE. . ... ... Portage— Lisgar........... Manitoba............ :_\?gf
Hubbard,Charles. ..... ... Miramichi ................. New Brunswick . ..... Lib.
lanno, Tony, Parliamentary Secretary to President of the Treasury
Board .. ... Trinity — Spadina........... Oontario ............. Lib.
Iftody, David, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Indian Affairsand
NorthernDevelopment ............... i, Provencher ................ Manitoba............ Lib.
Jackson, OVid L. ... Bruce—Grey ............. Oontario ............. Lib.
Jaffer, Rahim ... ... Edmonton — Strathcona .... Alberta.............. Ref.
Jennings,Marlene ........... ... Notre-Dame-de-Grace—
Lachine................... Quebec ............. Lib.
Johnston, Dale . ... Wetaskiwin. ............... Alberta.............. Ref
JONES, JIM ..ot Markham.................. Oontario ............. PC
JOrdan, JOB . .. ... Leeds— Grenville ......... Oontario ............. Lib
Karetak—Lindell,Nancy ........... ... . i Nunavut .................. Nunavut ............ Lib.
Karygiannis, Jim . ... Scarborough — Agincourt ...  Ontario ............. Lib.
Keddy, Gerald . ..... ... SouthShore ............... NovaScotia ......... PC
Kenney,Jason . ..........oiii Calgary Southeast .......... Alberta.............. Ref.
Kerpan, Allan .. ... Blackstrap . ................ Saskatchewan. .. ..... Ref.
KeYes, Stan . ... HamiltonWest ............. Oontario ............. Lib.
Kilger,Bob . ... Stormont — Dundas —
Charlottenburgh . ........... Ontario ............. Lib.
Kilgour, Hon. David, Secretary of State (Latin Americaand Africa) .. Edmonton Southeast . ... . ... Alberta.............. Lib.
Knutson, Gar, Parliamentary Secretary to PrimeMinister ............ Elgin— Middlesex— London Ontario ............. Lib.
Konrad, DErrek . ... PrinceAlbert .............. Saskatchewan......... Ref.
KraftSloan, Karen . ... YorkNorth ................ Oontario ............. Lib.
Laliberte,Rick ... Churchill River ............ Saskatchewan. ... .... NDP
Lalonde FranCing ...t Mercier ................... Quebec ............. BQ
Lastewka,Walt . . ... St.Catharines .............. Oontario ............. Lib.
Laurin, ReNE ... .. Joliette . ................... Quebec ............. BQ
Lavigne, Raymond ......... ...t Verdun — Saint-Henri . ... ... Quebec ............. Lib.
Lebel,Ghidain. ... i Chambly .................. Quebec ............. BQ
Lee, Derek, Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the Government inthe
Houseof COmMMmMONS. . ... Scarborough — Rouge River Ontario ............. Lib.
Lefebvre REean ... .. ... Champlain ................ Quebec ............. Ind.
Leung, Sophia ...... ... Vancouver Kingsway ....... British Columbia .. . .. Lib.
Lill,Wendy . ... Dartmouth................. NovaScotia ......... NDP
Limoges, RIiCK . ... ... Windsor — St.Clair ........ Oontario ............. Lib.
Lincoln, Clifford . ..... ... Lac-Saint-Louis ........... Quebec ............. Lib.
Longfield, Judi, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Labour .. .. ... Whitby — Ajax ............ Oontario ............. Lib.
Loubier, YVan . ... Saint-Hyacinthe— Bagot ... Quebec ............. BQ
Lowther, Bric ... CalgaryCentre ............. Alberta.............. Ref.
LUNN, GaIY ..ot Saanich— GulfIslands .. ... British Columbia . . ... Ref.
MacAulay, Hon. Lawrence, Solicitor General of Canada ............ Cadigan .................. PrinceEdwardIsland . Lib.
MacKay,Peter ... .. ... Pictou — Antigonish —
Guysborough .............. NovaScotia ......... PC
Mahoney, Steve . ... ... MississaugaWest ........... Oontario ............. Lib.
Malhi,Gurbax Singh . ... Bramalea— Gore —

Malton— Springdale . .. .. .. Ontario ............. Lib.



Province of Political
Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation

Maloney, John, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Justiceand

Attorney Generalof Canada. . ... Erie—Lincoln ............ Oontario .............
Mancini, Peter ... ... .. Sydney — Victoria .. .... ... NovaScotia .........
Manley, Hon. John, Minister of Industry .......................... OttawaSouth .............. Ontario .............
Manning, Preston, Leader of theOpposition....................... Calgary Southwest . ......... Alberta..............
Marceau,Richard . ... ... ..o Charlesbourg .............. Quebec .............
Marchand,Jean—Paul .......... ... ... ... . QuébecEast ............... Quebec .............
Mark, INKy ... Dauphin— SwanRiver .. ... Manitoba............
Marleau, Hon.Diane . . ...t Sudbury ... Oontario .............
Martin, Keith ... ..o Esquimalt— JuandeFuca... BritishColumbia.....
Martin,Pat . ........ .. WinnipegCentre ........... Manitoba............
Martin, Hon. Paul, Ministerof Finance ........................... LaSdle—Emard .......... Quebec .............
Matthews, Bill ... ... Burin— St. George's ... ... Newfoundland .. .....
Mayfield, Philip ... ... ... Cariboo — Chilcotin. ... . ... British Columbia .. . ..
McClelland, lan, Deputy Chairman of Committees of theWhole .. ... Edmonton Southwest . ... ... Alberta..............
McCormick,Larry .. ... Hastings— Frontenac —

Lennox and Addington. . .. .. Oontario .............
McDonough, AleXa. . .. ..o Halifax.................... NovaScotia .........
McGuire, Joe, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Agricultureand

Agri—Food ... Egmont ................... Prince Edward Island .
McKay,John ... ScarboroughEast ........... Oontario .............
McLéllan, Hon. Anne, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of

Canada. . ... EdmontonWest ............ Alberta..............
McNally,Grant . ... Dewdney — Alouette .. . . ... British Columbia .. . ..
McTeague,Dan ....... ..o Pickering— Ajax — Uxbridge Ontario .............
McWhinney, Ted . ... VancouverQuadra. .. ....... British Columbia . . ...
Ménard, Réal . .......... . Hochelaga— Maisonneuve.. Quebec .............
Mercier,Paul . ......... . Terrebonne— Blainville .... Quebec .............
Meredith,Val . ... South Surrey — White

Rock —Langley ........... BritishColumbia . . . ..
Mifflin,Hon.Fred . ... Bonavista— Trinity —

Conception ................ Newfoundland . ......
Milliken, Peter, Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees of the

Whole . ... Kingstonandtheldands .... Ontario .............
Mills,Bob . ..o RedDeer .................. Alberta..............
Mills, DENNIST. ...t e Broadview — Greenwood ... Ontario .............
Minna, Hon. Maria, Minister for International Cooperation .......... Beaches— East York ....... Oontario .............
Mitchell, Hon. Andy, Secretary of State (Rural Devel opment)(Federal

Economic Development Initiativefor Northern Ontario) ......... Parry Sound — Muskoka.... Ontario .............
MOITiSON, LeB . . ..o CypressHills— Grasslands..  Saskatchewan. .......
MuUISE, MarK . ..o WestNova ................ NovaScotia .........
Murray, [an . ... Lanark — Carleton ......... Oontario .............
MYers, LYNN ... Waterloo— Wellington ... . .. Oontario .............
Nault, Hon. Robert D., Minister of Indian Affairsand Northern

Development . ...... ... Kenora— Rainy River . .. ... Oontario .............
Normand, Hon. Gilbert, Secretary of State (Science, Research and Bellechasse— Etchemins—

Development) . ... Montmagny — L’Idlet .. .... Quebec .............
NUNZIata, JONN .. .. York South— Weston ... . ... Oontario .............
Nystrom, Hon. Lorne ... ... Regina— Qu'Appelle ...... Saskatchewan. .. .....
O'Brien, LawrenceD., Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Fisheries

ANAOCEANS . ... ittt Labrador .................. Newfoundland . ......
O Brien,Pat ... London — Fanshawe ....... Oontario .............
OReilly,John ... ..o Haliburton — Victoria—

Brock ..................... Ontario .............



Province of Political
Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Obhrai,Deepak . ..... ... CalgaryEast ............... Alberta.............. Ref.
Pagtakhan, Rey D. ... ... i Winnipeg North— St. Paul .. Manitoba............ Lib.
Pankiw, JIM ..o Saskatoon — Humboldt . .. .. Saskatchewan........ Ref.
Paradis, Denis, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Foreign Affairs ~ 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 vt MississaugaCentre ......... Ontario ............. Lib.
Patry,Bernard . ........ ... Pierrefonds— Dollard ... ... Quebec ............. Lib.
Penson,Charlie ....... ... PeaceRiver ................ Alberta.............. Ref.
Peri, Janko . ... Cambridge ................ Oontario ............. Lib.
Perron, GIllES—A. .. ... Riviére—-des-Milleles. . .. .. QuebeC ............. BQ
Peterson, Hon. Jim, Secretary of State (International Financial
INSLtULIONS) . . ..o Willowdale ................ Ontario ............. Lib.
Pettigrew, Hon. Pierre S., Minister for International Trade ........... 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 .. ... Bas-Richelieu— Nicolet —
Bécancour................. Quebec ............. BQ
Power,Charlie ... St.John'sWest............. Newfoundland .. ..... PC
Pratt, David . ... Nepean— Carleton.......... Oontario ............. Lib.
Price, David . ... Compton — Stanstead .. . . .. Quebec ............. PC
Proctor, DicK . ... Paliser.................... Saskatchewan........ NDP
Proud, GEOrge . .....oi Hillsborough .............. Prince Edward Island Lib.
Provenzano, Carmen . . ...ttt SaultSte. Marie ............ Oontario ............. Lib.
Ramsay,Jack ....... ... Crowfoot.................. Alberta.............. Ref.
Redman, Karen ... KitchenerCentre ........... Oontario ............. Lib.
Reed, Julian .......... Haton .................... Oontario ............. Lib.
Reynolds, John. ... ... West Vancouver — Sunshine
Coast ........oooiiiii 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, President of the Treasury Board and Minister
responsibleforInfrastructure .......... ... ... L Westmount — Ville-Marie .. Quebec ............. Lib.
Robinson, SvendJ. ...... ... . Burnaby — Douglas . ....... British Columbia .. . .. NDP
Rocheleal, YVES ... .. 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.
Sauvageau,Benoit . ... .. Repentigny ................ Quebec ............. BQ
Schmidt, WEINEr . ... Kelowna .................. British Columbia . . ... Ref.
Scott, HON. ANy . ... 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 ...........ccovvvne. Saskatchewan. .. ... .. NDP



Province of Political

Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Speller, Bob, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for International Haldimand — Norfolk —
Trade .. ..o Brant ..................... Oontario ............. Lib.
St. Denis, Brent, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Natural
RESOUICES ... o Algoma— Manitoulin . .. ... Ontario ............. Lib.
StHilaire,Caroline. ... Longueuil ................. Quebec ............. BQ
St=Jacques,Diane ... ... Shefford .................. Quebec ............. PC
SEIUHEN, GUY .. Abitibi — Baie-James—
Nunavik .................. Quebec ............. Lib.
Steckle, Paul .. ... Huron—Bruce ............ Oontario ............. Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Christine. . ... Northumberland............ Oontario ............. Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Jane, Minister of Human Resources Development ... . .. Brant ..................... Ontario ............. Lib.
Stinson, Darrel .. ... Okanagan— Shuswap ... ... British Columbia .. . .. Ref.
Stoffer, Peter . ... Sackville— Musguodoboit
Valley — 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 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 . ...........co i Rimouski — Mitis.......... Quebec ............. BQ
Turp, Daniel ... Beauharnois— Salaberry.... Quebec ............. BQ
Ur,ROSE-Marie . ..o Lambton — Kent —
Middlesex ................. Oontario ............. Lib.
Valeri, TONY ... Stoney Creek .............. Oontario ............. Lib.
Vanclief, Hon. Lyle, Minister of Agricultureand Agri—Food. . .. ... .. PrinceEdward — Hastings .. Ontario ............. Lib.
Vautour, ANgela. . . ... Beauségour — Petitcodiac ... NewBrunswick ...... PC
VElacott, MaUriCe . . ... Wanuskewin............... Saskatchewan......... Ref.
Venng Pierrette . ... 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.
VACANCY YorkWest................. Oontario .............
VACANCY Mount Royal .............. Quebec .............
VACANCY Hull — Aylmer ............ Quebec .............
VACANCY Saskatoon — Rosetown —
Biggar .................... Saskatchewan. .. .....

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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ALPHABETICAL LIST OF MEMBERS OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS B Y PROVINCE

Second Session — Thirty—sixth Parliament

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 (34)
ADDOtt, JIM .o Kootenay — Columbia................ Ref.
Anderson, Hon. David, Minister of theEnvironment ............................. 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 FisheriesandOceans. . ................ Vancouver South— Burnaby .......... Lib.
DUNCAN, JONN . .o Vancouver ISsandNorth ............... Ref.
Elley, Reed ... Nanaimo— Cowichan ................ Ref.
Forseth, Paul . . ... New Westminster — Coquitlam — Ref.
Burnaby ...
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, Richard M. .. ... .. Prince George— Bulkley Valey ....... Ref.
Hart, Jim .o Okanagan— Coquihalla .............. Ref.



Name of Member

Political

Hill, Jay
Leung, Sophia
Lunn, Gary
Martin, Keith
Mayfield, Philip
McNally, Grant

MCEWhINney, Ted . . . ... e

Meredith, Val
Reynolds,John...........................
Riis, Nelson

Robinson, Svend J. .............. ... . .....
Schmidt, Werner
Scott, Mike
Sekora, Lou

Stinson, Darrel
Strahl, Chuck
White, Randy
White, Ted

MANITOBA (14)

Alcock, Reg, Parliamentary Secretary to President of the Queen’ s Privy Council for
Canadaand Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs.............................

Axworthy, Hon. Lloyd, Minister of Foreign Affairs

Blaikie,Bill ................ ... .. ...
Borotsik, Rick
Degjarlais,Bev

Duhamel, Hon. Ronald J., Secretary of State (Western Economic

Diversification)(Francophoni€)
Harvard, John
Hilstrom, Howard
Hoeppner,JakeE. .......... ... ... ... ..

Iftody, David, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Indian Affairsand Northern

Development
Mark, Inky
Martin, Pat
Pagtakhan,ReyD. ........................
Wasylycia-Leis, Judy

NEW BRUNSWICK (10)

Bernier, Gilles
Bradshaw, Hon. Claudette, Minister of Labour
Dubg Jdean ..............ciii..
Godin,Yvon. ...
Herron,John.............................
Hubbard,Charles.........................
Scott, Hon. Andy
Thompson, Greg

Constituency Affiliation
Prince George— PeaceRiver .......... Ref.
VancouverKingsway ................. Lib.
Saanich—Gulfldlands ............... Ref.
Esquimalt— JuandeFuca............. Ref.
Cariboo— Chilcotin.................. Ref.
Dewdney — Alouette . ................ Ref.
VancouverQuadra.................... Lib.
South Surrey — WhiteRock — Langley  Ref.
West Vancouver — SunshineCoast . . . .. Ref.
Kamloops, Thompson and Highland NDP
Valleys ...
Burnaby —Douglas .................. NDP
Kelowna ................ooociit Ref.
Skeena. ... Ref.
Port Moody — Coquitlam — Port Lib.
Coquitlam ..................... .
Okanagan—Shuswap ................ Ref.
FraserValey ........................ Ref.
Langley — Abbotsford . ............... Ref.
NorthVancouver ..................... Ref.
WinnipegSouth .. .................... Lib.
Winnipeg SouthCentre ............... Lib.
Winnipeg— Transcona . .............. NDP
Brandon—Souris.................... PC
Churchill ............................ NDP
SaintBoniface .............. .. ... Lib.
Charleswood St. James— Assiniboia ... Lib.
Selkirk — Interlake . .................. Ref.
Portage—Lisgar..................... Ind.

Ref.

Provencher ........... ...t Lib.
Dauphin— SwanRiver ............... Ref.
WinnipegCentre ..................... NDP
Winnipeg North— St. Paul ............ Lib.
WinnipegNorthCentre ............... NDP
Tobigue— Mactaquac ................ PC
Moncton — Riverview — Dieppe ...... Lib.
Madawaska— Restigouche............ PC
Acadie—Bathurst ................... NDP
Fundy —Royal ...................... PC
Miramichi ................ .. ... ... Lib.
Fredericton ...................oiit Lib.
New Brunswick Southwest ............ PC
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Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
VaUtour, ANQEIA. . . ..o Beauséjour — Petitcodiac ............. PC
Wayne ElSie. . ... SaintJohn ........................... PC
NEWFOUNDLAND (7)
Baker, Hon. George S., Minister of Veterans Affairsand Secretary of State (Atlantic
Canada OpportunitieSAGENCY) . ..ot Gander — GrandFals ................ Lib.
BYI NG, GOITY . . oottt Humber — St. Barbe — BaieVerte ... .. Lib.
Doyle, NOrmMan .. ... St.John'sEast ....................... PC
Matthews, Bill ... ... Burin— St.George’'s . ................ Lib.
MiIfflin, Hon. Fred . ..o Bonavista— Trinity — Conception .. . .. Lib.
O'Brien, LawrenceD., Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of FisheriesandOceans... Labrador ............................ Lib.
Power,Charlie . ... St.John'sWest....................... PC
NORTHWEST TERRITORIES(2)
Blondin-Andrew, Hon. Ethel, Secretary of State (Childrenand Youth) .............. WesternArctic ..., Lib.
NOVA SCOTIA (11)
Brison, SCOtt . . ... Kings—Hants....................... PC
Casey, Bill ... Cumberland— Colchester ............. PC
Dockrill,Michelle .. ... ... Brasd'Or — CapeBreton ............. NDP
Barle, Gordon . . ... HalifaxWest ......................... NDP
Keddy, Gerald . ... ... SouthShore .................cint. PC
LIl WeNdy . ... Dartmouth........................... NDP
MacKay, Pater . ... Pictou — Antigonish — Guysborough .. PC
ManCini, Peter . ... Sydney — Victoria ................... NDP
McDOoNoUGh, AIBXA . . . ..o Halifax...........oooiiii .. NDP
MUISE, MarK . oo WestNova ... PC
Stoffer, Peter . ..o Sackville— Musguodoboit Valley — NDP
EasternShore ........................
NUNAVUT (1)
Karetak—Lindell,Nancy . ......... ... Nunavut ............................ Lib.
ONTARIO (103)
AdamS, PEtEr . ... Peterborough ........................ Lib.
ASSAAOUN AN, SarKiS . . . ..o BramptonCentre ..................... Lib.
AUGUSEING, JEAN . . . oot Etobicoke— Lakeshore ............... Lib.
Barnes, SUE . . ... 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, Eugéne, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for International Cooperation . 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
DeveElOpmMENnt . .. ... Oakville..............cooiiiint, Lib.



Political

Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
Bryden, John .. ... Wentworth— Burlington ............. Lib.
BUlte, Sarmite. . ... Parkdale— HighPark ................ Lib.
CacCia, HON. Charles . . ... Davenport ..., Lib.
Calder, MUITAY . .. Dufferin— Peel — Wellington— Grey .  Lib.
Cannis, John, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Industry . ..................... ScarboroughCentre................... Lib.
Caplan, Elinor, Minister of Citizenshipand Immigration .......................... Thornhill ............. ... ... ... Lib.
Carroll, ATLEEN ... Barrie— Simcoe— Bradford .......... Lib.
Catterall,Marlene . ... OttawaWest — Nepean ............... Lib.
Chamberlain,Brenda . ....... ... Guelph— Wellington................. Lib.
Clouthier, HeC .. ... Renfrew — Nipissing— Pembroke . . . .. Lib.
Collenette, Hon. David M., Minister of Transport ...t DonValleyEast...................... Lib.
COMUZZI, JOB . . ettt e e e Thunder Bay — Superior North ........ Lib.
Copps, Hon. Sheila, Minister of CanadianHeritage .. .................. ... ... .. HamiltonEast . ....................... Lib.
Cullen, Roy, Parliamentary Secretary toMinisterof Finance ....................... 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 ...........cooiiiiiin... 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 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. ..o Bruce—Grey ...l Lib.
JONES, JIM . .o Markham............................ PC
JOrdan, JOB . . ... Leeds— Grenville ................... Lib.
Karygiannis, JIM .. ... Scarborough — Agincourt . ............ Lib.
KOV ES, AN . . .o HamiltonWest ....................... Lib.
KIlger, BOb . . Stormont — Dundas— Charlottenburgh  Lib.
Knutson, Gar, Parliamentary Secretary toPrimeMinister .......................... Elgin— Middlesex—London ... ...... Lib.
Kraft Sloan, Karen . . ... YorkNorth .......................... Lib.
Lastewka, Walt . . . ... St.Catharines ........................ Lib.
Lee, Derek, Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the Government in the House of

COIMIMONS . . o ettt e e e e e e e e e e e e e Scarborough — RougeRiver .......... Lib.
Limoges, RICK .. ... .o Windsor —St.Clair .................. Lib.
Longfield, Judi, Parliamentary Secretary to Ministerof Labour . .................... Whithy — Ajax ...................... Lib.
MahoNeY, StEVE . ... MississaugaWest . .................... Lib.
Malhi, Gurbax SIngh . .. ... Bramalea— Gore— Malton — Lib.

Springdale............. ...l

Maloney, John, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Justice and Attorney General

Of Canada . . ... Erie—Lincoln ...................... Lib.
Manley, Hon. John, Minister of Industry ................ . i OttawaSouth ........................ Lib.
Marleau, HON. Diane . . . .. ..o e Sudbury ... Lib.
MCCOrMICK, Larmy . . .. e Hastings— Frontenac — Lennox and Lib.

Addington............ ...

MceKay, JONN .. ScarboroughEast ..................... Lib.
MCTEagUE, Dan . .. ... Pickering— Ajax — Uxbridge . .. ...... Lib.
Milliken, Peter, Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committeesof theWhole ......... Kingstonandtheldlands .............. Lib.
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Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
MIllS, DENNIST. ..ot e Broadview — Greenwood . ............ Lib.
Minna, Hon. Maria, Minister for International Cooperation ........................ Beaches— EastYork ................. Lib.
Mitchell, Hon. Andy, Secretary of State (Rural Development)(Federal Economic

Development Initiativefor NorthernOntario) ...t Parry Sound — Muskoka. ............. Lib.
MUITAY, L8N . . Lanarkk—Carleton ................... Lib.
MYEIS, LYNN .« e Waterloo— Wellington ............... Lib.
Nault, Hon. Robert D., Minister of Indian Affairsand Northern Development ...... .. Kenora— RainyRiver ................ Lib.
NUNZIAEa, JONN . ..o e e e York South—Weston ................ Ind.
O BIHEN, 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

GOVErNMMENESEIVICES . ..ottt e e e 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 . ... Haton ..., Lib.
Richardson, JOhn . . ... 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, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Natural Resources........... Algoma— Manitoulin ................ Lib.
Steckle, Paul . . .. ... Huron—Bruce ...................... Lib.
Stewart, HON. Christine . . . . ... .o i e Northumberland...................... Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Jane, Minister of Human ResourcesDevelopment ................... 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.
U ROSE-MaAIE . ..ot Lambton — Kent — Middlesex ........ Lib.
VA, TONY . 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.
WhEAN, SUSAN . ... ESSeX .o Lib.
WIlTEIt, BIrYON ..o OakRidges ...........coooiiiiiiii.n, Lib.
Wood, Bob, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of VeteransAffairs ................ NIpisSINg .. ..o Lib.
VA CAN CY e YorkWest.....ooooviiii

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND (4)

Baster, Wayne . ... Malpeque ......... ..., Lib.
MacAulay, Hon. Lawrence, Solicitor Generalof Canada .. ........................ Cadigan ............coiiiiiiiia Lib.
McGuire, Joe, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Agricultureand Agri—Food. . . .. Egmont ........... ... ... .. Lib.
Proud, GEOIgE . ... Hillsborough ........................ Lib.



Political

Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
QUEBEC (75)
Alarie HEBNE. . ... LouisHébert ........................ BQ
ASsad, Mark . ..o Gatineau ... Lib.
ASSEIN, GErard . . ... Charlevoix ............ccccoouioi... BQ
Bachand, ANdré . . ... Richmond — Arthabaska.............. PC
Bachand, Claude . .. ... Sant=Jean............c.coiiiiiiiiiinn. BQ
Bakopanos, Eleni . .. ... ... Ahuntsic ............... .. ... Lib.
Bellehumeur,Michel . ... ... . Berthier— Montcalm ................. BQ
Bergeron, StEphane . .. ... ..o Verchéres— Les—Patriotes ............ BQ
BENiEr, YVaN . .o Bonaventure— Gaspé— Tles—deda— BQ
Madeleine—Pabok ..................
Bertrand, Robert, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National Defence........... Pontiac — Gatineau— Labelle......... Lib.
Bigras, Bernard .. ... Rosemont ........................... BQ
BriEN, PIETe . . Témiscamingue ...................... BQ
CanuUEl, RENE . ... Matapédia— Matane ................. BQ
Cardin, SErgE . .ot Sherbrooke ................ BQ
Cauchon, Hon. Martin, Minister of National Revenue and Secretary of State
(Economic Development Agency of Canadafor the Regionsof Quebec) ......... Outremont........................... Lib.
Charbonneau, Y von, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Health . ................ Anjou — Riviere-des—Prairies . ........ Lib.
Chrétien, Right Hon. Jean, PrimeMinister ... Sant-Maurice ..................an. Lib.
Chrétien, JEanm—GUY . .. ...ttt e e Frontenac— Mégantic ................ BQ
Coderre, Denis, Secretary of State (Amateur Sport) . ... Bourassa ..., Lib.
Cré&te, Paul . ... Kamouraska— Riviére-du—Loup — BQ
Témiscouata— LesBasgues . ..........
Daphond—Guiral,Madeleine. ....... ... LavalCentre.....................oo... 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.............o Lib.
DUDE ANLOING . . ..ot 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 e Argenteuil — Papineau — Mirabel .. ... BQ
Folco,Raymonde . ....... . i LavalWest ..............ccoiiiii... 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. ... BQ
GOdinN, MaUFICe . ... e Chéteauguay ..............c.coooiin.. BQ
GUAY, MONIQUE . .. e e e e Laurentides................ ... BQ
Guimond, Michel .. ... . Beauport — Montmorency — Cote-de-  BQ
Beaupré— lle-d’'Orléans..............
Harvey, ANAre ... .o Chicoutimi ..............cccvvvo.... PC
Jennings,Marlene .. ... .. Notre-Dame-de-Grace— Lachine .. ... Lib.
Lalonde, FranCine . .. ...t Mercier ........coviiiiiiii BQ
Laurin ReNG . . .. Joliette . ......... . BQ
Lavigne, Raymond . .. ... ... i Verdun— Saint-Henri ................ Lib.
Lebel, Ghiglain . . ... Chambly ......................ool. BQ
LefebVre, REEaN .. ... Champlain .......................... Ind.

Lincoln, CHfford . ........o Lac-Saint-Louis ..................... Lib.
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Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
LOUbIEr, YVAN . Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot ............. BQ
Marceau, Richard . . ... ... Charlesbourg ........................ BQ
Marchand,Jean—Paul .......... ... .. QuébecEast ......................... BQ
Martin, Hon. Paul, Ministerof Finance ............. ... ... LaSdle—Emard .................... Lib.
Ménard, REal .. ... Hochelaga— Maisonneuve............ BQ
Mercier, Paul . ... Terrebonne— Blainville .............. BQ
Normand, Hon. Gilbert, Secretary of State (Science, Research and Development) .. . .. Bellechasse— Etchemins— Lib.
Montmagny — L’Islet ................

Paradis, Denis, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Foreign Affairs .............. Brome— MissisQuoi ................. Lib.
Patry, Bernard ... ... e Pierrefonds—Dollard ................ Lib.
Parron, GIllES—A. . ..o Riviere—desMille-iles................ BQ
Pettigrew, Hon. Pierre S., Minister for International Trade . ........................ 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, President of the Treasury Board and Minister responsible

forInfrastructure ... ... Westmount — Ville-Marie ............ Lib.
ROChEIEALL, YVES . . oo Trois-Rivieres ....................... BQ
Saada, Jacques, Parliamentary Secretary to Solicitor General of Canada ............. Brossard— LaPrairie................. Lib.
Sauvageau, Benoit . .. ... ... Repentigny ...t BQ
St—HIlaire, Caroling . . . ..o Longueuil ............. ... ... . BQ
St-JaCqUES, DIANE . . . o Shefford .............. PC
SEIUHEN, GUY .. e Abitibi — Baie-James— Nunavik. . . ... Lib.
Thibeault, Y olande, Assistant Deputy Chairman of Committeesof theWhole . ... .... Saint—Lambert ....................... Lib.
Tremblay, StEphan .. ... .. Lac-Saint=Jean ...................... BQ
Tremblay, SUZaNNe . .. ... . .o Rimouski — Mitis.................... BQ
TUrp, Daniel ... Beauharnois— Salaberry .............. BQ
VENNE PIEITEE . ... e Saint—Bruno — Saint—Hubert .......... BQ
VA CANCY MountRoyal ................... ... ..
VA CANCY Hull —Aylmer ......................

SASKATCHEWAN (14)

Balley, ROy ... o Souris— MooseMountain ............ Ref.
BreitkreUuz, Garry . .. ... Yorkton—Melville .................. Ref.
Goodale, Hon. Ralph E., Minister of Natural Resources and Minister responsiblefor

theCanadianWheatBoard . ......... ... Wascana ..........ccooviiiiiiiin.... 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, DICK . ... Paliser..........cooi NDP
RItZ, GOy . Battlefords— Lloydminster ........... Ref.
S0lOMON, JONN . ..o Regina— Lumsden — LakeCentre. . . .. NDP
VEIACO, MaUICE . . ..ot e e Wanuskewin. .............coovvnnn... Ref.
VA CANCY Saskatoon — Rosetown — Biggar ... . ..

YUKON (1)

Hardy, LOUISE . . ... YUKON .o NDP
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LIST OF STANDING AND SUB-COMMITTEES

(As of November 19th, 1999 — 2nd Session, 36th Parliament)

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS AND NORTHERN DEVELOPMENT

Chair: Sue Barnes Vice-Chairs: John Finlay
Derrek Konrad
Claude Bachand Jim Gouk David Iftody John O’ Rellly (16)
Raymond Bonin lvan Grose Nancy Karetak—Lindell Mike Scott
Paul DeVillers Louise Hardy Gerad Keddy Guy St—Julien
Ghidain Fournier
Associate Members
Carolyn Bennett Pierre de Savoye Maurice Godin Gilles Perron
Cliff Breitkreuz Gordon Earle Dick Harris Daniel Turp
René Canuel Reed Elley Rick Laliberte Maurice Vellacott
Serge Cardin
Bill Casey
AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD
Chair: John Harvard Vice-Chairs: Murray Calder
Howard Hilstrom
Hélene Alarie Odina Desrochers Joe McGuire Gerry Ritz (16)
Mark Assad Gar Knutson lan Murray Paul Steckle
Rick Borotsik Larry McCormick Dick Proctor Rose-Marie Ur

Garry Breitkreuz

Associate Members

Peter Adams Michelle Dockrill Lynn Myers Greg Thompson
Roy Bailey Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Lorne Nystrom Myron Thompson
Leon E. Benoit John Maloney John Solomon Suzanne Tremblay
Rick Casson Lee Morrisson Guy St-Julien Daniel Turp
CANADIAN HERITAGE
Chair: Clifford Lincoln Vice-Chairs: Inky Mark
DennisJ. Mills
Mauril Bélanger Pierre de Savoye Rick Limoges Alex Shepherd (16)
Paul Bonwick John Godfrey Eric Lowther Caroline St—Hilaire
Cliff Breitkreuz Wendy Lill Mark Muise Bryon Wilfert
Sarmite Bulte
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Pierre Brien Paul Forseth Benoit Sauvageau
André Bachand Serge Cardin Christiane Gagnon Guy St—-Julien
Claude Bachand Antoine Dubé Rick Laliberte Suzanne Tremblay
Carolyn Bennett Maurice Dumas Peter MacKay Daniel Turp
Rick Borotsik Gordon Earle Louis Plamondon Elsie Wayne




18

CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION

Chair: Joe Fontana Vice-Chairs:
Steve Mahoney
Rob Anders John Bryden Patrick Martin David Price (16)
Jean Augustine Sophia Leung John McKay Jack Ramsay
Bernard Bigras Rick Limoges Pauline Picard Andrew Telegdi
Paul Bonwick
Associate Members
Claude Bachand Gordon Earle Réal Ménard Suzanne Tremblay
Serge Cardin Louise Hardy Deepak Obhrai Daniel Turp
Libby Davies Francine Lalonde Diane St-Jacques
ENVIRONMENT AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT
Chair: Charles Caccia Vice-Chairs:
Karen Kraft Sloan
Rick Casson Nick Discepola Joe Jordan David Pratt (16)
Marlene Catterall Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Walt Lastewka Julian Reed
Dave Chatters John Herron Peter Mancini Paddy Torsney
Jean-Guy Chrétien
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Pierre Brien Louise Hardy Guy St-Julien
Peter Adams Chuck Cadman Rick Laliberte Peter Stoffer
Hélene Alarie Serge Cardin Clifford Lincoln Stéphan Tremblay
Leon E. Benoit Aileen Carroll David Price Daniel Turp
Bernard Bigras John Duncan Nelson Riis
FINANCE
Chair: Maurizio Bevilacqua Vice-Chairs: Nick Discepola
Richard M. Harris
Scott Brison Albina Guarnieri Richard Marceau Karen Redman (16)
Roy Cullen Sophia Leung Lorne Nystrom Monte Solberg
Ken Epp Yvan Loubier Gary Pillitteri Paul Szabo
Roger Gallaway
Associate Members
Diane Ablonczy Joe Fontana Gary Lunn Benoit Sauvageau
Rob Anders Paul Forseth Peter MacK ay Werner Schmidt
Carolyn Bennett Christiane Gagnon Alexa McDonough Alex Shepherd
Rick Borotsik Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Bob Mills John Solomon
Pierre Brien Monique Guay Lynn Myers Guy St—-Julien
Serge Cardin John Herron Gilles Perron Stéphan Tremblay
Joe Comuzzi Dale Johnston Pauline Picard Daniel Turp
Odina Desrochers Jim Jones Charlie Power Tony Valeri
Norman Doyle Jason Kenney Nelson Riis

Antoine Dubé

Rick Limoges
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FISHERIES AND OCEANS

Chair: Wayne Easter Vice-Chairs: John Duncan
Carmen Provenzano
Sarkis Assadourian Claude Drouin Bill Matthews Lou Sekora (16)
Gérard Asselin Bill Gilmour Lawrence D. O'Brien Paul Steckle
Yvan Bernier Nancy Karetak—Lindell Charlie Power Peter Stoffer

John Cummins

Associate Members

Gilles Bernier Ghislain Fournier Svend J. Robinson Mike Scott
René Canuel Yvon Godin Yves Rocheleau Suzanne Tremblay
Paul Forseth Philip Mayfield

SUB-COMMITTEE ON AQUACULTURE AND OCEANSACT
Chair: Carmen Provenzano

Yvan Bernier Bill Gilmour Charlie Power Peter Stoffer 5)

FOREIGN AFFAIRSAND INTERNATIONAL TRADE

Chair: Bill Graham Vice-Chairs: Colleen Beaumier
Deepak Obhrai
Sarkis Assadourian Francine Lalonde Bob Mills Yves Rocheleau (18)
Jean Augustine Diane Marleau Denis Paradis Bob Speller
André Bachand Ted McWhinney Bernard Patry Darrel Stinson
Maud Debien Fred Mifflin Svend J. Robinson

Associate Members

Claude Bachand Rick Casson Gurbax Singh Malhi Nelson Riis

Eleni Bakopanos Paul Créte Richard Marceau Alex Shepherd
Eugéne Bellemare Maurice Dumas Keith Martin John Solomon
Carolyn Bennett Raymonde Folco Patrick Martin Diane St-Jacques
Bill Blaikie Gurmant Grewal Paul Mercier Chuck Strahl
Sarmite Bulte Jim Hart Lee Morrison Stéphan Tremblay
Murray Calder Jason Kenney Lorne Nystrom Suzanne Tremblay
Serge Cardin René Laurin Pauline Picard Daniel Turp
Aileen Carroll Sophia Leung Charlie Power

SUB-COMMITTEE ON HUMAN RIGHTS AND INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
Chair: Colleen Beaumier

Jean Augustine Eugéne Bellemare Maud Debien Svend J. Robinson 9
Eleni Bakopanos Aileen Carroll Keith Martin Diane St-Jacques
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SUB-COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE,
TRADE DISPUTES AND INVESTMENT

Chair: Sarmite Bulte
Sarkis Assadourian Bill Blaikie Richard Marceau Alex Shepherd 9)
André Bachand Murray Calder Deepak Obhrai Bob Speller

HEALTH
Chair: Lynn Myers Vice-Chairs: Reed Elley
Ovid L. Jackson
Yvon Charbonneau Bill Matthews Bernard Patry Greg Thompson (16)
Christiane Gagnon Ted McWhinney Karen Redman Rose-Marie Ur
Gurmant Grewal Réa Ménard Paul Szabo Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Keith Martin
Associate Members

Carolyn Bennett Pierre de Savoye Grant Hill Pauline Picard
Bernard Bigras Michelle Dockrill Sophia Leung Guy St—Julien
Serge Cardin Jocelyne Girard-Bujold John Maloney Suzanne Tremblay
Jean-Guy Chrétien John Herron Bob Mills Daniel Turp
Libby Davies

HUMAN RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT AND THE STATUS OF PERSONSWITH DISABILITIES

Chair:

Diane Ablonczy
Bonnie Brown
Paul Créte
Libby Davies

Carolyn Bennett

Yvan Bernier

Bernard Bigras

Serge Cardin

Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral
Bev Degjarlais

Michelle Dockrill

Peter Adams Vice—Chairs: Maurice Vellacott
Bryon Wilfert
Jean Dubé Dale Johnston Karen Redman (18)
Raymonde Folco Judi Longfield Andy Scott
Christiane Gagnon Larry McCormick Stéphan Tremblay
John Godfrey Rey D. Pagtakhan
Associate Members
Norman Doyle Monique Guay Patrick Martin
Antoine Dubé Ovid L. Jackson Réal Ménard
Maurice Dumas Joe Jordan Lorne Nystrom
Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Nancy Karetak—Lindell Diane St-Jacques
Yvon Godin Wendy Lill Guy St—Julien
Peter Goldring Eric Lowther Suzanne Tremblay
Deborah Grey Diane Marleau Daniel Turp
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INDUSTRY
Chair: Susan Whelan Vice-Chairs: Walt Lastewka
Charlie Penson
Pierre Brien Antoine Dubé Jim Jones Jerry Pickard (16)
Gerry Byrne Jim Hart Gurbax Singh Malhi Nelson Riis
John Cannis Marlene Jennings lan Murray Werner Schmidt
Brenda Chamberlain
Associate Members

Peter Adams Serge Cardin Christiane Gagnon Alex Shepherd
Hélene Alarie Pierre de Savoye Jocelyne Girard-Bujold John Solomon
Gérard Asselin Odina Desrochers Rahim Jaffer Guy St-Julien
Bernard Bigras Jean Dubé Richard Marceau Peter Stoffer
Chuck Cadman Joe Fontana Philip Mayfield Daniel Turp

JUSTICE AND HUMAN RIGHTS

Chair: Andy Scott Vice-Chairs: Chuck Cadman
lvan Grose
Jim Abbott Aileen Carroll John Maloney John Reynolds (16)
Reg Alcock Paul DeVillers Peter Mancini Jacques Saada
Michel Bellehumeur Peter MacK ay John McKay Pierrette Venne

Carolyn Bennett

Associate Members

Bernard Bigras Richard M. Harris Mark Muise Darrel Stinson
Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral Jay Hill Lynn Myers Myron Thompson
Pierre de Savoye Richard Marceau Jack Ramsay Suzanne Tremblay
Jim Gouk Keith Martin Svend J. Robinson Daniel Turp
Michel Guimond Réal Ménard Caroline St—Hilaire Tom Wappel
Louise Hardy Lee Morrison Diane St-Jacques Randy White

SUB-COMMITTEE ON CORRECTIONS AND CONDITIONAL RELEASE ACT
Chair: Paul DeVillers

Jm Gouk Rick Laliberte Lynn Myers Pierrette Venne 9
lvan Grose Peter MacKay Jacques Saada Tom Wappel
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NATIONAL DEFENCE AND VETERANS AFFAIRS

Chair: Patrick O’Brien Vice-Chairs: Jim Hart
David Pratt
Robert Bertrand Art Hanger Paul Mercier George Proud (16)
Hec Clouthier René Laurin John O’ Rellly Elsie Wayne
Gordon Earle Judi Longfield Janko Perié Bob Wood
Peter Goldring
Associate Members
Rob Anders Serge Cardin Francine Lalonde Patrick Martin
Leon E. Benoit John Duncan Ghidlain Lebel Daniel Turp
Pierre Brien Monique Guay Peter Mancini
NATURAL RESOURCES AND GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS
Chair: Joe Volpe Vice-Chairs: Dave Chatters
Julian Reed
Réginald Bélair Yvon Godin Carolyn Parrish Brent St. Denis (16)
GillesBernier Tony lanno Carmen Provenzano Guy St-Julien
Serge Cardin Ghidlain Lebel Werner Schmidt Tony Valeri
John Duncan
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Jean-Guy Chrétien Jim Jones Benoit Sauvageau
Hélene Alarie Michelle Dockrill Gerald Keddy Caroline St-Hilaire
Rob Anders Ghidain Fournier Derrek Konrad Darrel Stinson
Pierre Brien Christiane Gagnon Gilles Perron Daniel Turp
René Canuel Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Nelson Riis
PROCEDURE AND HOUSE AFFAIRS
Chair: Derek Lee Vice-Chairs: Marlene Catterall
Chuck Strahl
Eleni Bakopanos André Harvey Grant McNally John Richardson (16)
Stéphane Bergeron Bob Kilger Carolyn Parrish John Solomon
Raymond Bonin Gar Knutson Jerry Pickard Randy White
Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral
Associate Members
Peter Adams Normand Doyle René Laurin Lorne Nystrom
Michel Bellehumeur Deborah Grey Eric Lowther Suzanne Tremblay
Bill Blaikie Jay Hill Larry McCormick Ted White
Michelle Dockrill Joe Jordan Réal Ménard

Chair:

Bill Blaikie
Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral

SUB-COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE MEMBERS BUSINESS

Larry McCormick

Deborah Grey

André Harvey

Joe Jordan (6)




PUBLIC ACCOUNTS
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Chair: John Williams Vice-Chairs: Steve Mahoney
John Richardson
Hec Clouthier Mac Harb Gilles Perron Benoit Sauvageau 17)
Michelle Dockrill Marlene Jennings Beth Phinney Alex Shepherd
John Finlay Jason Kenney George Proud Elsie Wayne
Paul Forseth Philip Mayfield
Associate Members
Roy Bailey Bev Degjarlais Gurmant Grewal Lorne Nystrom
Garry Breitkreuz Odina Desrochers Jim Jones Peter Stoffer
Scott Brison Christiane Gagnon Derrek Konrad Suzanne Tremblay
Rick Casson Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Ghidlain Lebel
TRANSPORT
Chair: Stan Keyes Vice-Chairs: Joe Comuzzi
Val Meredith
Gérard Asselin Bev Degjarlais Joe Fontana Ovid L. Jackson (16)
Roy Bailey Stan Dromisky Michel Guimond Dale Johnston
Murray Calder Claude Drouin Charles Hubbard Lou Sekora
Bill Casey
Associate Members
Yvan Bernier Paul Créte Rick Laliberte Guy St-Julien
Rick Borotsik Maurice Dumas Lee Morrison Suzanne Tremblay
Serge Cardin John Duncan Gerry Ritz Daniel Turp
Dave Chatters Ghislain Fournier John Solomon Elsie Wayne
STANDING JOINT COMMITTEES
LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT
Joint Chair: Joint Vice-Chair:
Representing the Senate: Representing the House of Commons:
The Honourable Senators
Norman K. Atkins Vivienne Poy Mark Assad Raymond Lavigne (16)
Isobel Finnerty Louis-J. Robichaud Roy Bailey Wendy Lill
Jerahmiel S. Grafstein Calvin Woodrow Ruck Marlene Catterall Rick Limoges
Normand Grimard Hec Clouthier Philip Mayfield
John Finlay Paul Mercier
Deborah Grey Louis Plamondon
Mac Harb David Price
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