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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Friday, December 10, 1999

The House met at 10 am.

Prayers

® (1005)

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

The Deputy Speaker: | have the honour to inform the House
that a message has been received from the Senate informing this
House that the Senate has passed the following bill to which the
concurrence of this House is desired: Bill S-14, an act to amend the
Act of incorporation of the Board of Elders of the Canadian District
of the Moravian Church in America

[Translation]

This bill is deemed to have been read the first time and the
second reading is set for the next sitting of the House.

(Bill deemed read the first time)

GOVERNMENT ORDERS
[English]

SUPPLY

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES (A), 1999-2000

The Deputy Speaker: Since today is the final allotted day for
the supply period ending December 10, 1999, the House will go
through the usual procedures to consider and dispose of the supply
bill. In view of recent practices, do hon. members agree that the bill
be distributed now?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

[Translation]
CONCURRENCE IN VOTE 1—AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD

Hon. Lucienne Robillard (President of the Treasury Board
and Minister responsible for Infrastructure, Lib.) moved:

Motion No. 1

That Vote 1a, in the amount of $63,196,279, under AGRICULTURE AND
AGRI-FOOD—Operating expenditures, in Supplementary Estimates (A) for the
fiscal year ending March 31, 2000, be concurred in.

[English]

Hon. Lyle Vanclief (Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | appreciate the opportunity to speak to this
supply motion today.

| would like to make a few comments about the work of
Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada and what we are doing in so
many different ways to assist farmers, as well as our work with the
total agri-food industry in Canada. As | have reminded the House
before, this is very important subject and Canadians know clearly
the importance of the agriculture and agri-food industry.

It al starts on the farm, that very tough part of the food
production cycle in Canada and in the world, where those people,
those families and those communities deal not only with the
vagaries of the world market, but also with the vagaries of the
weather and many other things which, no matter how good their
management or the technology they have, are out of their control. It
is a tough, unpredictable business which can tear out anyone's
heart. However, 75% of the jobs in the agri-food industry are
beyond the farm gate.

® (1010)

When most people think of the agricultural industry, they think
of the farmers, and well they should because they are the important
key people who start the whole food production cycle. However,
when the product leaves the farm gate, it entersinto what | refer to
as the agri-food portion, that is, the further processing, the retail-
ing, the marketing, et cetera, which presents to Canadians, to the
customers of Canadian agriculture and agri-food products around
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the world, without question, some of the highest quality food
products in the world.

We also have some of the highest safety standards in the world.
Consumers around the world are concerned about food safety. We
have a positive and effective regulatory system in this country.
That has been clearly demonstrated. The best test of any system is
the results, and the results are that this is the safest food in the
world.

There is no mistaking the importance of the programs and
services that Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada is involved in,
only asmall minority of which are mentioned in the motion that we
are debating.

| want to remind my colleagues and the people of Canada that
the agri-food industry is one of the largest employers in the
country. One in seven working Canadians works in the industry.
Over 13% of Canadian jobs are in the agriculture and agri-food
industry. | think we would all be surprised to learn that over half of
all young Canadians entering the workforce for the first time get
jobs in the agri-food industry.

It is also a highly innovative industry, one that depends on
scientific progress, which is why we spend a good chunk of our
money investing in research each and every year. Itisan industry in
which we can take a great deal of pride, one | believe must and will
survive and thrive, not just for the good of farmers, but for the good
of the country as awhole, whether it be in job creation or anything
else.

As members know, | spent a good portion of my life in the
industry. | know firsthand the ups and downs of the industry, but |
also know firsthand the satisfaction that comes with the success of
meeting the challenges which come every day. There are risks and
there are things which happen that can make a person’s heart pound
or the hair on the back of their neck rise because, just when that
person figures out the way things should go, that is when the chain
flies off, or whatever terminology we want to use.

We are going to continue to work together and keep holding
everything together so that more can happen. In the partnership we
have with Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada and with everybody
in the industry, | am convinced that we will find an effective way to
deal as much as possible with those risks that have become not only
my preoccupation over the last many months, but the continuing
preoccupation of everyone involved.

As my colleagues know, earlier this week | returned from very
important meetings for the agriculture and agri-food sector. The
meetings were held in Sesattle, where the WTO talks were expected
to be launched. We know the results. Unfortunately they did not get
off to the start we had hoped.

| also met this week with my provincial counterparts to work
toward along term safety net. It is not the only challenge we have

before us at the present time, but | would say, without question, it is
the most important challenge.

® (1015)

The fact that the world trade talks could not be launched as
planned is obviously a disappointment. However, for those people
who try to paint this as the end for agriculture, | want to tell them
that they are a long way from reality. That is just not the case.

The 135 countries represented at Seattle could not agree on how
to proceed on a variety of issues, but the taks will begin.
Agriculture and services were mandated in the Uruguay round to
begin in the year 2000 and will begin at that time.

| am pleased to say that we were able to maintain the agricultural
working group and the text was frozen. When the talks begin again
we will begin negotiations from that point. We were clearly in a
position that our negotiators could go forward from that text as it
was frozen and negotiate toward the mandate that we announced as
an industry after along period of consultation back in August asthe
goals and the objectives for the Canadian industry.

We did make progress in Sedttle, despite what some reports
might have suggested and that is the important thing. It will be a
setback, unfortunately, but only a temporary setback. That was a
very important meeting to work toward trade reforms and we will
continue to press on for and with our industry.

At this time, on behalf of myself, the government and the trade
minister who was there, we were very pleased with the support,
co-operation and attendance of alarge number of non-governmen-
tal organizations, as well as provincial members of parliament,
federal MPs and senators who were there as team Canada at the
WTO talks.

As one of the biggest trading countries in the world, Canada does
have a strong interest in those talks and we are absolutely com-
mitted to staying in the game until the very end. The commitment
is not just at the federal level either. One of the really positive
things about the talks and this whole process of getting ready for
them has been the partnership, the working together and how
everybody in the industry has stuck together throughout all that.
That kind of co-operation will stand us in good stead in the long
negotiations to come.

Our farmers need alevel playing field. | will continue to work to
build support with our trading partners around the world so that we
can get an agreement that allows our Canadian farmers to compete
fairly in markets all over the globe.

Aswe said, the WTO talks even if they had started last week are
not going to be a quick fix, but they are a necessity and an
important part of al that we have to do in order to continue to level
that playing field.
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In the meantime, we brought forward as a government the aid
program, AIDA, ayear ago. We look back to where we were about
ayear ago this week when we announced as a federal government
that we would be putting forward $900 million. Since then we have
added another $170 million so it is close to $1.1 billion. With the
provincial contribution to that, there is over $1.75 billion available
over 1998 and 1999 to assist producers in this stressful time they
are going through.

| am well aware of the criticism that the program has received. |
think the House is aware that | am not as happy with the program as
we would all liked to have been. The goals of the program were to
target the resources that were available as much as possible to those
who needed support. In targeting, it takes some paperwork. The
easiest and quickest way to disburse money at any time is just to
send everybody a chegue, but when one does that those who do not
need the support as much as the others get support and, for those
who need it, there is less to have.

We have fixed some of the problems with the program. We will
continue to work at it, but | remind everybody that it was a program
to deal with the precipitous drop in incomes in 1998 and 1999
relative to the period of time before that. That was the request. We
remember the very spirited and thoughtful debates we were having
in this place and other places ayear ago. Everyone was saying that
because the bottom had dropped out of grain and hog prices that we
needed to do something to address it. We did that. There are those
who unfortunately it did not reach and we are looking at that. That
is why we are looking at a long term program. | had a good
discussion with ministers earlier this week. We will continue that
discussion through our officials and through further meetingsin as
early as January.

 (1020)

We know we need to put along term program in place. We have a
short term problem and we have a long term redlity to face. We
have to work the two of them together. | am confident that we can. |
am confident that we will be able to find a lot of resources to do
that. | am arealist and | know there are not enough resources to
setisfy everybody to the extent that every individual would like, but
we will do the best job we can.

| personally feel strongly that we need to work together. We are
working together to be more flexible with a system that responds to
the whole range of needs that exist in a very diverse agricultura
industry. When we think of the size of this country, of how diverse
it is even within one province and how diverse the agriculture and
agri-food industry is from coast to coast to coadt, it is absolutely
incredible.

It is not an easy task but nobody said it would be easy. If it were
easy, we probably would have been there a long time ago. Every
time we do these kinds of things in the best interest of and in
fairness to everybody who has been involved in the past, present

Supply

and future, we think we have got it. Then we find out that because
thisindustry is so flexible, so rolling and moving so fast that we
have a hard job keeping up. Because there are so many things that
affect what goes on out there, things change.

| will talk about change for a minute. It not only applies to the
agri-food industry but also to our lives in general. The assistant
deputy minister of research in my department told a group of us not
too long ago that 90% of the scientists who ever lived are alive
today. There are some pluses and minuses or pros and cons to that.
It is not just agriculture and agri-food scientists but al kinds of
scientists who make up this 90%. It is just amazing what these
people will produce in terms of new technologies, new research, et
cetera, and that is fantastic. We can see that every day in our lives.

It also means that because so much is being produced and so
many of those results are coming about, the shelf life, to use a
layman’s term, is so much shorter because something comes on to
follow what was there before. This is happening in every sector of
our society. Things change and the only constant is that there are
changes taking place.

| know the discussions will be frank and fruitful and we will
continue with those.

Farmers are counting on us. They can know that we are spending
an inordinate amount of time and that we have their best interestsin
mind. All ministers | met with this week know it is our obligation
to show |eadership and to work together to come up with a package
of risk management tools that the government could be involved in
to encourage producers to get involved in what | refer to as
commercial risk management. There are other ways to manage the
risk out there as well that will help us build an adaptable,
productive and competitive industry.

All of us as individuals, all of us as ministers and all of us as
MPs and provincial members of legislatures want the best for
farmers. | want the best for Canadian farmers. We cannot afford to
divide ourselves if we are going to deliver to our producers. As |
said, | will be meeting with my provincial counterparts to continue
on that.

The moneys in this motion today are to go toward a number of
those things, programs such as the Canadian adaptation and rura
development fund, to make sure our industry is compliant. We have
contingency planning for the Y 2K event that will be happening not
too many days ahead of us. There is money for the Canadian
biotechnology strategy and money for genomics based on research
and development. There is the implementation of a component of
the youth employment strategy and those types of things. They are
very important things that we need to do.

® (1025)

I will continue to do whatever it takes with my colleagues herein
the House and with my fellow agriculture ministers across the
country, with industry itself and with our trading partners around
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the world, to build an agriculture and agri-food industry that is
strong, stable and productive.

This has been a busy year again for all of us. It has not been an
easy year for industry. | am sure building on the experiences and
determination that we have, we will al continue to do whatever it
takes; my colleagues here in the House, the ministers, the industry
and our trading partners. | look forward to continuing to meet and
beat the challenges that we have before us and to find opportuni-
ties, to make opportunities and take advantage of those opportuni-
ties for everyone in the important agriculture and agri-food
industry in Canada.

Mr. Howard Hilstrom (Selkirk—Interlake, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, thank you for recognizing the official opposition’s responsibil-
ity in the House to ask the first question.

The history of agriculture in Canada is written one page at a
time. The agriculture minister has been writing his pages certainly
since the start of his appointment to the ministry in the House.

My question for the agriculture minister deals with his adminis-
tration of the agriculture department. He briefly mentioned that he
had responded to the drastic drop in income. In the good adminis-
tration of a minister’'s department, particularly agriculture, why is
the minister simply responding to requests as opposed to adminis-
tering the department and foreseeing that ad hoc payments have not
worked out over the past 100 years? Why has he not been able to
put in place long term programs over the past two terms of this
Liberal government?

My question relates to the $1.4 hillion budget that he has to work
with and why an additional $63,196,279 has to be appropriated in
extra payments from taxpayers at this time.

Hon. Lyle Vanclief: Mr. Speaker, the hon. member obviously
does not understand how the system works. Before we can get
permission from Treasury Board to actually get the money, we
have to demonstrate what it will be used for.

At the beginning of ayear when the budgeting is done, plans are
there and the money is there. However, before we can actually draw
it from the Treasury Board we have to go back with the specific
things that we will be using it for. We tell Treasury Board what we
expect to need, what our plans are and what our budgets will be for
the year.

It is not as simple as the Treasury Board just writing a minister
or a department a cheque and saying *‘ Here is the $1.X billion. Go
away and do it”. There is a system of checks and balances there.

If | recall, members of the official opposition have said a number
of times that they want to see that type of system. That type of
system is there. The reason we are here today and why we are

having these votes is to move those moneys from point A to point
B.

The hon. member talked about the government reacting to things
rather than being as proactive as he would like it to be. If we go
back to the previous election, the definition of proactivity of
members of the official opposition was to remove hundreds of
millions of dollars from the agriculture and agri-food budget in
Canada. Thank goodness they did not get elected.

® (1030)

We were proactive when nobody saw the expected downturn in
the industry coming to the extent that it did. As a government we
found the money, an extra $1.1 billion. It is quite a difference, if we
compare it to the opposition wanting to remove over $600 million.
The farmers of Canada are fortunate that it isa Liberal government
and not a Reform government.

Hon. Lorne Nystrom (Regina—Qu’'Appelle, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, | agree with the minister. The Reform Party wanted to cut
back even further.

My question is one that farmers are asking me on an almost daily
basis, and | ask it very sincerely. Why is there no more assistance
coming from the government?

The minister knows that the joint position in Manitoba and
Saskatchewan is supported by al three provincia political parties:
the Liberal Party, the New Democratic Party, which is the Sas-
katchewan party, and the Conservative Party. It is supported by all
farm organizations, chambers of commerce and federations of
labour. There is sort of a position of solidarity in both provinces
that they need an extra $1.3 hillion for people to survive.

| do not want to go over the arguments this morning. We all
know the argument that the trade war is driving down the price of
grain and people are at the point of suffering. | am sure the minister
is aware of that. In light of al the protests, in light of all the
representations, in light of the solidarity among members of his
own party, and in light of all the media coverage, people are asking
me why there has not been any action.

The Libera Party ran an extremely high profile popular candi-
date in the byelection in Saskatoon—Rosetown—Biggar, Henry
Dayday who was mayor of the city of Saskatoon for 11 years and a
very good person. He obtained 15% of the votes, basically because
the issue became the farm crisis and the economic harm that would
result if there were no additional aid.
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Farmers are asking why the message did not get through. We
know there is a surplus of approximately $10 billion coming next
year, or amost $100 billion over five years. People are aware of
that. Historically the minister is very conservative in his estimates.
It may even be more than that.

If this money were to come, farmers also know that a lot of it
would go back to the federal government because of the extra
stimulus in the economy and taxes. They are asking why this
message did not get through in terms of getting the extra $1.3
billion. I hope the minister understands what | am asking.

Hon. Lyle Vanclief: Mr. Speaker, | understand what the hon.
member is asking, but | also understand that in the last few years
the province from which he comes has drastically cut back its
support to the agricultural industry. The federal government did so
too because of fiscal redlities.

Because of what we did we are now able to put $1.1 billion back
in. We are now able to talk about along term program based on the
experiences of that program, the needs, the redlities of today, and
the everyday changing and rolling, if | could use that term.

I remind the hon. member of the incredible difficulty we had asa
government to get the Government of Saskatchewan in particular
to come forward. We had to beg. We had to push. We had to pull. |
could use words stronger than those in order to get it to to support
that magjor industry in that province.

Agriculture is a shared jurisdiction between the federal govern-
ment and provincia governments. Shared usually means 50:50. In
the safety net program over the last number of years the federa
government has paid 60%. | had to do a lot of levering to get the
hon. member’s provincial government to come forward with its
40%.

When we came forward with another change to the program to
cover negative margins, the province did not want to do it. It wants
to take some money and mail a cheque out to every farmer in
Saskatchewan. | understand there are farmers that the IDEA
program did not reach. We are trying to fix that in the future, but in
order to get money to farmers that need money that provincial
government wants to give money to those that do not.

® (1035)

In the last 12 months the federa government has put in $1.1
billion. When we combine that with what we have finally con-
vinced the province of Saskatchewan to put in, it means that $575
million more than what there was a year ago are going into the
hands of farmers of the province of Saskatchewan who are hurting.
Only the New Democratic Party would say that $575 million were
insignificant.

Supply

Mr. Peter MacKay (Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough,
PC): Mr. Speaker, | am very pleased to take part in this debate. |
will be splitting my time with the hon. member for West Nova.

With respect to agriculture we are very pleased that it was the
Conservative Party that brought about this debate. Obviously the
minister has been forthright in his remarks today, but it is increas-
ingly clear every day that the federal government has not clearly
recognized the importance of agriculture in Canada. Due to the
urging of members of this party and others a standing committee is
currently travelling in an attempt to dea with this crisis.

A crisisis the proper word. The government manages by crisis.
It waits until the wheels come off and then it reacts. It is not like
there has been any planning. The minister talked about long term
planning. It will be along time and a cold day in this place before
we see long term planning coming from the government.

With respect to that topic we now know that legidlation is
coming that is meant to provoke the province of Quebec. Yes, the
little cat from Shawinigan is out of the bag. We now know that the
government plans to bring in legislation in very short order. There
will be a press conference later today in which the Prime Minister
will outline his attempt to poke Quebec in the eye once again and
try to get the country embroiled in a debate over national unity.

We question the timing, the procedure, and the process that has
been followed. It has been demonstrated again. We just finished a
40-plus hour debate over a similar issue, an issue that is divisive,
an issue where the government has failed to consult, and an issue
where the government deliberately ran roughshod and used a
process to beat the opposition and rest of the country over the head
to impose its will. We are about to embark on that same process
again. Later today in a press conference the Prime Minister will
outline his way to impose things upon the province of Quebec in a
referendum.

We have to question that. As members of the House we are
representatives of the people of Canada. It is our responsibility to
question the Prime Minister as to why heisdoing it and why heis
continuing to demonstrate such a provocative, aggressive approach
toward one province of the country. We have seen it. It is aways
Quebec that the government and the Prime Minister single out in an
attempt to impose their will. We do not see leadership demon-
strated in the government. We see dictatorship. We do not see
democracy. We see autocracy. That is what the government stands
for.

There has been very little insight from the Prime Minister. Time
and time again he has demonstrated that he does not understand his
home province. Again the process is being abused and used by the
government to impose its will.

Why are we dealing with the issue of agriculture today? A
supply day is traditionally and has always been aday on which the
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opposition was allowed to choose its priorities. It is clear that the
opposition understands the priorities of the country alot better than
the government.

| am of the mind that the Prime Minister gets up every morning
with no plan. It is whatever pops into his head that day. He got up
one day and decided to pick afight with the premier of Quebec and
with the province of Quebec. Why? Maybe in the back of his mind
he thinks that this is a way to somehow rewrite history, to correct
the wrongs or correct the way he somehow dropped the ball in the
pass. He is trying to make Canadians forget that he completely
mismanaged this issue during 1995. He has completely misunder-
stood Quebec from the very day he entered public life.

Thereisvery little faith not only in the province of Quebec but in
every province. | suspect the premiers will be extremely upset
when they come to understand what the Prime Minister is doing.

© (1040)

The premiers have not been consulted. The provinces have not
been consulted. God knows the opposition has not been consulted
at al on thisissue. Why now? Why at this time when we have seen
in the province of Quebec the most sustained period of stability that
has existed for some time?

An hon. member: It is Christmas.

Mr. Peter MacKay: Perhapsit isthat it is Christmas. Perhapsit
is because the Prime Minister is very good a manipulating the
rules. It isvery clear to him that we will be out of here sometimein
the next week. Of coursethat is at his urging; heis the person who
will control the agenda. Then Quebeckers and the rest of the
country will be left to stew in their own juices over the holidays, to
sit and wonder and wait to see what the Prime Minister will do
next.

This supply day is focused on agriculture. There will be signifi-
cant debate on the issue. My colleague for West Nova will speak
further on the Conservative position. Sadly the member for Bran-
don—Souris cannot be in the House. He is travelling with the
agriculture committee and doing his good work on behalf of his
party, of Canadians, and of his home province of Manitoba.

We are faced with avery crucia issue in and of itself, the issue
of what the Prime Minister is up to. We read about it through aleak.
The government policy is to leak things through the press rather
than have any meaningful debate or interaction with members of
the opposition. We see this time and time again, not only from the
Prime Minister but from all ministers across the way. They would
rather leak something to the press gallery than come in here to
make a ministerial announcement, talk with members of the
opposition or go to committee.

Why are members of the opposition even in the House if they
cannot expect some kind of meaningful dialogue, some indication
that government members are listening? Members of the House
have been elected to put forward their beliefs on behalf of their
constituents. Yet the government completely forgets that and
abrogates its responsibility when it comes to having any kind of
dialogue with members of the House. We see it in committees
when ministers are smply too busy to appear before members of
the committees to speak about the government plan, and we are | eft
wondering what the point is.

With respect to Quebec we know that the plan is to be provoca
tive and reckless. The government will impose what it thinks it
should do as opposed to sitting down with Quebec and discussing
what should happen. Does it try to include the commentary and
thoughtful insights of the province of Quebec? No, that is not the
way the government approaches the situation. It has not been and it
probably never will be under this Prime Minister.

The Liberal government has very skewed priorities. It knows
that its one driving or motivating force for being in government is
to remain in government. That is what the government is about. It
is not about identifying issues that are important to Canadians. It is
about how it stays in power.

Government members are like survivors of the Titanic clinging
to alifeboat. That is the way they approach this matter. They will
do whatever they have to do to stay in power. They are clinging to
power by dividing the country. They have taken a provocative
approach that will pit members of one province against those of
other provinces. That is an easy thing to do. It is aways easy to find
issues that divide the country. The Prime Minister has demon-
strated that time and time again.

It is very easy to keep the passions of people outside Quebec
enraged against those who live in Quebec. It is very easy to leave
Quebeckers with the impression that the rest of Canada does not
care about them, and that is not true. That is not the case. There are
people right across the country, francophones both inside and
outside Quebec, who want to make the country work.

We have to remind Quebeckers and Canadians of that time and
time again. Unity is something that can and will work in the
country, but the Prime Minister does not understand that. He would
rather pick afight, get down on avery base level and try to impose
hiswill, hisvision if he even has one, of how Quebec should exist
within the country. It is a sad day in the House when that happens.
It is a sad day every day that the government takes a provocative
and mean-spirited approach toward one province and one peoplein
the country.

That is not the position of the Conservative Party of Canada. It
never has been and never will be. We have along and proud record
of what we have tried to do to keep the country together, not in an
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appeasing way or in away that is meant to give away rightsbut in a
way that is meant to respect, understand and at least make
meaningful and truthful gestures when it comes to keeping the
country united and people of the country working toward a
common goal.

® (1045)

| realize my time is short and that we are somewhat off topic in
talking about agriculture, but it istoo important an issueto let it go
by at this time. We have not seen the type of leadership that one
would expect from the Prime Minister who is from Quebec. He has
abrogated his own responsibility and understanding toward his own
home province in the move he has made today.

| suspect that members of the government are surprised and
taken aback at the approach their leader, the Prime Minister, has
taken. Thereisvery little unity in the government as opposed to the
unity in the country at this time, yet the Prime Minister, | suggest,
is prepared to stumble recklessly into this issue for his own
political gain.

When the press conference occurs today, Canadians should
beware and be ready for what the Prime Minister will say. It is not
going to be all wine and roses. That will be the approach he takes. It
will be an attempt to baffle Canadians with his insights into
Quebec. They should look a little deeper as to what is behind this
provocative move by the Prime Minister. It is not an approach to
heal; it is an approach that will harm the unity of this country.

[Translation]

Mr. Paul Créte (Kamouraska—Riviere-du-Loup—Témis
couata—L es Basques, BQ): Mr. Speaker, my colleague who has
just spoken has condemned the parliamentary scandal we are
facing. It shows that we have reached a total breakdown of the
Canadian federal system.

I have a question for him. Do the negative effects of this
alarming power grab the Prime Minister will be carrying out with
the complicity of the Liberal Party of Canada not indicate a disdain
for democracy, a disdain for parliament, adisdain for all the people
of Quebec and of Canada, for which he will pay the price
politically? Will he not go down in history as the Prime Minister of
Canada who was responsible for this failure of democracy?

[English]

Mr. Peter MacKay: Mr. Speaker, that is a very good question
and a very apt description.

We know that the Prime Minister has aways been prepared to
manipulate the process, to use a provocative, powerful approach
when he has a majority government to beat other provinces over the
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head. We know that other governments have been less likely to do
0.

What about the farmers? Why did they not make today an
agriculture day instead of sitting over there on their butts?

The province of Quebec is very concerned about why this is
happening now. Why is the Prime Minister creating an issue at this
time when there are other important issues brewing like agricul-
ture, the crisis in the fishery on the east coast and problems right
across the country? He is just creating an issue. There is no reason
whatsoever to be in this debate right now. There is no reason. It is
only because the Prime Minister once again wants to create a
problem.

Mr. Howard Hilstrom (Selkirk—I nterlake, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, the member from Pictou—Antigonish has brought up the fact
that agriculture has alot of problems today and something has to be
done. That is what we are here to debate. He also brought up
dlienation, east versus west, Quebec versus the west, al the
different parts of the country fighting against each other.

| have one question for the member. Back in the 1980s, Mr.
Brian Mulroney was the prime minister. Fifty percent of the
alienation in western Canada today is directly related to that prime
minister. Not only did he take the CF-18 contract away from
western Canada, from my own city of Winnipeg, Manitoba, but he
turned off the farmers. Where was the long term disaster assistance
program for farmers? Why was it not created during the Mulroney
years, the Progressive Conservative years, when they had the
biggest majority ever as the governing party?

Mr. Peter MacKay: Mr. Speaker, once again we see an attitude
from the Reform Party that is very much in line with the current
government. It singles out one region of the country and pits it
against another region.

We have seen the emperor’'s new clothes in the form of Mr.
Manning and Mr. Chrétien when it comes to this type of thing.
They want to take the divisive approach. They want to take the
approach that is very provocative.

® (1050)

Mr. Ken Epp: Mr. Speaker, | rise on a point of order. | realize
that you were engaged in a conversation, but you missed some-
thing. The hon. member from the PC Party is blatantly breaking
House rules in debate by using members' names. | think you should
correct him on that.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McCléland): The Chair accepts the
point made by the hon. member for Elk Island. | am sure that the
member for Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough in no way would
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want willingly to break the traditions and the customs of the
House.

Mr. Mark Muise (West Nova, PC): Mr. Speaker, | would like to
congratulate my colleague from Pictou—A ntigonish—Guysbo-
rough on a very timely and well delivered speech.

While many Canadians prepare to celebrate the holiday season,
many others are worried that any kind of celebration will be short
lived if they do not see any kind of financial assistance soon from
the federal government. | am referring to Canadian farmers who in
some instances have been suffering through the most serious farm
crisis since the Great Depression.

The sad fact isthat the Liberal government fails to recognize the
severity of the situation throughout Canada's farming communi-
ties. Since being elected in 1993 the Liberal government has
consistently ignored the plight of our farmers. From what our
farmers can see from the government’s estimates, this neglect is
bound to continue.

Farm support since 1993 has been reduced by approximately $3
billion. We are talking about federal-provincial contributions that
once exceeded $7 hillion which have been reduced to under $4
billion. This is a very significant decrease at a time when our
Canadian farmers are facing increased subsidized competition,
rising input costs and natural and economic disasters. Now our
federal government wants to add Canada's inadequate nationa
safety net program to their misery.

The government continuously preaches about the importance of
our agricultural industry, yet itsinaction in atime of crisis suggests
a clear lack of commitment toward our Canadian farmers. In
response to the crisis in the agricultural industry the government
has introduced a farm aid package that has been thoroughly
criticized for being inadequate. Even members from the minister’'s
own governing party are lamenting about the inadequacy of the
government’s AIDA program. This is the program that was going
to provide farmers with $1.1 billion in aid but has thus far only
delivered $300 million in much needed assistance.

The minister has promised that all the money will be in the hands
of our farmers by Christmas. | would like to tell the minister that
Christmas is fast approaching, as is bankruptcy for many farmers
unless money arrives soon.

The government has designed a program that is a regulatory
nightmare. Many Canadian farmers who need the help the most are
falling through the cracks. The AIDA program wasiill designed and
totally underfunded. Even provinces such as Ontario and Saskatch-
ewan are threatening to pull out of the federal safety net program
because they recognize that the government is not truly committed
to helping our Canadian farmers.

On November 22 | read a very disturbing article in one of Nova
Scotia's daily newspapers, the Halifax Herald. The article was
entitled *“Quebec farm suicides lead country”. Any suicide is
tragic but to have specific numbers for our farming community
simply magnifies the crisis situation our Canadian farmers are
facing each day due to mounting debt. | recognize that this Queen’s
University data is somewhat dated, however it does magnify the
tragedy our farmers are facing due to the extreme financia
pressure often associated with the agricultural industry.

Agriculture is one of Canada's top five industries. However by
the actions of the federal government we would think that this
important industry is of very little benefit to Canada's overall
economy. Nothing could be further from the truth. In 1998 aone,
our agriculture and agri-food industries contributed over $90
billion to our overal economy. That is equivalent to 8.6% of
Canada's gross domestic product. Our overal agri-food exports
exceed $22 hillion and are responsible for 30% of Canada’s total
trade surplus. These are impressive figures, however behind these
impressive figures lies much anxiety and heartache.

® (1055)

Perhaps blinded by some of these impressive numbers, our
federal government appears incognizant of the growing threat to
our agricultural industry. Each and every day Canada is facing the
loss of another farmer. We are losing these farmers because the
government has failed to come up with any long term solution to
the problems facing this vital industry.

In Nova Scotia alone, well over 1,000 farms have disappeared
since 1981. That is an average of 69 unreplaced farm closures
across the province every year. Nova Scotid's youth increasingly
choose other careers rather than farming because they sense that
there is no future for them in this industry. They recognize that
their federal government will not be there to help them in atime of
crisis such as we are witnessing today.

Nova Scotia's farming industry is increasingly in danger of
eventually becoming irrelevant. This would be a tremendous blow
to an areathat has prided itself on its agricultural prowess since as
far back as the beginning of the 17th century when the first
European settlers arrived in the Annapolis Valley. What is particu-
larly frightening in Nova Scotia is the fact that 42% of our farm
operators in 1996 were over the age of 55. The average age of
farmers in Nova Scotia is 52.2 years. Our farmers are slowly
getting older and there is no indication that our youth will be
willing to carry the torch in any significant manner come the new
millennium.

The government should be encouraging our youth to embark on a
career in agriculture. Yet by the proposed estimates the government
has introduced concerning agriculture, any future young farmers
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and | seethat the government has very little interest in encouraging
our farming tradition that spans back centuries.

Already we see a considerable number of our farmers being
forced to rely on outside employment to subsidize their farming
income. Because they are forced to pursue other employment
opportunities to survive, many of them fail to qualify for govern-
ment tax incentives that would offer them some relief on an already
enormous debt load.

Members of the Progressive Conservative Party recognize that
we can ill afford to lose any more of our farmers. With less than 7%
of our land being currently used for agriculture, Canadians are
becoming increasingly dependent upon foreign imports.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McClelland): | request the forbear-
ance of the member for West Nova. We are getting very closeto the
time for Statements by Members. If we interrupt now, the member
for West Nova will have three minutes to conclude his thoughts
before questions and comments after Oral Question Period and
Routine Proceedings.

The House will now proceed to Statements by Members.

STATEMENTSBY MEMBERS

[English]

CONESTOGA COLLEGE

Mr. Andrew Telegdi (Kitchener—Waterloo, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, Conestoga College, the number one rated community collegein
Ontario and the city of Waterloo this week announced that they are
in negotiations to build a new college campus on city owned land in
northeastern Waterloo.

The partnership between the college and the city will offer
students access to athletic and recreation facilities, opportunities
for specialized educational programs, co-operative education
placement opportunities and shared parking.

This partnership will strengthen Waterloo's reputation as a
centre of excellence for higher education. It will provide acomple-
mentary educational facility for the high tech business community
and a new upgraded nursing school. It will also serve as a potential
site for a branch library, employment opportunities and economic
spin-offs from housing and spending by 2,000 new students.

This is great news for my riding of Kitchener—Waterloo,
Ontario and Canada

| congratul ate the city of Waterloo and Conestoga College for a
new exciting educational project for the new millennium.

S0.31
AGRICULTURE

Mr. Derrek Konrad (Prince Albert, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, on
Wednesday of this week the agriculture committee was in my
riding of Prince Albert. Requests for the agriculture committee to
hold more hearings in January were refused and motions for the
committee to hear more primary producers were refused.

The agriculture committee had no problem hearing from the
same lobby groups twice, once in Ottawa and again in my city of
Prince Albert. Then the committee went on to listen to only eight
farmers, giving them each less than 10 minutes.

® (1100)

The officia opposition has sent its own committee to hear
farmers even during January. It will be this party’s committee that
will be hearing from farmers long after the Liberals have packed up
and gone home.

It was evident this week both in this House and out in committee
that the government is not interested in the problems of the people
nor in the will of the people.

BRITISH COLUMBIA

Ms. Sophia Leung (Vancouver Kingsway, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the Minister of Citizenship and Immigration recently visited
Vancouver, British Columbia. | had the opportunity to organize an
informal round table with 30 community leaders to meet with her.
This forum gave my constituents and British Columbians an
opportunity to raise issues and concerns to the minister that are
important for the entire community and Canada.

| would like to thank the minister for lending her time to these
important community discussions in Vancouver. We can now
incorporate some of the citizens' ideas to the planning of new
policy.

OAK RIDGES MORAINE

Mr. Bryon Wilfert (Oak Ridges, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as the
member of parliament for Oak Ridges, | would like to take this
opportunity before the House rises to thank several people for their
interest in my riding's namesake, the Oak Ridges moraine. It is a
160 kilometre stretch of rolling hills that acts as a giant sponge. It
absorbs, filters and releases water and acts as the headwaters for
over 30 rivers. It is the home to wildlife and rare species of plants
and is a treasure in the greater Toronto area.

At the same time, it is under severe development pressures,
which can see a great portion of the moraine paved over with little
idea of the effect it would have.
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So a big thank you to my colleaguesin the GTA, in particular the
member for Davenport for his statement and the member for
Victoria, the Minister of the Environment, all those who attended
the clean water summit of the Waterfront Regeneration Trust which
focused on the moraine, the Geological Survey of Canada, and
especialy al the members of grassroots organizations who have
given a great amount of time and energy to make sure that we
recognize the importance of the Oak Ridges moraine.

* * %

HAZARDOUS WASTE

Ms. Aileen Carroll (Barrie—Simcoe—Bradford, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, Environment Canada reports that the amount of industrial
hazardous waste, including cancer-causing chemicals, being
dumped into Ontario’s sewers is increasing. It is now five times
greater than all the other provinces and territories combined.

The latest figures also indicate that the amount of industrial
pollution that went directly into air, water and landfill sites in
Ontario increased to 63,000 tonnes in 1997.

The Government of Ontario says that these figures reflect better
reporting by company officials. Surely the citizens of Ontario
deserve a provincial government whose aim is to reduce the toxic
product rather than just reflect on the reporting process.

* k* %

EQUALITY

Mr. Peter Goldring (Edmonton East, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, in
November over 1,000 Canadians gathered on Parliament Hill to
voice concern for their legislated loss of equa rights in Quebec.

Together, they brought a petition of over 16,000 persons asking
our government to affirm that all Canadians are equal under all
circumstances and without exception in the province of Quebec and
throughout Canada. They wished to remind Canada's government
to only enact legislation that would affirm the equality of every
individual under the laws of Canada.

Today in Canada, we see equality once again being legidatively
degraded in the Nisga a treaty. Equality in Canada is paramount to
our freedoms. Special status for some over othersisregressive. We
must stand up together to reaffirm equal rights for all. We must not
enact legislated segregation for any group in Canada. Equality—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Haliburton—Victoria—
Brock.

HOUSE OF COMMONS

Mr. John O’Reilly (Haliburton—Victoria—Brock, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, thisis a very historic week in parliament where Tuesday

became Wednesday and Wednesday became Thursday. Now here
we are on Friday and | am glad to see the table has changed.

Voting took place in here for some 43 hours. People talked about
awaste of time and money, but | want to talk about the thanks that
should be given to the staff, in particular to the pages, the clerks,
the bus drivers, the security, the table officers, the Hansard staff,
the sound and TV people, and in particular the cleaning staff who
made such a fabulous job of cleaning up after our sitting for some
43 hours and voting.

Let us take the time to thank the people who support us here and
my thanks on behalf of Haliburton—Victoria—Brock.

* k% %

® (1105)

[Translation]

HUMAN RIGHTS DAY

Mrs. Maud Debien (Laval East, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the United
Nations has proclaimed December 10 Human Rights Day.

In honour of this, the international centre for human rights and
democratic development is today awarding the 1999 John Hum-
phrey freedom award to two Burmese activists. CynthiaMaung isa
doctor who treats Burmese refugees in Thailand and Min Ko Naing
is a student leader imprisoned for his activities.

On behalf of all Bloc Quebecois members, | congratul ate the two
recipients and encourage them to carry on the fight to reinstate
human rights in Burma.

The imprisonment of 150 Burmese democratically elected repre-
sentatives since 1998 speaks very clearly of the state of human
rights in that country.

There is along way to go before a stop is put to the repression
and political coercion visited on the people of this planet. This
Human Rights Day gives us the opportunity to renew our firm
commitment to ensuring equality for al and the right to freedom.

[English]

FARMING INDUSTRY

Mr. Reg Alcock (Winnipeg South, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, last
Monday | had the opportunity to meet with a group of farmersin
the lovely town of Melita, Manitoba. This town, in the southwest
corner of the province of Manitoba, is located in the centre of the
area that bore the brunt of last year's high water.

The farmers | met with were representative of the area’s best.
Smart and industrious, these farmers are successful in a very
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difficult industry. The product of their labour contributes strongly
to Canada's exports and is the foundation upon which a number of
other industries run.

This year they have suffered two blows. The flooding of
international markets with low priced goods has reduced their
returns from their labour. The flooding of their land has made it
impossible to plant much of the available acreage. They made the
point to me that farming is a very difficult business subject to the
vagaries of weather, disease, insects, drought one year, flood the
next. These are the norms of the industry and they accept that. They
know that there will be good years and bad years.

Now, however, anew blight has emerged, one which they cannot
fight alone and one which will overwhelm them if we do not offer
some support. The blight is the subsidies that are given to farmers
in the U.S. and Europe. Eighty percent of our farmers sell their
goods in international markets and these subsidies cause—

The Speaker: The member for Edmonton—Strathcona.

ENDANGERED SPECIES

Mr. Rahim Jaffer (Edmonton—Strathcona, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, this week the environment minister stated that his government
could pay millions of dollarsin compensation as part of its plan for
protecting endangered species. So far he has been extremely
evasive about specifying the formula for compensation based on
fair market value and lost investment revenue. The minister has
only stated that he is determined to protect vulnerable habitat,
whether it is on federal, provincial or privately owned land.

Landowners are watching the minister closely to seeif heisjust
as committed to protecting their fundamental freedoms to enjoy
private property as he is to protecting endangered species.

| have heard from hundreds of landowners who believe that they,
not big government bureaucracies, are the ones who can best
protect endangered species. Canadians will be watching closely to
see if the minister will rise to the challenge of committing the task
of protecting endangered species to the people who are best
prepared to do it, private property owners.

[Tranglation]

MARIE WAKID

Mr. Mauril Béanger (Ottawa—Vanier, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, on
April 2, 1979, Marie Wakid assumed the position of riding assistant
in the riding of Ottawa—Vanier. Having excelled in her work for
over 20 years and celebrating her 65th birthday today, she has
decided to retire.

S0.31

For over 20 plus years, she has served the people of Ottawa—
Vanier in exemplary fashion. She began her work alongside my
predecessor, Jean-Robert Gauthier, and continued it with me,, |
have defended the interests of the people of this region and will
continue to defend them.

It saddens me greatly to see Marie leave us today, and we want to
use this day to wish her a happy retirement. It is probably a record
to work in ariding office for over 20 years.

It is on behalf of thousands and thousands of individuals and
families she has helped in Ottawa—\Vanier that | want to thank her.

Thank you very much, Marie. May your retirement be a happy
one.

[English]

ELIAN GONZALEZ

Mr. Svend J. Robinson (Burnaby—Douglas, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, a six year old Cuban boy, Elian Gonzalez, who survived
the sinking of a boat illegaly transporting him from Cuba to
Florida, is now being held in the U.S. in blatant violation of both
humanity and international law.

The boy’s father and grandparents, all in Cuba, naturally seek his
immediate return. New Democrats join this young boy’s family and
the Government of Cuba in demanding that the U.S. immediately
return the boy to his family and apologize for this serious breach of
international law.

® (1110)

As Cuban foreign minister Felipe Perez Roque recently stated:

Arbitrarily holding the boy in the territory of the United States of America
qualifies as an abduction. . .and a true escalation in the stubborn and failed
anti-Cuban policy rejected by the international community and detrimental to the
best interest of the American and Cuban peoples.

This boy’'s case is clearly being manipulated for political pur-
poses, and | call today on our foreign minister to strongly condemn
the U.S. actions and demand the return of young Gonzalez to his
family in Cuba.

Today, on on International Human Rights Day, let us reaffirm the
fundamental human rights of al people, including the Cuban
people.

HUMAN RIGHTS DAY

Mrs. Karen Redman (Kitchener Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
today Canada marks Human Rights Day. Last year we celebrated
the 50th anniversary of the Declaration of Human Rights. This day
is extremely significant and | would like to highlight women and
human rights.
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This past week we took time to remember the 14 women who
lost their lives 10 years ago because of violence. It was a senseless
act based on hate. Through the promotion of human rights we
strive to enshrine equality between men and women.

Canada has been an international leader in this area. We are
strong supporters of human rights at the United Nations. We have
committed to the UN Commission for the Status of Women, the UN
Declaration on the Elimination of Violence Against Women and the
1995 Beijing Platform.

At Beijing, Canada's delegation lobbied to ensure that the
platform would call for an accelerated process toward equality
between men and women globally.

However, there is a still a great deal we need to do. Pay equity
was just the beginning. It was not the end. Gender analysis must
become a commonly used tool by this government in order to
achieve—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Beauport—Montmorency—
Cote-de-Beaupré—Ile-d’ Orléans.

* Kk %

[Translation]

PRIME MINISTER

Mr. Michel Guimond (Beauport—M ontmorency—Cote-de-
Beaupré—Ile-d’Orléans, BQ): Mr. Speaker, when the Prime
Minister decides it is time to put Quebec in its place, to deny the
existence of the Quebec people and attack them just to make
himself look good, there is no commitment, no fair play, no rules
that hold any more.

The Prime Minister does his deeds at night, behind closed doors,
running roughshod over the public and its democratically elected
representatives.

Speaking about Fidel Castro and his regime, the Prime Minister
did not hesitate to say ‘*“ He does not have much opposition. | would
love to be in the same position”.

The Prime Minister’'s past and present actions clearly demon-
strate that he meant what he said. The important thing for himisto
have his own views prevail at all times. Anyone holding a different
view has no choice but to shut up.

This is a sad day for democracy.

[English]

ST. FRANCIS XAVIER UNIVERSITY

Mr. Peter MacKay (Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough,
PC): Mr. Speaker, we are very pleased to congratulate the 207
students of St. Francis Xavier University who will receive their
degrees on Saturday at fall convocation. | would aso like to

congratulate this year's senior class who received their cherished
X-rings as part of the St. FX day festivities on December 3.

The famous X-ring has been in existence since 1942, and the
ceremony has been the crowning achievement of a Xavarian's
university career since 1958. This year close to 800 students
received their rings. As the ring stands out, so too do St. FX grads
in fields of science, business and education circles. Yes, St. FX has
been known for having produced some of the most prominent
politicians in the 20th century.

In specia recognition, | extend congratulations to the 46 gradu-
ating students of the Coady International Institute. Celebrating its
40th anniversary, the Coady Institute is renowned for educating
social action and economic co-operation to community leaders
around the world.

St. FX continues to be aworldclass university and | congratul ate
this year's graduates. You are truly excellent.

* * %
[Translation]

MONTFORT HOSPITAL

Mr. Eugene Bellemare (Carleton—Gloucester, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, yesterday evening, more than 3,000 Franco-Ontarians
from the national capital region gathered at the Cité collégiae to
celebrate the legal victory of Ottawa's Montfort Hospital .

The Ontario divisional court recently ruled that the Montfort
Hospital, the only French language teaching hospital in the prov-
ince, is necessary to serve the francophone community, which
knows how to stand up for its rights and survive.

Bravo.

[English]

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORT

Mr. John Duncan (Vancouver Island North, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, the Department of Transport is playing hardball with B.C.
stakeholders in its abandoning of any interest in maintaining
remote west coast docks and wharves. Stakeholders are complain-
ing.

The department has been playing hardball with my office as
well. | submitted an access to information request in April for DOT
strategy and plans to devolve over 50 west coast dock facilities.

® (1115)

In June | was told the response was ready and only needed
editing. In August, when it was clear that no progress had been
made, | complained to the access commissioner, who shares my
concern. Now it has been eight months, and still no response.

Access to information legislation designed to bring transparency
to government is being subverted.
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How can | represent west coast interests if | am hampered by
departmental arrogance?

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD
[English]

NATIONAL UNITY

Mr. Preston Manning (Leader of the Opposition, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, we understand that the Prime Minister has completed
legislation setting out the government’s guidelines on secession
referenda.

We have advocated this type of legislation for along time and—
Some hon. members; Oh, oh.
Mr. Preston Manning: Check the records.

It is crucial, however, that any such legislation actually bring
clarity, including a clear definition of what constitutes an accept-
able question and what constitutes a clear majority.

Will the Prime Minister now tell the House how his proposed
legislation defines each of these?

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, if we could have unanimous consent we could propose the bill
right away so that | would be at liberty to reply to al these
guestions. Is there unanimous consent?

Some hon. members; Agreed.
Some hon. members. No.

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien: Mr. Speaker, we have debated that
for a long time. There is a judgment of the supreme court. The
legislation that will be made public today reflects the request of the
Supreme Court of Canada to make sure that political partners state
clearly their positions in a civilized society.

Mr. Preston Manning (Leader of the Opposition, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, we are till seeking clarity.

Canadawill win any future referendum if Quebecers are present-
ed with clear choices: the choice between an isolated Quebec state
or a strong vibrant province within a renewed federation; the
choice between building a strong future together on the basis of
equality or embarking down separate paths on the basis of differ-
ences.

Surely the government has a responsibility to ensure that the
choices are clear and that the consequences are clear.

| ask the Prime Minister, how does this proposed legislation
clarify these choices and those consequences?

Oral Questions

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, | have said publicly many times that the question has to be clear
and the result has to be clear. The question has to be on the idea that
Quebec will not be a province of Canada. We want to clarify that so
that people know exactly what they are doing and what they will
achieve when they vote. We want the people to know exactly what
is the plan of the provincial government.

Mr. Preston Manning (Leader of the Opposition, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, defining the rules of any future Quebec referendum in
clear, indisputable termsis only half the battle. It iscrucia, but it is
only half the battle. Equally important is how the government
proposes to modernize the federation to offer Quebecers and other
Canadians an aternative to either status quo federalism or separa-
tion. They need a third way. For the Canadian federation to thrive
in the 21st century, federalism itself needs to be modernized.

Will the Prime Minister include with his referendum legislation
a list of the positive reforms that he proposes to modernize the
federation for the 21st century?

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, we have a policy on modernization that is one step at a time.
That iswhy we voted in the House of Commons in December 1995
to recognize Quebec as a distinct society. That is why we have
given a veto on constitutional amendments to the provinces of
Quebec, Ontario and British Columbia. That is why the federal
government gave manpower training to the provincial governments
some time ago. That is why we are no longer in tourism and
forestry, as we were before. We are modernizing.

® (1120)

The best way to convince the people of Quebec that Canadais a
good country is to have good government, and that is exactly what
we have done in the last six years.

[Translation]

REFERENDUMS

Mr. Grant Hill (Macleod, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, since 1994, we
have been asking this government to be clear on the question of
secession and the question of majority. The government must also
be clear about the problems of secession.

Why can the Prime Minister not answer these three questions
clearly?

Hon. Stéphane Dion (President of the Queen’s Privy Council
for Canada and Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, obviously nobody is against clarity, and we Quebecers
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will never lose Canadain confusion, nor we will lose it in clarity,
because we want to keep it. That is what the bill is al about.

Mr. Grant Hill (Macleod, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, the rules of
secession are very important. They must be clear. It is aso
important that the Canadian federation be renewed so that no
province wishes to leave.

Can the Prime Minister guarantee us that his referendum plan
will include a plan for renewing the federation?

Hon. Stéphane Dion (President of the Queen’s Privy Council
for Canada and Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, we are constantly renewing the federation.

There must, however, be agreement on one thing: there can be
different ideas of how Canada can be improved, whether they are
proposed by reformers, social democrats, progressive conserva-
tives or liberals.

But we must all admit that nothing, and | mean nothing, in this
Canada justifies separation.

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ): Mr.
Spesaker, it is now clear that the purpose of the bill the government
is preparing to introduce is to thwart the people of Quebec and their
legitimate aspirations.

Will the Prime Minister confirm that it is his intention, and the
intention of his government, to impose trusteeship on the Quebec
national assembly?

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, the hill states clearly that the national assembly may hold a
referendum under the conditions it wishes to have. The hill dictates
only what the Parliament of Canada will do if there is a referen-
dum. It can hold a referendum on whatever it wants.

What | want and what | wish for is the Government of Quebec to
respect the wishes of the people of Quebec who do not want a
referendum. If Mr. Bouchard had accepted the offer | made him
two weeks ago, we would not be obliged to introduce a bill to
clarify the conditions if there is a referendum, so that parliament
may act.

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, does the Prime Minister not understand that, unlike his
1982 hill which had the support of 73 submissive federal MPs from
Quebec, this time he is going to run into 44 Bloc Quebecois MPs
determined to prevent a power grab from happening in Quebec for
the second time in 20 years?

Does the Prime Minister realize that if his government gets his
bill passed, it will be going against the National Assembly of
Quebec and by far the majority of the members representing
Quebec in this House? It will get no legitimacy from Quebec.

Some hon. members; Oh, oh.
The Speaker: Order, please. The Right Hon. Prime Minister.
® (1125)

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, all we are trying to do is to gain respect for the wishes of the
citizens of Quebec who do not want separation, who do not want a
referendum, who want parliamentarians both in Quebec and here to
focus on other problems.

We are going to pass this legislation as quickly as possible, but,
regrettably, it is the Parti Quebecois that wants a referendum. We
do not want a referendum, we want to work to improve the situation
of all the citizens of Quebec, as we want to improve the situation of
all the people of Canada.

Mr. Daniel Turp (Beauharnois—Salaberry, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
how could the federal government be considering Quebec’s parti-
tion, as it would be a crime against history? Quebec will leave
Canada in the same way that Newfoundland joined it, as a whole.

My question is for the Prime Minister. Does the Prime Minister
realize that his place in history will be tarnished by what he is about
to do?

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, in the village where | was born, people used to say—

An hon. member: Poor village.

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien: Yes, in Shawinigan Bay. They used
to say that insults are the weapon of the weak.

Mr. Daniel Turp (Beauharnois—Salaberry, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
there is another old saying, that the truth sometimes hurts, such as
the truth about Canada’s history, which is full of attacks on Quebec.

In 1867, they refused to hold a referendum. In 1942, they
imposed a plebiscite. In 1982, they unilaterally patriated the
Congtitution. In 1990, they gave the kiss of death to Meech in
Calgary. Now, in 1999 they are drafting referendum legislation.

Will the Prime Minister admit that Canada's survival and
existence rests on nothing but a series of underhanded measures
against Quebec?

Some hon. members. Hear, hear.

Some hon. members; Oh, oh.

The Speaker: Order, please.

Hon. Stéphane Dion (President of the Queen’s Privy Council
for Canada and Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, the truth hurts, indeed. But the truth is that, today, the

hon. member is saying things that are unworthy of him and must
realy make him feel very uncomfortable.
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When he was a university professor, the hon. member testified
before the Bélanger Commission and said:
Asfor the right to secede, Quebec cannot claim that aboriginal people did not also

have the right to secede. The same rules apply to aboriginal people and to the people
of Quebec.

Some hon. members: Hear, hear.
Some hon. members; Oh, oh.

The Speaker: Order, please.
[English]

CANADA PENSION PLAN

Ms. Alexa McDonough (Halifax, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the
Minister of Finance told Canadians that he would consider an
ethical screen for CPP investments. Without an ethical screen our
pension funds will wind up in the hands big tobacco.

® (1130)

At the same time as the government claims to be fighting teen
tobacco addiction it compels us by law to support big tobacco. Why
is the financial minister alowing the use of our CPP funds to
promote smoking by our kids?

Hon. Paul Martin (Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
that question is simply nonsense. The fact is that when the CPP was
set up al provincia finance ministers agreed with the federal
government that it should invest in the indexes.

Having had the experience and seeing the quality of the adminis-
tration, al provincia finance ministers along with the federa
government have decided that 50% of its funds could well be
invested in equities providing a greater return and in fact support-
ing Canadian endeavours.

That is what is happening. There is no support of big tobacco.
The government has made very clear that smoking is wrong, that
smoking creates tremendous health problems and that the govern-
ment is prepared to—

The Speaker: The hon. leader of the New Democratic Party.

Ms. Alexa McDonough (Halifax, NDP): Mr. Speaker, consis-
tency has never been part of the Libera vocabulary. That is for
sure. On the one hand government claims that it wants to prevent
our kids from smoking. On the other hand government does not
rule out investing their parents money in big tobacco.

To be consistent and to prevent our kids from smoking, will the
finance minister recommit today to promoting an ethical screen on
our CPP investments?

Hon. Paul Martin (Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
we are prepared to discuss the possibility of having those kinds of
limitations, but we do not in any way, shape or form want to
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interfere with the independence of those who will be making
investments on behalf of Canadian pensioners. That is very impor-
tant.

As far as the issue of smoking is concerned, we have made it
very clear as agovernment that we will take whatever measures are
required in terms of education and in terms of demonstrating to
young Canadians that they should not smoke.

* k% %

NATIONAL UNITY

Mr. Peter MacKay (Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough,
PC): Mr. Spesker, given the Prime Minister’s unilateral provoca
tive legidlative action against Quebec, my question is for the man
who desperately wants to succeed him.

Does the Minister of Finance enthusiastically support the most
recent legisative action against Quebec?

Hon. Paul Martin (Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
this law is not against Quebec. This law is in favour of giving
people of Quebec the right to make their own decisions.

Thislaw isin favour of the people of Quebec and | support this
law unequivocally.

[Translation]

Ms. Diane St-Jacques (Shefford, PC): Mr. Speaker, does the
President of the Treasury Board intend to leave the government
after what the Prime Minister has done to Quebec?

Hon. Lucienne Robillard (President of the Treasury Board
and Minister responsiblefor Infrastructure, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
let me tell you how disappointed | am at the Conservative Party’s
talk of action against Quebec.

Never will we do anything against Quebec, but never again will
we permit the confusion we faced in 1995, and | would hope that
the Conservative members support clarity as well.

* k% %

® (1135)

[English]

AIRLINE INDUSTRY

Ms. Val Meredith (South Surrey—White Rock—L angley,
Ref.): Mr. Speaker, the agreement between Air Canada and Cana-
dian Airlines will create one dominant carrier that controls 80% of
the airline business in Canada.

The transport committee provided the government with a num-
ber of recommendations that strike a balance between protecting
the public interest and fostering healthy competition. Now is the
time for the government to show that it is truly committed to
competition in the airline industry in Canada.
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Will the minister indicate to the airline industry and the
travelling public that he wants competition in the airline industry
in Canada by immediately raising the foreign ownership compo-
nent from 25% to 49%7?

Hon. David M. Collenette (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | thank the hon. member; especially the hon. member for
Hamilton West, the chairman of the Commons committee; and all
those who took part in this debate. They did an outstanding job and
they have produced a report that will have a definite effect on
government policy.

| have said many times before that we believe in competition.
We want to make sure the rights of consumers and prices are dealt
with and that we guarantee to the travelling public in Canada that
this new carrier will work to our benefit.

AIRPORTS

Mr. Jim Gouk (Kootenay—Boundary—Okanagan, Ref.):
Mr. Speaker, when the government downloaded all its money
losing airports to local governments in 1994, it removed the onsite
airport firefighting requirement.

Now that local governments have their airports operating cost
effectively, the government wants to reintroduce onsite firefighting
requirements. This move will force most small airport operations
into a deficit.

Recent studies indicate that the benefits from these services are
marginally sufficient to justify their costs at the 28 busiest national
airports.

Why is the government proposing to reintroduce this require-
ment for 123 local airports when its own studies indicate that they
are of marginal benefit for the 28 national busiest airports in the
country?

Hon. David M. Collenette (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the hon. member will recall that this matter came to the
fore in the aftermath of the very tragic accident in Fredericton
when we started to assess all of the emergency response measures
across the country including firefighting regulations.

It is true that we have to strike a balance between providing
adequate protection and the ability of the local airports, especialy
in small towns, to pay for that. As a result there have been
consultations within the industry, with the airport community and
with firefighters to ensure that we come up with a regulation that
does not hamstring those communities and does not mean that they
do not have the ability to pay for these very valuable services.

[Translation]

REFERENDUMS

Mr. Michel Gauthier (Roberval, BQ): Mr. Speaker, according
to the President of the Treasury Board, the Minister of Finance and
the Prime Minister, this is marvellous legislation for Quebec.

That being the case, how does the government explain to us and
those listening that there was no agreement between the parliamen-
tary leaders asis normally the case, that everything was kept secret,
and that the government position changed overnight? This morning
we have a surprise tabling. The bill was put together overnight.

If itisagood bill, why isthe procedure so different from what is
usually done? Why is this taking place behind the curtains, in the
shadows, under cover of night?

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | had occasion to discuss this
matter with the member a bit earlier today.

He knows very well that | called a meeting of the leaders of all
parties a bit earlier this morning—there was a leak, which was
certainly not the doing of the government; as a matter of fact, we
had nothing to gain from it—for the purpose of informing the
member.

He aso knows very well that, for the last three days, in terms of
parliamentary procedure, parliament has not sat, with the result
that there was not even an opportunity to give notice that this bill
was being officialy introduced.

Mr. Michel Gauthier (Roberval, BQ): Mr. Speaker, it is proper
procedure. | want to remind the government House leader that, up
until yesterday evening, his office was confirming to mine that
there was no question of a hill like this.

That was the government’s position at 7 p.m. yesterday evening.
At 7 am. this morning, Quebec is betrayed. That is what has
happened.

® (1140)

The Speaker: Order, please. Things are apparently going to be
very emotional today. | would ask all members on both sides of the
House not to use words like ““ betray” .

Some hon. members; Oh, oh.
The Speaker: The government House leader.

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | have great respect for the hon.
member opposite, as he very well knows.
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| already told him a bit earlier today that it was impossible to
give notice earlier this week. | told him this a bit earlier, and he
knows it perfectly well. | had wanted to give notice that would
have allowed the bill to be formally introduced.

No notice was given until this morning. This morning it became
possible. | signed the notice roughly 30 minutes ago. In fact, it was
stamped at 11.10 am. and gives official notice that the bill will be
formally introduced next week.

[English]

TOBACCO PRODUCTS

Mr. Keith Martin (Esgquimalt—Juan de Fuca, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, it is very interesting that the finance minister believes his
government has done all that it can to stop smoking.

The health minister is under the same delusion. In an article he
wrote yesterday he believes that his government is in favour of
health promation. The facts are that on this government’s watch a
quarter of a million children have picked up smoking. It has
reversed a 15 year trend of decline in smoking.

How can the government and its ministers say they are promot-
ing health when through their actions smoking by children has
increased over the last five years?

An hon. member: There is nobody home.

Hon. Jim Peterson (Secretary of State (International Finan-
cial Institutions), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, our government has been
dedicated to trying to stop smoking. We have increased the taxes on
cigarettes four times in collaboration with the provinces.

The Reform Party should come clean with us. We know that the
member opposite has called for massive increases in cigarette taxes
and is oblivious to smuggling issues. If that is the case, does his
party agree with him? Why is it criticizing our cigarette tax
increases on its website?

TRANSPORT

Mr. John Duncan (Vancouver Island North, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, somebody will be home for this question.

B.C. municipal governments and others are complaining about
Department of Transport strong arm negotiating tactics and threats
of demolition in attempts to transfer over 50 west coast docks.

For example, the dock at Ahousat is in great shape for at least
another 10 years. It is the only large boat dock in the area. It isan

Oral Questions

essential port in a storm with a replacement value of $300,000.
Why is the department planning to spend $130,000 to demolish it?

Hon. David M. Collenette (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, with great respect thisis really an order paper question. |
will certainly get the detailed answer to the hon. member at the
earliest convenience to him.

[Translation]

REFERENDUMS

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron (Verchéres—L es-Patriotes, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, the Prime Minister keeps referring to the need for a clear
question to justify the federal government’s involvement in the
Quebec referendum process, while he likes to conduct his business
in a murky and secretive way, as he did in 1982.

To make a judgment on the clarity of the question involves
determining whether that question will be understood by those who
will vote on it. It is a judgment of a cultura nature.

My question is for the Prime Minister. What makes the federa
parliament better able to assess the clarity of the question than the
Quebec national assembly?

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, the national assembly may ask any question it wants. We are
simply saying that once the question will be put the Parliament of
Canada and the House of Commons will seeif it complies with the
supreme court ruling. It is as simple as that.

® (1145)

We want a clear question and a clear result. These conditions
were imposed on us by the supreme court and we want to comply
with the court’s ruling. | hope the Bloc Quebecois will do the same.

We are simply respecting the supreme court ruling.

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron (Verchéres—L es-Patriotes, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, the question really is: Why should people in Moose Jaw,
Whitehorse, Toronto and Vancouver be better able to assess the
clarity of the question than people in Jonquiére, Trois-Riviéres,
Gaspé or Montreal?

Right Hon. Jean Chrétien (Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, right now, peoplein Trois-Riviéres, Chicoutimi and so on do not
want the Parti Quebecois to hold a new referendum. They want to
deal with the real issues.

At any rate, when the day comes to make a decision on breaking
up a country called Canada, it is clear that all the citizens of that
country will have an interest in keeping it together.
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TAXATION

Mr. Ken Epp (Elk Island, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, Canada’s middle
income employed wage daves are being crushed by their tax
burden. These middle income people have worked for 20 or 30
years and they just cannot seem to get ahead because half of their
earnings are taken from them month after month, year after year.
They just keep getting more and more abuse at the hands of the tax
man.

Will the finance minister give some hope to these taxpayers by
committing substantial broad based tax relief that will actually
bring their tax load down?

Hon. Paul Martin (Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, if
the Reform Party is sincere in its desire to help middle income
taxpayers, why isit that despite the fact that the government has cut
taxes in each of the last two budgets, the Reform Party’s officia
position is that there be no tax cuts prior to the year 2000?

I simply ask the hon. member, why does he stand up in the House
and give a position that bears no relationship to his party’s official

policy?

Mr. Grant McNally: Mr. Speaker, why does the minister ask so
many questions? He is supposed to answer them.

The Speaker: My colleagues, the hon. member is correct. The
guestions are over here and the answers are on the other side. |
would hope that we would listen both to the question and to the
answer.

THE ENVIRONMENT

Mr. Rahim Jaffer (Edmonton—Strathcona, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, this week the federal fisheries minister threatened to get tough
on municipalities that are pumping raw sewage into their harbours.
These cities include Victoria, a city that happens to be in the
environment minister’s riding. The environment minister disagrees
with the fisheries minister and has said openly that this is not an
environmental concern at all.

Which minister is playing politics with the environment?

Hon. David Anderson (Minister of the Environment, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, athough he comes from Alberta, the hon. member
should know that in the oceans there is the possibility of allowing
the natural effect of heavily oxygenated sea water to treat sewage.
Within 1.4 metres of the outfall pipe thereis no toxicity and within
400 metres there is no visible sign whatsoever.

We have to recognize that if the member’s party wants to spend
an extra $400 to $600 million in one Canadian city for something
that has no environmental advantage, go ahead and propose it. We

see nothing in this House but increased expenditure by the
opposition and no suggestion that we should do things intelligently.

* * %
[Tranglation]

REFERENDUMS

Mrs. Francine Lalonde (Mercier, BQ): What irony, Mr. Speak-
er.

The government chooses, as the day for its power grab, the
anniversary of the Universal Declaration of Human Rights, which
states the following in article 21(3): ** The will of the people shall
be the basis of the authority of government; this shall be expressed
in periodic and genuine elections which shall be by universal and
equal suffrage—"".

How can the Prime Minister justify internationally that his vote
holds more weight than mine?

® (1150)

Hon. Stéphane Dion (President of the Queen’s Privy Council
for Canada and Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, | strongly suggest to the hon. member that she never
let the UN see the 1980 and 1995 questions. It would be amazed by
them.

Unclear questions cannot be used to break up a country. In
Canada, Quebecers are entitled to be Canadians every bit as much
as the people of Ontario, British Columbia, the eastern provinces,
the Prairies and the North. We are Canadians, and Canada must not
be lost through confusion.

[English]

FISHERIES

Hon. Charles Caccia (Davenport, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Minister of Foreign Affairs.

In view of the fact that it would be very much in Canada's
interests to ratify the United Nations convention on the law of the
sea, can the Minister of Foreign Affairsindicate when the Govern-
ment of Canada will ratify the law of the sea now that 143 other
nations have already done so?

Hon. Lloyd Axworthy (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | know how deeply involved the hon. member has beenin
this particular subject. | can report to him that we do intend to ratify
the law of the sea convention. The only question that remains is
that we must complete the ratification of the straddling stocks
agreement to fill in the gap of fish management on the high seas.
Once that has been done, Canada will ratify it.
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AGRICULTURE

Mr. Howard Hilstrom (Selkirk—I nterlake, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, the chairman of the agriculture committee is telling flooded
farmers that while it is late in the day, they should not give up
trying to have southwest Manitoba and southeast Saskatchewan
declared a natural disaster area. The government has waffled on
declaring this a natural disaster area for seven months. His own
caucus members are saying that help may still come.

My question is for the Minister of National Defence. Will he
declare the flooded region a natural disaster area, yes or no?

Hon. Arthur C. Eggleton (Minister of National Defence,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, there are very clear criteriafor the declaration.
First, | have to have a request from the provincesto do so and it has
to meet the criteria. The criteria are established by federal and
provincial agreements. The federal government wants to be just as
co-operative as it possibly can be in dealing with disaster financial
assistance.

FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Mr. Gurmant Grewal (Surrey Central, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, the
spin doctors have prepared notes for the foreign minister to try and
counter the claims of a whistleblower who uncovered hillions of
dollars of worthless overspending by our diplomats all over the
world.

Will the minister read those lines prepared for him to explain the
breach of treasury board spending limits on properties purchased
abroad by our diplomats? Or will he admit that the whistleblower
was right and ensure that treasury board guidelines are being
respected by his officials?

Hon. Lloyd Axworthy (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, in deciding on property matters it is a complex problem.
We have to take into account particularly in today’s world, security
problems, safety problems and environmental problems.

We attempt to make the best efforts under treasury board
guidelines to ensure safe and adequate residences for our overseas
diplomats. We serve two million Canadians a year overseas and
they receive very good service. | think our diplomats deserve to
have proper facilities.

® (1155)

SOCIAL PROGRAMS

Hon. Lorne Nystrom (Regina—Qu’Appelle, NDP): Mr.

Speaker, my question is for the Minister of Finance.
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Members will recall that in 1995 under pressure from the
Reform Party the Minister of Finance slashed funding for social
programs to the point where these programs are now seriously
underfunded. Some 20% of our children now live in poverty.

Will the minister listen to the people and restore funding for
health and education, or is he still intimidated by the Leader of the
Opposition on this question?

Hon. Paul Martin (Minister of Finance, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it
would take a lot more than that.

The Government of Canada has acted in much the same way that
previous governments in Saskatchewan have acted. It was Tommy
Douglas who said that no government should ever alow itself to be
put in the hands of its bondholders because if it is, it does not have
the ability to make the kinds of decisions that we have made. For
instance, last year the government put $11.5 billion back into the
health care system. There was the Canadian opportunities strategy
in the 1998 budget and the child tax benefit.

| can assure the hon. member that we will continue to invest in
the future of Canadians.

AGRICULTURE

Hon. Lorne Nystrom (Regina—Qu’Appelle, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, | remind the Minister of Finance that Tommy Douglas
never got out of health care. Tommy Douglas founded health care
in this country. We now have the money to do some of these things.

| want to ask the minister a supplementary question about
agriculture. The Europeans are now funding their farmers. The
Americans are funding their farmers. Saskatchewan and Manitoba
farmers and all the parties in these provinces supported by the
chamber of commerce and trade movement have asked for an extra
$1.3 billion. The farmers want to know why the Minister of
Finance has not listened.

Will the Minister of Finance tell us whether or not there will be
an additional $1.3 billion coming to the farmers of those two
provinces?

Hon. Lyle Vanclief (Minister of Agriculture and Agri-Food,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Finance and the government
have already put $1.1 billion into assistance for farmers in the last
year.

The government continues to look at many different ways in
which to assist the producers. We will continue to do that. We know
how important the producers are to this country and what their
needs are.
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FISHERIES

Mr. Mark Muise (West Nova, PC): Mr. Speaker, in clarifying
the September 17 ruling in the Marshall case, the supreme court
said that the native fishing rights were limited to the area tradition-
ally used by the local community. That being the case, why did the
Minister of Fisheries and Oceans give LFA 33 lobster licences to
fishers from Indian Brook?

Hon. David Anderson (Minister of the Environment, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, the issue of licences for lobster fishermen in the area
in question is atricky one. These licences are worth a great dea of
income and money. We are attempting to work out a system
whereby fairness prevails. Inevitably in such a system we want to
have a full discussion with the lobster fishermen themselves. The
Minister of Fisheries and Oceans and | believe that this process is
working effectively. However, we have to accept that in asituation
such as this, we cannot satisfy every player.

Mr. Mark Muise (West Nova, PC): Mr. Speaker, the supreme
court ruling clearly restricts the mobility of natives from moving
from one fishing areato the other. | ask again, why did the Minister
of Fisheries and Oceans give Indian Brook natives a lobster licence
in LFA 33?

Hon. David Anderson (Minister of the Environment, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, the hon. member clearly is unaware that with the
surprising decision of the Marshall case where there is indeed a
need to accommodate a large number of people who previously
were not taking part in the lobster fishery, adjustments will have to
be made along the line. We cannot simply say that we can change
that and leave everything else the same. Clearly under those
circumstances there would not be enough of the resource for the
fishermen involved. Alternatively, we would simply run the re-
source into extinction which would be the worst possible thing we
could do.

HOUSING

Mr. Mac Harb (Ottawa Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, homeless-
ness is a very serious problem. Even in the shadow of our
parliament many people still live in poverty and without shelter.

| ask the housing minister, the minister responsible for home-
lessness and the government what is being done in order to ease the
problem of those who are living in poverty and those who do not
have a shelter to go to every night?

® (1200)

Hon. Alfonso Gagliano (Minister of Public Works and Gov-
ernment Services, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, in the last year over $2.5in

RRAP funding has been approved to help set up projects for the
homeless in the hon. member’s area of Ottawa.

Thisweek | announced that over $674,000 in financial assistance
will be alocated to Ottawa’'s Shepherds of Good Hope. This fund
will help create 47 units and repair the existing shelters for the
homeless. We will continue to do more.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

[Translation]

TABLING OF DRAFT BILL

Hon. Stéphane Dion (President of the Queen’s Privy Council
for Canada and Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, pursuant to Standing Order 32(2), | am tabling a draft
bill entitled an act to give effect to the requirement of clarity as set
out in the opinion of the Supreme Court of Canada in the Quebec
secession reference.

Some hon. members; Hear, hear.
Some hon. members; Shame, shame.

* k% %

GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO PETITIONS

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

[English]
COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE

FINANCE

Mr. Maurizio Bevilacqua (Vaughan—King—Aurora, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, | have the honour to present, in both official lan-
guages, the first report of the Standing Committee on Finance,
entitled ““Budget 2000 New Era—New Plan”. It is the result of
continuing conversations with thousands of Canadians, a national
dialogue that has helped us understand our fellow citizens' values
and priorities and how the federal budge should reflect them.

Canadians want an agenda that will see them enjoy more
opportunity, a higher standard of living and an even better quality
life in the new century.

In order to achieve al this, we need a clear vision for the future.
“Budget 2000 New Era—New Plan” provides the road map to
achieve that vision. The plan fosters sound financial management,
promotes economic growth and a better quality of life by reducing
taxes.
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| would like to thank all the members of the committee and
member of staff for their excellent work.

[Tranglation]

Mr. Yvan Loubier (Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, we are announcing a dissenting opinion by the Bloc Quebecois
with respect to the report by the Standing Committee on Finance,
since it fails to respect the desire of the people of Quebec and
Canada for a reform of the employment insurance plan to make it
more accessible.

® (1205)

It makes no mention of an increase in socia transfers to the
provinces to finance health care spending, among other things. It
once again imposes a considerable financia burden on middle
income earners, without correcting the huge inequity caused by the
absence of full indexation.

Finally, this report makes no mention of what should be one of
our most important priorities here. Poverty and homelessness have
been growing problems in Canada since this government began
making decisions, in 1994,

[English]
SCRUTINY OF REGULATIONS

Mr. Gurmant Grewal (Surrey Central, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, |
have the honour to present, in both official languages, the first
report of the Standing Joint Committee on the Scrutiny of Regula-
tions. If the House gives its consent, | intend to move concurrence
in the first report later this day.

* *x %

CRIMES AGAINST HUMANITY ACT

Hon. Lloyd Axworthy (Minister of Foreign Affairs, Lib.)
moved for leave to introduce Bill C-19, an act respecting genocide,
crimes against humanity and war crimes and to implement the
Rome Statute of the International Criminal Court, and to make
consequential amendments to other acts.

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

* k% %

FIRST NATIONS VETERANS COMPENSATION ACT

Hon. Lorne Nystrom (Regina—Qu’ Appelle, NDP) moved for
leave to introduce Bill C-398, an act to provide compensation to
First Nations veterans on a comparable basis to that given to other
war veterans.

He said: Mr. Speaker, this private member’s bill attemptsto right
a wrong because of discrimination against first nations veterans
who returned home after the first world war, the second world war
and the Korean war by doing four things: first, providing com-

Routine Proceedings

pensation to them; second, setting up a scholarship fund in honour
of these veterans who returned home from war; third, constructing
a war memorial at or near Parliament Hill; and fourth, a public
apology from the Prime Minister of the country on behalf of the
people of Canada for the way they were treated, similar to the
apologies made to other groups in the past.

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

* k% %

CONSCIENTIOUS OBJECTION ACT

Mr. Svend J. Robinson (Bur naby—Douglas, NDP) moved for
leave to introduce Bill C-399, an act respecting conscientious
objection to the use of taxes for military purposes.

He said: Mr. Speaker, | have the honour of presenting this private
member’s bill known as the conscientious objection act. The
purpose of the bill isto permit individuals, who object on conscien-
tious grounds to paying taxes that might be used for military
purposes, to direct that an amount equivalent to a prescribed
percentage of the income tax they pay in a year be diverted to a
specia account established by this bill.

The bill would not constrain in any way the ability of the
government to spend tax dollars as it sees fit.

In introducing this bill today on International Human Rights
Day, | pay specia tribute to Conscience Canada, in particular to
Kris Manfield, to the Canadian Yearly Meeting of the Religious
Society of Friends, or Quakers, the Mennonite Central Committee
and the Conference of Mennonites and also Nos Impdts pour la
paix.

| urge the Minister of Finance to meet with these groups and |
urge all members of parliament to support this important legisa-
tion.

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

* k% %

FEDERAL PUBLIC SERVICE PENSION ACT

Mr. Gurmant Grewal (Surrey Central, Ref.) moved for leave
to introduce Bill C-400, an act to provide defined contribution
pensions for the Public Service, the Canadian Forces and the Royal
Canadian Mounted Police, to be managed and invested by a private
sector manager, and to amend the Income Tax Act and certain other
acts in consequence thereof.

® (1210)

He said: Mr. Spesker, | rise to introduce my private member’s
bill, an act to provide defined contribution pensions for the Public
Service, the Canadian Forces and the Royal Canadian Mounted
Police, to be managed and invested by a private sector manager. |
thank the hon. member for Elk Island for seconding the motion.
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The bill will provide a new scheme to commence on January
1, 2001. It will be funded by the employees contributions at the
same rate as before and the employee may elect to contribute
more. To this, may be added any amount appropriated by parlia-
ment. The funds will be held in a pension account for each
employee. The account will be managed by an approved private
sector fund manager selected by a committee representing the
employees.

On retirement, the employee may take a prescribed part of the
account as alump sum and the balance generates an annuity for the
employee. This will place these pension funds on sound financial
footings.

| present the bill for the consideration of the House.
(Motions deemed adopted, bill read the first time and printed)

Mr. Gurmant Grewal (Surrey Central, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, if
the House gives its consent, | move that the first report of the
Standing Joint Committee on Scrutiny of Regulations, presented to
the House earlier this day, be concurred in.

The Speaker: Does the hon. member have permission to put the
motion?

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

Mr. Keith Martin: Mr. Speaker, | have three motions today. |
would like to thank the member for Surrey Central for seconding
them and Louise Hayes for helping me with these motions.

The first motion calls on the government to develop and work on
the UN registry for conventional arms and the EU code of conduct
to include both conventional and small arms to promote transpar-
ency in order to curtail both the elicit arms trafficking and the
selling of weapons to known human rights abusers, and that the
five members of the permanent Security Council be the first to
sign.

The second motion calls on the government to—

The Speaker: Excuse me, please, but because we did not have a
notice of the motions, they would not be receivable today. | am sure

a the next sitting of the House when we go through Routine
Proceedings the motions would be acceptable at that time.

PETITIONS

CONDOMINIUMS

Mr. Svend J. Robinson (Burnaby—Douglas, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, | have the honour today to present petitions signed by
hundreds of residents of my constituency of Burnaby—Douglas

who express concern about the failure of leadership by the federal
government on the issue of leaky condominiums.

They call upon parliament to provide a significant contribution
toward homeowners affected by the residential construction crisis,
to ensure that the cost of all qualified repairs are deductible from
income retroactively and in the future, to repeal and refund all GST
on qualified repairs, and finally, to permit RRSP funds to be used to
undertake qualified repairs without penalty and to permit previous-
ly withdrawn RRSP funds used to pay repairs special assessments
to be income tax rebated.

CHILDREN

Mr. Chuck Cadman (Surrey North, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, pur-
suant to Standing Order 36, | wish to present the second instalment
of apetition from Mrs. Nancy Caldwell of Middleton, Nova Scotia.
It contains a further 6,200 signatures calling on parliament to enact
legislation providing for tougher penalties to be meted out against
those who commit sexual assault against our children.

EQUALITY

Mr. Peter Goldring (Edmonton East, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
today | take great pride in presenting a petition put forth by 1,780
concerned Canadians, mostly from the province of Quebec.

® (1215)

The petitioners ask our government to affirm that all Canadians
are equal under al circumstances and without exception in the
province of Quebec and throughout Canada. They wish to remind
our government to enact only legislation that affirms the equality
of each and every individual under the laws of Canada.

[Translation]
INCONTINENCE

Mr. Jean-Guy Chrétien (Frontenac—M égantic, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, | would like to table a petition, shepherded by Blaise
Rivard of Black Lake, requesting the month of November be
devoted to increasing awareness about the problem of inconti-
nence. The petitioners ask the government to invest generously in
research and home care for people dealing with incontinence.

| join with them in their request.
* % %
[English]

QUESTIONS ON THE ORDER PAPER

Mr. Derek Lee (Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the
Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | ask
that all questions be allowed to stand.

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

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

[English]

SUPPLY

SUPPLEMENTARY ESTIMATES (A), 1999-2000

The House resumed consideration of the business of supply.

Mr. Mark Muise (West Nova, PC): Mr. Speaker, as | was
saying prior to question period, members of the Conservative Party
recognize that we can ill afford to lose any more of our farmers.
With less than 7% of our land presently being used for agriculture
in this country, Canadians are becoming increasingly dependent
upon foreign imports.

The Liberal government may accuse me of exaggerating the
severity of the situation; however, | do not think | am exaggerating
Nova Scotia's increasing dependence upon imported agricultural
goods. Whether these goods are imported from the U.S. or from
another Canadian province, the fact still remains that it is import-
ing large amounts of agricultural products, and this trend will
continue so long as our youth stay away from agriculture.

As | have mentioned many times in the House, our farmers in
Nova Scotia have had to endure three successive years of drought
conditions. These hard weather conditions have significantly re-
duced yield, resulting in a tremendous increase in feed costs. A
number of farmers have been forced to prematurely rid themselves
of cattle, at a substantial loss. With the price of beef being so low, a
farmer in Yarmouth told me that some beef producers have
incurred such tremendous losses they will most likely be forced to
exit the beef industry.

I would like to offer these farmers and many others like them
throughout the country some ray of hope, but | find little in the
government’s estimates to do that. Even the Prime Minister’'s
throne speech failed to address any of the major issues facing our
farmers. In fact, farming barely received mention in the throne
speech, which simply confirms what all Canadians know, that this
government is not committed to helping Canadian farmers.

Our western neighbours are struggling tremendously, yet the
federal government is not there to help. Unfortunately, our western
friends are coming to grips with what Nova Scotian farmers have

Supply

known for years, that this government simply is not committed to
maintaining or enhancing our agricultura industry.

As | mentioned, we have had three successive years of drought
conditions, yet the federal government has seen fit to introduce an
aid package that is very difficult for our farmers to access. We had
farmers experiencing hardship during the ice storm, yet the
government did not see fit to provide them with any assistance.

Nova Scotian farmers are not immune to hard times, yet they
tend to be overlooked by the government. | am telling the
government that it can no longer ignore our Nova Scotian farmers.
Farming is an important industry within Nova Scotia, as it is
throughout the rest of the country, and | will continue to demand
that our farmers be treated fairly by this government.

The previous Progressive Conservative government recognized
the importance of agriculture to our Canadian economy. That is
why in 1991 the government introduced the gross revenue insur-
ance program, GRIP, and the net income stabilization account,
NISA. These programs were designed to complement each other.
Unfortunately, the Liberal government abolished GRIP and has
failed miserably in replacing it with an effective, nationally
responsive program.

® (1220)

For over two years our member of parliament from Brandon—
Souris has been calling upon the minister of agriculture to create a
long term safety net program for our farmers, yet his calls and
suggestions have fallen upon deaf ears, as have those of our
farmers who have been pleading for government assistance.

The Speaker: | am sorry, but it seems the time has elapsed. We
will now have five minutes of questions and answers.

Mr. Wayne Easter (Malpegue, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | listened
with interest to the hon. member’s remarks. Although there was a
lot of doom and gloom in his remarks, that really does not surprise
me. We recognize and the minister has said that there is indeed a
farm crisis in western Canada that we are trying to deal with.
However, there are some positives in agriculture. | would like to
know where the hon. member and his party stand in terms of where
those positives are.

| have heard mixed remarks from his colleague, the member for
Brandon—Souris, on the supply management industry. He goes on
and on attacking the Canadian Wheat Board, which is an agency
that maximizes returns to producers.

The hon. member will know that in his province there is a big
supply management industry in terms of dairy and poultry, which
are models of development for rural Canada. Where does he stand
on those industries? Is he supportive of them?
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Mr. Mark Muise: Mr. Speaker, | thank my hon. colleague from
Malpeque for his very important question.

The situation is that there are problems throughout the system.
We recognize that certain sectors are doing well, but the problems
il exist. We have serious problems that the government is not
addressing.

As | mentioned earlier in my comments, 42% of our farm
operators are over the age of 55. The average age of farmers in
Nova Scotiais 52.2 years. There are no young people entering the
industry. There is a reason. It is because of the policies of the
government.

Mr. Dennis J. Mills (Broadvien—Greenwood, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | want to applaud the member for West Nova for his
intervention on this particular issue.

As the member knows, we have been working together on this
side of the House to get those people who live in urban areas
involved in the issue of agriculture and agri-food. The reality is that
80% of the population in the country live in urban areas and those
consumers have very little knowledge of the difficulties, the
challenges and the complexities that surround matters of agricul-
ture, the family farm and so on.

Does the hon. member feel that it would be a useful exercise to
engage the people of urban Canada in a very thoughtful, construc-
tive way, so that ultimately they could participate fully in these
agricultural issues, the family farm problem, and especially young
people moving away from the farm? Does the member think that
would be a good exercise? If we did something like that, would he
and his party get behind the exercise?

Mr. Mark Muise: Mr. Speaker, | thank my hon. colleague from
Broadview—Greenwood for a very thoughtful question, one which
deserves a serious answer.

The redlity of Canada is that, yes, 80% of the people live in
urban centres, which is alarge part of our population. Some of the
decisions coming from the government are based on votes and do
not reflect the redlities that exist. If that is the case, that is why the
government is not taking hold of the problems that exist, dealing
with the farm crisis, the east coast fisheries crisis and other issues.
Those are some of the things that should be looked at.

® (1225)

Mr. Howard Hilstrom (Selkirk—I nterlake, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, today we are debating the business of supply. In the Supplemen-
tary Estimates (A) the President of the Treasury Board has
indicated that Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada requires an
additional $63,196,279 to continue its programs which began in
this fiscal year. The Reform Party and our chief critic, the member
for St. Albert, are opposed to this money being added to the
spending of the agriculture department.

The questions that always go unanswered are: Why did the
department not foresee what was happening? Why did it not plan
better? Where has the money gone that it originally had? Was it
simply wasted or was it shifted to some other area, resulting in
additional funds being required?

In debating this appropriation of money we have to look at the
overall operation of Agriculture and Agri-Food Canada. The
department’s operations are of course directed by the minister in
charge. The agriculture minister sets the tone, examines what is
happening and determines how the money will be spent.

The performance of the Liberal government and the agriculture
minister is on trial. When someone takes over a major department
like agriculture and agri-food, that person has to demonstrate by
action, not words or spin doctoring, that a good job is being done.
When we see what is happening in regard to western Canadian
agriculture in particular, we have to question very seriously the
performance of this minister and, indirectly, the government itself,
because the problems that are evident in the west are not being
addressed and have not been addressed.

Over the last 20 years we have had successive governments
which have failed to put in place a program of long duration to
address the problems which we know come up continuously. The
Progressive Conservatives certainly had opportunities through the
eighties, with massive magjorities, to put long term programs in
place. Ad hoc programs have been shown time after time to be
insufficient in taking care of the problems which farmers encoun-
ter.

The problems which agriculture is encountering are not of its
own making. The agriculture sectors that are in trouble are the ones
which are dependent on export markets. These farmers contribute
gigantic sums, in the tens of billions of dollars, to the Canadian
economy. As aresult, when they are harmed by the actions of our
competitors, namely, gigantic subsidization for cereal grains and
oil seeds, our farmers are not on alevel playing field. They cannot
compete against these massive subsidies.

This is nothing new. This has been going on for some time.
Successive governments have failed to put in place programs that
will enable Canada to have a viable agriculture sector. Thisis a bit
astounding. Maybe over the years governments have become
complacent because there is aways food at the grocery store.
Anyone can go to the store to pick up food relatively cheaply. This
complacency has done nothing for the agriculture sector in having
along term program to guarantee that the sector will remain viable.

® (1230)

There are many things the government could do. Certainly what
comes immediately to mind is what the Saskatchewan Whesat Pool
brought up. There are user fees of $138 million that would have
been applied to farmers. The auditor genera has questioned
whether or not the farmers are getting value for that, whether they
have any say about those user fees and whether the sub-depart-
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ments that are charging those fees are accountable for how they use
them.

Fuel taxes are a good example. The federal excise tax is four
cents per litre and that is applied directly to the farmer. That is one
case where we could quite easily lower his costs. The farmer’s
problem, as | mentioned, is that input costs have gone up drastical-
ly and net returns have gone down.

| have mentioned previously and in my question today in
question period, when a natural disaster strikes western Canada as
in the case of the flooded areas in southwest Manitoba and
southeast Saskatchewan, there is no declaration of a natura
disaster. We heard the defence minister tell ustoday that unless the
premier of Manitoba and the premier Saskatchewan initiate a call
for a natural disaster area, he will not do anything. The premiers
and the defence minister had better get together and make that
declaration for farmers. The chairman of the agriculture committee
of this House is telling farmers that there is still a chance that a
natural disaster area could be declared to get the help they need to
recover from that disaster.

There are places besides the department itself where we could
get the money. The government has to look carefully at how it is
using the money it gets. It must bear in mind that agriculture, our
food supply and the basic necessity of life which isfood, should be
the country’s primary importance.

The government has subsidized our magazine industry to the
tune of $150 million. Here again it is farmers versus magazine
moguls, which is what | would call them. They are limited in
number and have massive influence with the government. They are
getting $150 million. It is a case of their merely not wanting to
meet the competition from other magazine producers. In the case of
the farmer, he is not getting the subsidy and he is up against
competitors who are subsidized. In the case of the magazine
industry, competitors in other countries are not getting subsidized
so it is not the same issue. It is mispriorization in government
spending in regard to agriculture and other sectors of the Canadian
economy.

| saw an interesting little example in the National Gallery of
Canada the other day, the famous **Voice of Fire”’. That beautiful
art piece was purchased for about $1.2 million and the gallery staff
told me it is now worth $7.5 million. When hearing that, the
question farmers ask is if it has gone up that much in value, why
not sell it and use the money for some good priorities such as
keeping a viable agriculture sector?

There was the infamous Winnipeg situation of $15,000 in St.
Norbert for adisplay of dead rabbits hanging in the trees. That was
funded by the government. The government is being asked for
money for agriculture. Lots of money is being wasted and foolishly
spent and it lets the agriculture sector sink.

Supply
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| should not go on too much about the extra money. Other
examples such as the movie Bubbles Galore have come up. The
coast guard and Corrections Canada spent $6,000 on a party on the
east coast. The ships with the helicopters on them probably cost
about $30,000 an hour to run. It was probably $200,000 or
$300,000 no doubt for that little trip.

The $130 billion budget for the federal government’s operations
isapretty big figure. With that amount the government knew it was
getting and would be able to spend, it should have simply planned
for that spending and used it properly. It should not be coming back
to the taxpayer time after time to get more money.

The last thing | will mention regarding wasted money is the
figure of around $200 million on the famous former Bill C-68 on
gun control, the Firearms Act. What a tremendous waste of money.
It is evident to virtualy every Canadian.

We should look at what the agriculture minister and chairman of
the agriculture committee are saying and doing in regard to the
agriculture crisis that is happening in western Canada. We know
what they are saying to the people of southwest Manitoba and
southeast Saskatchewan in the flood area. Let us look at what else

they are saying.

The agriculture minister was talking about farmers who are in
trouble and possibly going bankrupt. One of the most famous
statements he made rates right up there along with Mr. Trudeau’'s
“Why should | sell your wheat?’ The minister said, ““1 have been
there, | have done it and it is now time for tough love’. He
continued, ‘“We are sorry but that bottom 30% of farmers who
cannot make it will just have to go and do something else and we
will continue on with the remaining 60%" .

That seems to be the vision of the government regarding
agriculture. Some of the policies the government brings out
encourage that kind of activity.

One of the best examples is the Canadian Wheat Board. A lot of
people believe that the Canadian Wheat Board will keep the small
farmers around. In the timeframe that the Canadian Wheat Board
has been going, since the 1940s, we have lost tens of thousands of
farmers, and the small farmers are disappearing.

The reason is that the wheat board does not have the ability to
provide independent marketing for the individual farmers who
could by looking at their own marketing maximize their prices. The
wheat board wants to tell everybody it will do all the marketing and
get a price which will be shared among every other farmer. That
has not worked.

| propose that the Canadian Wheat Board assets be sold off. They
should be sold off to a consortium named the Saskatchewan Wheat
Pool and the Agricore. That would become their marketing arm,
two organizations that are set up to pool the returns for all farmers
and would voluntarily go in with them. The farmers who did not
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want to be part of that organization would end up marketing on
their own.

We have the solution for marketing grain on the prairies. This
would actually add income for alot of farmers. Those who would
be hurt by not having pooling and not having somebody to do their
marketing for them, would have farmer owned co-operatives,
namely Agricore and the marketing ability of the wheat board to do
that. It is pretty clear there are things which could be done.

® (1240)

| would like to talk for a minute about a couple of farmers who
are telling the government what is necessary. One of them men-
tions the Canadian Wheat Board and marketing freedom, but they
also get into other areas such as transportation.

One farmer said ‘1 have been a producer representative on the
old senior grain transportation committee that existed”. He went
on to say that what it really comes down to with the current regime
isthat it is based on a command structure. We could say that about
the wheat board as well, because the wheat board is set up by the
House as a command structure where one has the sole right to sell
wheat and barley for export. However, if one wantsto try and do it
by oneself, the wheat board says * Sell it to us and we will add
some costs and return what is left over”. The command structure
there again is not working.

The farmer went on to say that the transportation system runs on
layers of regulations and formulas. He said that the irony is that
over the years it was the farmers who asked for that. We see now
that in fact acommand structure does not work. It does not work in
agriculture and it does not work in the case of transportation.

There is alot of supply management in Manitoba where | come
from. We are glad to have it. That is different from the Canadian
Wheat Board. The Canadian Wheat Board is not supply manage-
ment. There has been alot of deception by the government over the
years that the Canadian Wheat Board is supply management. That
is absolutely not the case.

The supply managed sector operates under legislation and the
cost of production is included in a formula on which it prices its
product. That is a good thing. | support that supply management is
agood sector for agriculture. Supply management does not seem to
be applicable to the whole agriculture sector.

The hog producers have said that they do not want to go back to
supply management because they are export dependent. Aslong as
we force agriculture just to be in the domestic market, we can say
that if we do not want to export, let us have supply management in
the whole agriculture sector and we will pay those farmers who are
able to bein that enough to keep going. But what we seeis that the

country makes tens of billions of dollars in the non-supply
managed sector. That is new money coming in from outside the
country.

Why the government can stand here and not support western
Canada's farmers and also those in Ontario who export grains and
earn the country tens of billions of dollars is beyond me. In the
planning of the government and the agriculture minister, one would
think the importance of these export sectors and what they contrib-
ute to the country would be recognized.

One other farmer saw fit to talk to us about farming on the
question of whether or not this government could afford to help
agriculture and maintain a viable sector. He commented that ““ The
finance minister is projecting a $90 billion surplusin five years. |
may say this government can find money for support for those who
are under siege’’. He used the example of East Timor. He went on

to say:

But it is time to recognize the farm industry a home here is under siege as well.
Because farming is a renewable resource every year employing people directly and
indirectly by the thousands, the government must come to recognize that those
dependent on the farming industry are under siege as well. What is being offered so
far to combat the record foreign subsidies through AIDA is at best insignificant. The
farmers and the business people both directly and indirectly have demonstrated, sent
petitions, made trips to Ottawa, staged rallies and have given presentations by the
dozens in the months that followed seeding and the harvest in 1999, all in an attempt
to get Ottawa to recognize the farm crisis in Canada

There is no point in the government going around talking and
asking everyone what should be done. The facts are on theline. The
government has been told what is going on. Number one, the low
net margin in the west for the export crops and in Ontario have to
be addressed. The net margin has to be brought up.

® (1245)

The lack of along term program necessitates a massive infusion
of cash into Manitoba and Saskatchewan in particular. That
infusion has been identified by the premiers of both those prov-
inces to the federal government as being in the neighbourhood of
$1.3 hillion. It is time the government rolled up its sleeves and
gave us the viable agriculture sector that is so important to our
national interest.

Mr. Dennis J. Mills (Broadvien—Greenwood, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | listened attentively to the remarks of the member from
the newly named riding of Hilstrom—Interlake. | am a member
from downtown Toronto and not a rural member.

| am not fully aware of the complexities surrounding the issue of
agriculture and agri-food, but earlier this week | had the privilege
of speaking at the Canadian Federation of Agriculture summit.
One fact that came out at that summit was the need to debate
mobilization and getting more focused on the problems and
challenges surrounding rura issues. We must start with a new
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beginning and engage a larger number of consumers and city
residents.

Because the member for Selkirk—Interlake is very sensitive
about government resources, | would like to ask him if he would
support the notion of the Government of Canada and Agriculture
Canada investing some dollars in mobilizing city residents to
become more engaged and more involved in rura agricultural
issues.

He seems to be very concerned about taxpayer money being
spent on arts, culture, et cetera. | personaly believe that a lot of
money should be spent on mobilizing city representatives because
we represent 80% of the votes in the House. Perhaps the member
could speak on behalf of his party and indicate whether they would
support such a campaign.

Mr. Howard Hilstrom: Mr. Speaker, certainly | support a
campaign aong those lines but we would have to look at the
details. The Leader of the Opposition and | met with the ex-premier
of Manitoba this summer, along with the Rural Disaster Coalition
people. We in fact called for the very same thing.

The consumers of Toronto are very important to agriculture in
not only the west but all areas of agriculture because they consume
and pay for food. They aso vote to put MPs into the House to
represent them. The interest of consumers is served by keeping a
viable agriculture sector and reasonably priced food. As a result |
support that.

The last comment | would make gets back to the performance of
the agriculture minister. The government and the agriculture
department have to be very careful about putting out press releases
with regard to what is happening by way of support. He mentioned
again today that farmers received $1.1 billion. He did not say this
today but he has said that provincia governments put in their part,
bringing the figure up to $2 hbillion.

Consumers in Toronto think that farmers have obtained $2
billion. They have not. They have aportion of it but they are till to
get it al. We are in agreement that consumers are important.

Mr. Gerald Keddy (South Shore, PC): Mr. Speaker, | too
listened intently to the member for Selkirk—Interlake. | think he
wasted some of his energy at the beginning. Typica of partisan
politics, he decided to take a shot at the Tories so | will take alittle
one at the Reform.

Western Canada was very well represented under the Tories.
Agriculture was at the top of the agenda, not at the bottom of it. We
had people like Don Mazankowski, Harvie Andre, Joe Clark and a
number of others who were cabinet ministers, prime ministers and
deputy prime ministers sitting at the table. They understood and
represented the issue of agriculture.

Supply
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The minister spoke about wheat and grain. Certainly they are
issues but there is a greater one which | would like the member to
comment on, and that is the desperate failure of the government.

Our grain farmers are supported by something like 65 centsto 75
cents per bushel of wheat. The United States supports its grain
farmers by approximately $1.60 to $1.80. The numbers change
constantly. The European Union supports its farmers by $2.30 to
$2.40 per bushel of wheat. This is one of the major underlying
problems facing us.

Mr. Howard Hilstrom: Mr. Speaker, the member’s question
raises the point that a united alternative would certainly help us put
forward the position that he purports to be putting forward right
NOW.

The member termed my remarks as slamming the PCs. That was
not my point at all. The history of agriculture policy and programs
over the past 20 years the PCs and the Liberals have been in power
has not resulted in the long term program which everybody is
identifying needs to be in place. They are talking about it again
today. If thisis not done in another five or ten years, the MPs who
follow us to this place will be talking about the same thing. Thisis
my criticism of past governments.

The lack of subsidy in Canada for farmers, not all farmers but
just those who are being hurt by trade distorting subsidies of other
countries through no fault of their own, is the issue that has to be
addressed today.

Mr. Wayne Easter (Malpeque, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | would
love to get into an extended debate with the member on the
Canadian Wheat Board but we really do not have the time.

No one on the government side is saying that the Canadian
Wheat Board is supply management. We are saying that the
Canadian Wheat Board is orderly marketing, maximizing the
returns that are in that market. Instead of confusing the facts the
member should have clearly said that the government has put in
place an elected board of directors so that the farmers on the board
could be masters of their own destiny.

| am surprised and disappointed at the member for Selkirk—In-
terlake. He used the tactics of divisiveness in his remarks by
talking about some of the grants to culture and so on as if they were
not needed as well. They are needed in that area. | have seen this
type of tactic being used previously by a former Reform Party
member, the present Saskatchewan party leader. He used the
argument of east versus west as to what one was getting and the
other was not.

We do have a problem. The minister has very clearly said that
thereisafarm crisis. We have outlined the problem with subsidies
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in the European Economic Community and in the United States.
We tabled a position at the WTO for those countries to bring down
the subsidies. Yes, we have to do more.

The member said additional funds were needed for the farm
sector. | agree that additional funds are needed. Could he tell us
how much in additional funding is needed from his perspective?
How should it be paid out so that it gets to the farm community
quickly and helps the family farm? Let us put the facts on the table.
What are you redlly saying?

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McClelland): | remind al hon.
members to address each other through the Chair.

Mr. Howard Hilstrom: Mr. Speaker, the facts are on the table.
The premiers of Manitoba and Saskatchewan have asked for an
immediate $1.3 billion. They have asked for a natural disaster
declaration for the flooded regions of the provinces of Manitoba
and Saskatchewan. That money should go out to the provinces right
NOw.

With regard to east versus west, that is not true. | put forward a
motion in the standing committee on agriculture asking for a tour
of Ontario so we could talk directly with the farmers there. It was
cancelled by Liberal members of the committee; we will not be
going to Ontario. My colleagues in the Reform Party and | will be
required to do it by ourselves and report back to parliament on what
farmers in Ontario are saying.

My last comment is with regard to maximizing returns of the
Canadian Wheat Board. We have no idea whether or not it
maximizes returns. That simply comes from the Kraft report. The
wheat board gave him some statistics and he said that it looked like
it was doing a great job.

® (1255)

There is only one true vote in an economic situation, and that is
the vote of the client, the farmer who says he is doing better
because of the wheat board and will deal through it, or he is doing
better with another company and will deal through it. The choice of
the farmer is the important issue.

[Translation]

Mr. Michel Gauthier (Roberval, BQ): Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to rise in the debate on supply, because we should in this
period be looking at the government’s approach to management.

We should be talking about agriculture today. We want to talk
about it, but the government is turning its attention elsewhere, asis
its habit, instead of dealing with the real problems confronting it
daily. Since 1993, the government has done everything except ook
after the problems put to it.

Today the government is disturbing this allotted day on agricul-
ture with the introduction, as a total surprise and in a sneaky and
unusual way, of a hill that has nothing at all to do with economic
difficulties, nothing to do with the way this country is being
governed, but that instead pits the House of Commons of Canada
against the National Assembly of Quebec.

Hon. members will understand that |, like my Conservative
colleague who made the motion, cannot help but address that issue
in the context of this debate.

Generdly, the way the House of Commons operates is that the
House leaders of al parties reach agreement in a civilized and
correct manner, respectful of the rights of each, of the standing
orders, of tradition, habits and parliamentary good faith. It is our
habit here to reach agreement and to ensure that the business is
properly organized. We have some idea of what is coming and the
government has some idea of the kind of fight, the kind of
opposition it will get from us on each bill. There is nothing really
secret in al of this, with the exception of a few surprises like the
one we had this week about the vote, but nothing more than that.

Things are clear and the business of the House is based on
mutual respect, confidence, honesty and clarity. That is how things
are generally done in this House.

In the past few days, however, based on certain things leaked to
the press, we were expecting the government to introduce a hill
that, more than ever before, places the House of Commons and the
members of this House in the position of having to make decisions
that will restrict the powers of Quebec’s national assembly.

Not only is this government not content with ignoring the
constitutional responsibilities of each level of government but now,
when it comes to something that has never been chalenged by
anyone, that the history books accept as a given—Quebec's right to
decide its own future—the government has decided to get involved.

Oddly enough, the entire process has been changed for the
introduction of this bill. Gone were any notice, clarity, trust or
honesty. The whole thing was done during the night. The night was
what it was, and | challenge the members opposite to say other-
wise.

Yesterday evening, after the dinner hour, | myself checked with
the government and the House whether it was indeed true that a fast
one would not again be pulled on Quebec, whether a bill that might
limit the rights of the national sssembly would not be introduced.
The answer yesterday evening at 7 p.m. was ‘“Never, there is no
question of it".

© (1300)

When | give someone my word, they can believeit, and | expect
to be able to do likewise. | have always thought that honesty and
frankness took precedence over any parliamentary strategies.
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On a certain night in November of 1981, a plot was hatched
behind Quebec’s back, in the kitchens of the Chateau Laurier here
in Ottawa, to patriate the constitution. That was what happened. It
has been described as the “night of the long knives’. On many
occasions, the present Prime Minister has claimed never to have
had anything to do with the *“night of the long knives’ and with
what the history bookswill call the “* night of the long knives” with
respect to Quebec.

Last night, between 7 p.m. and 7 am., there was a ** night of the
long knives”.

Some hon. members. This is terrible.

Mr. Michel Gauthier: Everything changed. That was the end of
parliamentary trust, the end of respect among individuals, the end
of respect for the word given. The case of Quebec was settled the
way things usually are, here in Ottawa. The deed was done during
the night.

To better understand such an inappropriate—to use a parliamen-
tary expression—process, let me quote an editorial published on
Wednesday, November 22, 1972, in the daily Montréal Matin. The
journalist was referring to the current Prime Minister, who was
then the Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development.

Theinterview was given to CTV, on November 19, 1972. A copy
of the transcript was available. The journalist, Clément Brown,
quoted the Prime Minister talking about the parc de la Mauricie. |
would appreciate it if members opposite would listen. | would like
all Quebecers to hear it, because it will be a sad reminder of who
we are talking here. The editoria quoted the current Prime Minister
as saying ‘| used that park to break the back of the Quebec
government and, believe me, | am proud of that”.

These are the words of the then Minister of Indian Affairs and
Northern Development, now the Prime Minister and member for
Shawinigan.

An hon. member: What a sinister individual.

Mr. Michel Gauthier: The difference between today and 1982,
when this same Prime Minister was the enforcer of the previous
Liberal government to unilaterally patriate the constitution, is that,
at the time, Quebec was represented by 74 members of the Liberal
Party of Canadain this House. Indeed, Quebec was represented by
one Conservative and 74 members of the Liberal Party of Canada.

Pierre Elliott Trudeau had justified Quebec's support for the
patriation of the congtitution by saying that the duly elected
representatives of Quebec agreed with him. He could therefore
proceed. And we were to think that Quebec had been well treated
and well served.

History has judged the Prime Minister of the time and the current
Prime Minister. Since 1982 in Quebec, no premier— federalist or

Supply

sovereignist—has dared put his signature to the constitution, which
no one in Quebec accepts.

| have news for the current Prime Minister and the government
in place: there will never be another 1982.

Never again will the mgjority of the members representing
Quebecers in this House support what this government is up to.
Never again will the members representing the majority of the
ridings in Quebec, the members of the Bloc Quebecois, people who
have something in their heart, allow the government to try to take
away from the national assembly even a single ounce of responsi-
bility, a single ounce of power to determine the future of the people
of Quebec.

® (1305)

| would give the government natice that there are other opposi-
tion parties in this House. | can hardly wait to see how the
Conservative Party members from Quebec, who have some respect
for the right of the people of Quebec to decide their future—for
instance, the member for Chicoutimi, in the sovereignist region of
Saguenay—L ac-Saint-Jean—will vote on this bill. | can hardly
wait to see how the Conservatives will vote. | believe they will not
stoop to the same level as the Government of Canada.

We can hardly wait, we the members of the Bloc Quebecois and
the people of Quebec, to see how the Liberal members from
Quebec representing Quebec ridings in the House of Commons are
going to behave.

If she had to choose between Quebec and a limousing, is the
President of the Treasury Board going to choose the limousine? Is
the Secretary of State for Amateur Sport going to opt for satisfying
his craving for a limo instead of for Quebec? We shall see.

Which is the Minister of Finance, a man who is constantly
letting it be seen that he has a sort of sympathy for the people of
Quebec, going to choose: the race for leadership of the Liberal
Party of Canada or Quebec? We shall see.

What about the newly promoted Minister of Revenue, in his
portfolio for only afew months, another with alimousine, which is
he going to choose, the citizens of Outremont in Quebec or his
limo? We shall soon see.

What we are seeing today is that the chickens are coming home
to roost. In 1982—and hon. members would be wise to listen, for it
may improve their knowledge of the reality of Quebec—this Prime
Minister committed an extremely serious error in political strategy.
All of his government knows this.

Since 1982, the federa government has been dragging aong,
like aball and chain, a constitution that has never been accepted by
one whole founding people, by one whole province, one of the most
important provinces, one that was there from the beginnings of
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Canada, that was the place where European life in North America
began. That provinceis part of the constitution of Canada solely by
obligation; we never signed it. This error committed by the Prime
Minister is what we want to correct today.

In 1981, there was 40% support for Quebec sovereignty. Then
came the patriation of the constitution, the fruit of the labours of
this wonderful Liberal government. In 1995, support went up to
49.6%. | remember having discussed this with eminent colleagues
just before the 1995 referendum. Do you know what they told us?
“The polls are giving you 35%; and so that is that, sovereignists,
that is the last we will hear of you. If my memory serves me, we
got 49.6%.

An hon. member: 49.4%

Mr. Michel Gauthier: Sorry, 49.4%. The result of the constitu-
tional efforts of the Prime Minister is that in Quebec more and
more Quebecers have understood that their future liesin sovereign-
ty and not in this country.

® (1310)

The government wants to settle things for good. Since the
sovereignists are democratically creating a country for themselves
because of the repeated constitutional mistakes of this government
and this Prime Minister, the government is going to see to it that
this is no longer possible.

On the pretext of clarity, the great minister of constitutional
affairs, the great implementer of the Prime Minister’s handiwork,
wants to clarify Quebec’s right to self-determination. He wants to
clarify the magjority. On these pretexts, they are setting up barriers
likely to make it impossible, to al intents and purposes, by setting
all sorts of undefined considerations. They are hanging swords of
Damocles over the head of Quebec.

The feeling is that the federal government wants to make sure
Quebec cannot democratically overcome all these obstacles. Thisis
where we are at. Because 1982 was a mistake, because 1982 was an
injustice, because Quebecers want to run their own country, those
on the other side want to stop them. We will not let that happen. We
give them notice of that.

Some hon. members; Hear, hear.

Mr. John Godfrey (Don Valley West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
earlier, in response to the proposed hill, the leader of the opposition
made a three-part proposal to the Quebec national assembly and |
would like to put a question to the hon. member in this regard.

The three parts of his proposal are as follows. The first part was
that it was up to the Quebec national assembly to define the
question and the conditions of the referendum. The second was that
the leader of the opposition gave his support to the principle of

50% plus one. The third was that the whole matter should be in
accordance with the ruling of the Supreme Court of Canada. Does
the hon. member agree with this proposal ?

Mr. Michel Gauthier: Mr. Speaker, if the contents of the bill we
are debating were so clear, so good and so beneficial for Quebec,
why did they do this during the night? Why, until now, has it been
withheld from all the newspapers, MPs and Quebec? Why; if it isso
clear and so good?

We know the government. It has a habit of flaunting its bills
everywhere and telling people how wonderfully it is looking after
Canada. Members opposite are not shy. But now we have this hill,
which nobody knew anything about. Without any advance warning,
it was sprung on us.

The fact of the matter is that this bill poses an indescribable
threat to Quebec. The government will have to submit the referen-
dum question to al of Canada's provinces and territories. Only
after all these opinions are in will the federal government decide
whether or not the question is clear.

Let there be no mistake, responsibility for the clarity of the
question rests with Quebec.

® (1315)

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McCléeland): It being 1.15 p.m. and
today being the last of the designated days for the supply period
ending on December 10, 1999, it is my duty to interrupt the
proceedings and, pursuant to order made on Thursday, December 9,
1999, al questions necessary to dispose of the business of supply
will be deferred until Monday, December 13, 1999 after the period
set aside for Government Orders.

[English]

It being 1.17 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

[English]

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McClelland): | would like to inform
the House that under the provisions of Standing Order 30, | am
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designating Tuesday, February 8, 2000 as the day fixed for the
consideration of private member’s Motion M-19, standing in the
order of precedence in the name of the hon. member for Skeena.
This additional Private Members Business hour will take place
from 6.30 to 7.30 p.m. after which the House will proceed to the
adjournment proceedings pursuant to Standing Order 38.

DIVORCE ACT

Mr. Paul Szabo (Mississauga South, Lib.) moved that Bill
C-235, an act to amend the Divorce Act (marriage counselling
required before divorce granted) be read the second time and
referred to a committee.

He said: Mr. Speaker, Bill C-235 isabill concerning the Divorce
Act. However, it is not about parents, it is about children.

On December 22, 1967, Pierre Elliott Trudeau declared that the
state has no place in the bedrooms of the nation. At the time, the
number of divorces in Canada was 10,000 per year. In 1987
divorces peaked at 90,000, one in every two marriages. Today there
are about 80,000 divorces per year or an effective rate of over 40%.
However, there are also about one million common law couples
and their breakdown rate is 50% higher than for married couples.

Common law relationships represent less than 20% of all
couples but account for over 60% of all cases of domestic violence;
20% of parents break up before their children reach the age of five;
25% of children enter adult life with some sort of significant
mental, social or behavioural problems; and 50% of all children
will experience divorce or family breakdown before they reach
their 18th birthday.

Lone parent families represent about 16% of al families in
Canada but they account for 52% of all children living in poverty.
One out of four children do not live at home with their biological
parents and 70% of young offenders come from broken homes.

There are other impacts related to family breakdown. Domestic
violence for instance is another important issue. Seventeen per cent
of homicide victims in Canada are divorced or separated, and
although as a group they only represent 6% of the population, 12%
of those committing homicides were also separated or divorced,
and 23% of women killed in registered marriages were separated at
the time of the incident.

The research evidence is clear. It shows that children who
witness abuse between their parents are affected as much asif they
were abused themselves.

Let us consider the recent statistics about children from father-
less homes in the United States: 63% of youth suicides, 85% of
children with behavioural disorders, 75% of high school dropouits,

Private Members' Business

85% of youth sitting in jails, 80% of rapists. They are five times
more likely to be poor and more likely to be abusers of drugs and
alcohol. Forty-one per cent of youth showing anxiety, depression
and physical aggression come from fatherless homes and are twice
as likely to get involved in crime. They are also 11 times more
likely to have violent misbehaviours and more likely to have
problems achieving intimate lasting relationships themselves.

® (1320)

It is very clear from those examples alone that divorce is child
abuse, and that is why as responsible legislators we cannot remain
silent.

What would Pierre Trudeau say today? | have no doubt that he
would not change his basic premise that the state has no placein the
bedrooms of the nation, but | would like to think that today he
would add the qualifier ““ unless it affects the business of the nation,
including the well-being of our children”.

Bill C-235 basically calls for court ordered mandatory counsel-
ling prior to the granting of a divorce. The requirement does not
apply where the grounds are physical or mental cruelty, where the
court agrees that counselling is inappropriate or when one party
cannot be brought to counselling. It is therefore estimated that only
10% to 20% of divorces would be affected by such legidation.

The purpose of the legislation is not primarily to seek reconcilia-
tion of marriages but rather two points. One is to ensure there is a
viable parenting plan in place which is child centred and in the best
interest of the children. Second, it is to address the tragic preva-
lence of post-break up acrimony which is far more likely to occur
after separation.

Divorce has been described by many as being like a runaway
train. Parents are often ignorant of the facts and do not understand
the wide ranging consequences or ramifications, particularly on
their children. The related issues are much more complex and
touch virtually every aspect of our society.

Some would suggest, however, that parenting education after
divorce is quite frankly too late. However, when we consider that
75% of divorced persons remarry within five years and we
understand that children are the real victims of divorce, it is never
too late to mitigate the devastating impacts of divorce.

In a recent book written by Dr. David Royko called \Voices of
Children of Divorce, he expressed his experiences with children
who had undergone mandatory programs as a result of divorce. |
will relay to the House some of the comments and quotations from
the children interviewed by Dr. Royko. Some said:

It gives me bad dreams. It hurtsalot. | cry alot. If | have to go back and live with
mom, I'll run away or kill myself. I'm totally caught in the middle. | felt sick alot,
like | might throw up. | was scared. | thought that no matter what happened someone
was going to hate me.
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You can go nuts after awhile. | feel pushed around by everyone.

If | had three wishes, the first one would be to be thin because my parents fought
about how much | eat. | heard my dad yelling at my mom that if she had got custody,
I’d turn out to be a fat pig just like her.

My parents’ fight for custody was the scariest thing in the world and it made me
redlize that marriage is stupid and having kids is something I'll never ever do.

If | had three wishes, I'd like to be a cop, I'd like to have a machine gun and I'd
like to have a nuclear bomb. It al makes me so mad, like | want to kill everyone.

We have to listen to the voices of our children. Children are the
real victims of divorce and the impacts on those children as aresult
of divorce are too serious to ignore.

The report of the special joint committee of the Commons and
Senate on custody and access, entitled ‘“For the Sake of the
Children”, also recommended mandatory parenting education for
parents seeking custody orders of children. Thisis amajor change
in the philosophy of parliamentarians, the legislators of the Com-
mons and the Senate, with regard to the Divorce Act which for far
too long has been parent centred and has not taken the best interests
of children to heart.

There are existing programs in place. In Alberta, for instance,
there is a program called Parenting After Separation which began
as a pilot project in Edmonton in February 1996. It is a six hour,
court mandated, education program for divorcing parents.

For those who would suggest that counselling cannot work, let us
look at what some of the participants had to say about their
participation in the Parenting After Separation mandatory educa-
tion.

The first participant said *“ The class helped me determine that |
would do everything to work things out ourselves for our daugh-
ter’s benefit rather than go to the court and be adversarial™.

® (1325)

Some said “Thank you very much. You have boosted my
confidence level in realizing that divorce doesn’t have to mean

1]

war .

Another said ' This course is great. It should be mandatory for
al those who are separating to teach both parents about their
responsibilities toward their children. It helped me to get to the real
important issue”.

Another said * It makes me feel that | should not fight because it
hurts my child. This course helped me realize that things can be
worked out”.

Finally, one participant said ““| was redlly ticked off that my
lawyer told me | had to take this course so | came with somewhat of

an attitude. Am | ever glad now that | came. | did not realize how
much | was hurting my children’.

Parenting education programs are not new but classes tailored to
the specific needs of divorcing families are a relevant recent
phenomenon in Canada and the U.S.

Fifteen yearsin the U.S. there was one program. Five years ago
there were dozens. Now there are hundreds. Mandatory counsel-
ling is now required in 18 U.S. states and in Florida even children
of divorce are required to attend a program to help them cope with
the impacts of their parents divorce.

Parenting education programs are now available in every prov-
ince of Canada although they are mandatory only in Albertaand on
a pilot basis in B.C.

Effective June 1, 1998, the attorney general of B.C. introduced
mandatory parenting courses in Burnaby and New Westminster. It
is athree hour course and the parents take the course separately. It
teaches dispute resolution as well as the impact of family break-
down on children. In his announcement, the attorney general stated
“Thisis not for parents. It's for children. We want to reverse the
adverse impact of the divorce process on children”.

Not only is there broad reluctance for any intervention, but 95%
of couples ordered by the courts to take counselling do so with
great reluctance. Interestingly enough, 90% of those who go
through the program are grateful that there was a program. The
Alberta experience is that in 5% of cases the parents discover that
divorce is not going to solve their problem and reconcile their
problems and are dealing with them in a constructive fashion.

When the custody and access joint Commons-Senate committee
did its one year study, consulting right across Canada, it found
three positive results from the U.S. programs. First, parents
participating in the programs were more likely to communicate
positively with their children about the other parent and non-resi-
dential parents had greater access to their children; second, parents
demonstrated improved communication skills; and third, programs
lowered the exposure of children to parental conflict and increased
each parent’s tolerance for the parenting role of the other parent.

Itis clear that constructive intervention at atime of high emotion
after parents have separated is very effective based on actual
programs running. It is not a wish, it is a fact.

Children do have rights. They have the right to the continuing
care and guidance of their parents and the right to a continuing
relationship with their parents. They have the right to know and
appreciate what is good in each parent without one parent degrad-
ing the other. They have the right to express love, affection and
respect for each parent without having to stifle that love because of
fear of disapproval of the other parent.
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They have the right to know that the parents decision to divorce
was not their responsibility. They have the right to not be a source
of argument between the parents. They have a right to honest
answers to questions about changing family relationships. They
have a right to experience regular, consistent contact with both
parents and to know the reason for cancellation of time or change
of plans.

They have a right to a relaxed, secure relationship with both
parents without being placed in a position where one parent is
pitted against another. They also have the right to be treated as
important human beings with unique feelings, ideas and desires.

Children are the real victims of divorce and mandatory counsel-
ling will provide reasonable guidance to ensure that there is a
viable parenting plan in place and that post-break up acrimony will
be mitigated as much as possible.

As| said earlier, the bill is not about parents. It is about children.

Healthy outcomes of children mean stronger families and ulti-
mately a stronger country. For that reason, a constructive interven-
tion for divorcing parents not only makes sense for the parents but
for society as a whole.

® (1330)

Mr. Gurmant Grewal (Surrey Central, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, |
rise on behalf of the people of Surrey Centra to participate in the
debate on Bill C-235, and act to amend the Divorce Act, requiring
marriage counselling before a divorce is granted.

I commend the member for Mississauga South for thisinitiative
and for his ongoing commitment and concern for family issues. He
has acquitted himself admirably in pursuit of issues to strengthen
the family and his contribution to issues surrounding the welfare of
children.

The family is the foundation of this nation. A strong family
makes a strong community. A strong community makes a strong
nation.

The bill before usis hardly one that should cause objection. It is
a straightforward and direct attempt to achieve reconciliation in
cases of potential marriage breakdown and subsequent divorce. On
this side of the House we would have preferred to see a caveat in
the bill that covered the aspect of children and the requirement for
counselling. Perhaps the member for Mississauga South will have
some afterthoughts that he will want to add to this debate.

Divorce wreaks havoc on the spouses concerned and has been
likened to the death of a mini civilization. The repercussions are
devastating, particularly, as | said previously, when children are
involved.

Premarriage counselling is mandatory in some faiths, such asthe
Mormon faith. In certain faiths couples will not be joined in

Private Members' Business

matrimony until they have completed a marriage preparation
course. | believe that istruein certain U.S. states. As | understand
it, the success rate of marriages where couples have participated in
the course is very good. In today’s world, with al of its stresses,
diversions and temptations, why not equip those thinking of
marriage with al the possible tools to handle the difficulties and
stresses that marriage brings. Similarly, why not attempt to salvage
amarriage that is on shaky ground by way of counselling before a
final decree is registered granting divorce. This seems to me to be
the least that society should do to prevent another divorce.

Last December a joint Senate and House of Commons commit-
tee tabled a report on child custody and access entitled ““ For the
Sake of the Children”. The report was greeted in most circles as a
compelling and cognitive effort to come to grips with the redlities
of what divorce means, in particular what it means to children and
other family members left in the wake of marriage breakdown. As|
said before, divorce has been characterized as the death of a mini
civilization.

The joint report contained some 48 logical and progressive
recommendations and received all party support, with some refine-
ments and additions by the Reform Party.

Members of the joint committee, the hon. member for New
Westminster—Coquitlam—Burnaby, the hon. member for Cari-
boo—Chilcotin and the hon. member for Calgary Centre, who is
the Reform Party’s critic for family affairs, did amarvellousjobin
putting facts together for the sake of children, families and this
nation.

A number of members of the Reform Party took the time and
effort to work on the specia joint committee. We on this side of the
House care a great dea about families and children because, as |
said earlier, the institution of the family is the foundation of this
great country. A strong family makes a strong nation.

® (1335)

The justice minister will again study this issue. She is slow in
bringing the provinces along in order to reach a consensus on what
we can do for families, and children in particular. We can strength-
en our families, but the Liberal justice minister’s idea of doing
things in a timely fashion is to drag her feet.

We have watched her do this with the youth criminal justice
system. We saw the government drag its feet. In fact it tried to dig
in its heels, while the opposition humiliated it into compensating
the victims of government controlled tainted blood. | hope that the
justice minister will listen to a member of her own party on this
issue.

Overall this report was endorsed and applauded as a realistic
approach to deal with marriage breakdown when children are
involved. Recommendation 29 of the report called upon the federal
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government to extend financial support to programs run by com-
munity groups for couples wanting to avoid separation and divorce
or seeking to strengthen their marital relationship.

My understanding is that this recommendation stemmed from
the fact that the committee wanted to support troubled couples,
particularly couples who had children and wanted to avoid separa-
tion.

The initiative before us today is a further refinement and a more
direct attempt to salvage a marriage. It puts emphasis on the
lawyers and the courts to ensure that a marriage counsellor is
involved in the process before any decree of divorce is granted. It
cals for more than the perfunctory questions which divorce
lawyers are responsible to ask before they proceed with divorce
papers. This is a very good thing.

| am pleased that the bill recognizes the lack of benefit and
perhaps harm that can be caused if the partiesto a potential divorce
are in a situation involving physical or mental cruelty. | agree that
there would be no benefit in putting those parties in any further
situations where further harm to either party may ensue. There is
obviously a point of no return, as sad as that may be.

| again commend the member for his sense of realism and
compassion in this regard. This approach and attempt to provide
spouses contemplating divorce with some form of reconciliation is
sensible, but there is little use in forcing a situation. Again, |
wonder if there is some way of augmenting this marriage counsel-
ling undertaking to give it more impact and force when children are
involved. Perhaps there is not a way to achieve this.

In response to the comprehensive work undertaken and delivered
by the joint committee in the report | spoke of earlier, regrettably
we will see no further movement on the issue of divorce law
changes for perhaps three years.

The Minister of Justice has responded to 16 of the recommenda-
tions in the report and has stated that she will now undertake
further study and consultation on the issue, as she usualy does.

It is again regrettable that she cannot accept that the issues of
divorce and child custody have received comprehensive study and
cogent recommendations.

The official opposition is pleased to see a member of the
government, an hon. member of the House who contributed to the
work and deliberations of the joint committee, step forward with
this bill today to begin the process of divorce law changes in
Canada. It is a start and it will be a fundamental part of any 21st
century approach to a tragic and growing situation in Canada.

All provinces should be involved. | understand that the province
of Alberta has produced a video for couples. Similar things should
be done by other provinces.

® (1340)

| encourage the member for Mississauga South to continue to
carry this flashlight for the government, particularly the Minister
of Justice, so that the 47,000 children a year who are subject to
custody decisions under the Divorce Act will get relief and the
institution of the family will be strengthened to make Canada a
stronger nation.

[Translation]

Mrs. Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral (Laval Centre, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, we are debating Bill C-235. For the benefit of those who
may have tuned in to CPAC, | will take the time to read the very
short summary of that bill. It reads as follows:

This enactment amends the Divorce Act to require spouses to attend marriage
counselling before a divorce is granted. This requirement does not apply where the
grounds are physical or mental cruelty—

Lucky for us. My colleague from Mississauga South was elected
to the House in 1993. In fact, | have known him since that date.
Someone looking at the bill would be very surprised to learn that
the sponsor belongs to the government majority because his
approach to the harsh reality of divorce is more conservative than
liberal in nature.

The bill is not avotable item, but if it were, we could not vote for
it. Let me outline some of the reasons why we would oppose it.

We would oppose it because we believe that, when a couple is
seriously contemplating divorce, it is useless to force them to see a
marriage counsellor in the hope to make them change their minds.
It is very rare that a couple decides to divorce on impulse. That
decision usually arises out of along series of events. To *“require”
individuals to do something totally disregards the freedom of those
concerned, their right to see things their own way. Note that thisis
not the first time we see something not make sense.

This morning, the government came up with a draft bill de-
signed, for al intents and purposes, to force Quebec to remain part
of Canada. This no longer makes sense.

Divorce is a federa jurisdiction. When the Special Joint Com-
mittee on Child Custody and Access tabled its report in 1998, the
Bloc Quebecois presented a dissenting opinion to recognize and
stress that the responsibility for family, education and social
services comes under the provinces, and that it is an anachronism
to have the Divorce Act still under federal jurisdiction.

I will quote what Senator Beaudoin, an eminent constitutional
expert recognized as such by just about everyone, wrote in 1990
about the Divorce Act, and what he said is interesting:
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One may wonder why the constituent of 1867 granted to parliament exclusive
jurisdiction over marriage and divorce. It seems that it was for religious reasons.
Under section 185 of Lower Canada's civil code, marriage could only be dissolved
by the natural death of one of the spouses. That principle was accepted by the
overwhelming mgjority of Catholic Quebecers—

might add *‘practising” Catholic Quebecers.

—Protestants wanted the opposite, namely to allow the Canadian parliament to
legislate divorce.

Even at the time, there was a clear difference between Quebec and
the rest of Canada.

Hence section 91.26 of the Constitution Act of 1867, which gives exclusive
jurisdiction to the Parliament of Canada over marriage and divorce.

® (1345)

What may have been appropriate back in 1867 no longer is.
Religion does not have as much importance as it used to, and our
legislation should reflect this redlity.

Let me quote again Senator Beaudoin's remarks:

The question begs to be asked: Should the jurisdiction over marriage and divorce
be given to the provinces, so that Quebec could have more control over its family
law, an important part of its private law which is different from that of other
provinces?

That is another difference that should be considered.

Some experts see advantages in leaving this jurisdiction under
section 91. Decentralization here would be a paradox, in their view,
while our neighbours to the south appear to be moving toward
centralization. Americans are not alone. Our friends in the west
would aso like to centralize.

Concerning centralization and standardization of divorce laws,
they may be forgetting—and the prime minister should also be
reminded of this—that we have to different legal systems in
Canada, and the arguments supporting their position may be alittle
less convincing in Canada. That is what Senator Beaudoin was
saying back in 1990.

The Bloc Quebecois did participate in this joint committee,
because the problem of children in family with relational difficul-
ties is indeed a serious issue. But our opinion is that the whole
jurisdiction over divorce should be given back to the provinces.
Quebec's family law reflects its own circumstances and meets the
needs of its citizens. Counselling has been available to couples for
a long time. Spouses freely choose to use these services. In this
area just like in so many others, things can change only if people
really want them to change.

| am sorry to inform the House that Bill C-235 will not be
supported by my colleagues or by the Bloc Quebecois.

Ms. Diane St-Jacques (Shefford, PC): Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to rise on behalf of the Progressive Conservative Party to
take part in this debate.

Private Members' Business

The member for Mississauga South raises an issue which
deserves our consideration. Bill C-235 proposes to amend the
Divorce Act to provide counselling to spouses before a divorce is
granted. The marriage counsellor would act as a mediator between
the spouses. Fortunately, a few exceptions worth mentioning were
included in the hill.

Counselling would not be provided in cases where the grounds
for divorce are physical or mental cruelty, in cases where the court
is satisfied that counselling would be inappropriate or serve no
purpose and in cases where one party refuses to take part in such
counselling.

The summary of Bill C-235 says that this amendment would
require spouses to attend marriage counselling before a divorce is
granted. However, this requirement is not stated in the bill itself. |
hope the sponsor of the bill will be able to clarify this point in his
reply at the end of the debate.

Divorceisareal problem in Canada and the main victims are not
the adults, but the children. | sat on the Special Joint Committee on
Child Custody and Access, which did a comprehensive study of the
issue of divorce.

Starting in December 1997, this committee, made up of parlia-
mentarians from both Houses, set out to meet a formidable
challenge, namely to consider issues relating to child custody and
access arrangements after a separation or divorce, focusing mainly
on the needs and the best interests of the children.

® (1350)

Bill C-235, however, proposes that action be taken before a
divorce is granted. The members of the specia joint committee
hoped that their report’s recommendations would promote the
emergence of a sensitive culture in order to avoid conflicts instead
of worsening them.

Our colleague from Mississauga South also wants to avoid this
kind of conflict. He wants a mediation system to be put in place
before a divorce is granted, and not after.

Therefore, the intent of the member for Mississauga South is
very praiseworthy. If we can reduce the number of family break-
downs in Canada, we will have accomplished much good, particu-
larly for the vulnerable ones, our children.

On the subject of children, the Special Joint Committee on Child
Care discovered that, according Statistics Canada, because of a
high divorce rate, more than 47,000 children were covered by
custody orders pursuant to the Divorce Act, in 1994 and 1995.
Consequently, many children saw their home life changed. When
parents get remarried or find new partners after a divorce, things
get even more complicated for children. Close to 75% of divorced
men and women get remarried, and the children from their first
marriage have to develop new relations with their stepparents.
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Here is another statistic worth mentioning: 13% of divorces in
1992 marked the failure of a second marriage. Incredibly, some
people think that such instability will not affect children.

The mental health literature, and testimony by young people
especially, convinced the joint committee that divorce has a deep,
and at times disastrous, impact on children.

| believe that most members in this House are aware of the
harmful effects of separation and divorce on the younger members
of our society. Although the solution does not entirely rest with
governments, they can make a difference.

In Quebec, since September 1, 1997, we have had an act similar
to Bill C-235. It makes it compulsory for divorcing couples who
have children to attend at least one information session on the
benefits of mediation. It should be noted that thisis an information
session, not a mediation session. If the parents agree to mediation,
the Quebec government pays for up to six sessions.

In certain cases, for example when there is a history or arisk of
family violence, the Quebec act allows the parties to forgo both the
information sessions on mediation and the mediation itself. The
individual who declines to attend such sessions only has to sign a
consent form that will be forwarded to the court.

Although the Quebec act is specifically geared to future divor-
cees, it shows how useful mediation can be as a dispute resolution
mechanism for couples. In Quebec, the results of mediation are
impressive. Between September 1, 1997, when the act came into
force, and September 30, 1999, close to 20,000 couples with
children took part in mediation sessions. According to the available
data, in at least 73 % of the cases, mediation was successful in
resolving disputes between divorcing or separating Spouses.

We are of course dealing here with spouses who cannot agree on
the terms of the separation or the divorce agreements and on the
future of their children. However, the mediation process could
without any doubt help the spouses who are involved in the
disputes to stay together for the benefit of all the family members.

One of the mgjor advantages of the mediation system is that it
helps both parties to avoid the more adversarial court proceedings
where both parents, accompanied by their lawyers, are more likely
to start making accusations. Accordingly, chances of reconciliation
are much lower there than with a mediator.

Bill C-235 proposes a mechanism to help familiesto stay united.
As long as the legislation does not force a man and a woman to
undergo mediation against their will, the Progressive Conservative
Party would be in favour of Bill C-235.

An in-depth study will have to be made on that subject some day.
It would be interesting to hear what the experts in the field of
mediation and even professional mediators have to say on that.

The Quebec experience in this field is worth looking at. Some
people aso believe that divorce legidation should come under
provincia jurisdiction. Unfortunately, we will not be able to look
into that for now, because the bill proposed by the member for
Mississauga South will not be considered by a parliamentary
committee.

® (1355)
[English]

Mr. John O’Reilly (Haliburton—Victoria—Brock, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | commend the member for Mississauga South and add a
little praise for some of the work he has done in the House,
particularly on Bill C-235. Sometimes we know the parliamentary
secretary is anxious to jump up to get rid of a bill and tell us why
we cannot vote for it. Thisis actually a non-votable item so it does
not really matter what the parliamentary secretary says or what
anyone says.

It is important in life for people to obtain counselling for
divorce, family or any other matter. They need the ability, not
necessarily in legidation, to sit down with someone who is clear
thinking and talk about their problems.

| was disappointed that the statements today of a couple of
people who did not do any counselling bordered on no one being
welcome in Quebec unless he or she speaks pure French, even
though 42% of Quebeckers have Irish backgrounds much like
myself.

Back in my early years as a member of the parole board | do not
believe | counselled anyone over there so | do not have to worry
about them. At that time | looked at the problems of incarcerated
people, people who had been sent to jail. Before sitting down |
would read the case files and note that they came from broken
homes, that they were abused as children, that they dropped out of
school at very early ages, and that they were suffering some type of
substance abuse whether drugs or a cohol. That provided me with a
catchment.

Very early on in my career here | was asked to speak at a
breakfast meeting in Ottawa. | was not sure | was capable of
speaking at it because it was the Parkdale Baptist Church. It sent
around atopic that | was to speak on: the cost of being a Christian
member of parliament.

| looked at it and thought as a Christian and family oriented
person that perhaps | could speak to it, and so | did. | did some
research which showed that at one point in time previous to 1993
the divorce rate anong members of parliament elected for a second
term was at about 75%. | thought that was pretty high compared to
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therest of the country. The last time | checked it was till hovering
around 72% to 75% as a result of a couple of issues.

As a rule members of parliament are elected at a later stage in
their lives. They are moved away from the family unit and operate
in avacuum in this building and in the area that surroundsit. Their
lives become run by the whip’s offices, by the various bills that are
presented, and by the pressures of the media surrounding them.
Probably members of parliament, more than most people, need
counselling and help in coping with everyday life. Certainly when
they are away from home five days a week it plays havoc on the
family.

The basic premise of what the member for Mississauga South
has brought forth both in the book he has written and in the bills he
put before the House is that counselling is very important to the life
cycle, that counselling is probably at the heart of talking out one's
problems.

The member has come forward with a bill that encourages
people to have counselling before they get divorced. In fact, before
they get married there should be counselling.

® (1400)

My wife Marilyn and | took part in the premarriage encounter
course in my hometown of Lindsay. We were worried the first
weekend that we spent at the church with a group of young people
all full of vim and vigour ready to get married. We were shocked
when we found that three couples broke up that weekend. The
ministerial association was delighted and said, “‘What we have
done and what this course has done and what this counselling has
doneisit has prevented divorces. It has prevented broken homes. It
has prevented people from starting a family before they realize
they are not compatible, that they have nothing in common, they
have nothing that they can actually associate with”.

In life, as we know, as soon as people start going together society
starts to pull the couple apart. Whether it is boy scouts, girl guides,
the women'’s leagues, baseball or sports, the forces that people have
to deal with start to pull couples apart. They have to look at how
they are going to handle that.

Couples that are getting married in the church are now told that
they have to attend a premarriage encounter course. That course
involves human sexuality, the legal aspects and spiritual aspects of
marriage and al kinds of things that are important to what my
friend from Mississauga South is trying to get at. When afamily is
established and is functioning as a unit, there are differences. Every
family, whether it is brothers and sisters, husbands and wives,
grandparents or in-laws, has differences. Most of the minor things
can be talked out before they become major things.

The member’s bill would cause the government to look at what it
isin law that should be standard to allow familiesto stay together.

Private Members' Business

Whether it is a certain type of tax deduction which alows more
counselling in marriage or which allows persons to spend more
time at home, all of those things have to do with mental health as
married couples or as common law couples. Fewer people are
getting married and more people are living common law but they
suffer the same problems. Counselling also has advantages in their
lives.

The member for Mississauga South has brought forward some-
thing that causes us as parliamentarians to take alook and say, yes,
counselling is important, marriage is important, common law
relationships are important. People can deal with each other in
situations as a family and go to counselling and talk out their
differences. Bill C-235 is important.

Mr. Speaker, that is either a Roman ordering five beers or you
are telling me my time is up. | want to thank you, Mr. Speaker, for
indicating that.

Parliamentarians should keep in mind that 75% of all marriages
among people elected for a second term end up in divorce or split
homes, split marriages. Members should call home if they have not
lately. They should make sure that they spend some time with their
family so that they do not need the type of legislation the member
is bringing forward and they do not need the type of counselling
that is going to come out of a marriage split-up.

| agree in some ways that divorce may be the end of a long
process. If people talk at the very start, that process ends up being a
very short process but also a very sweet and loving one.

| thank the member for Mississauga South for bringing forward
Bill C-235. | know the member for Scarborough Southwest has
something to say on it, so | will end my speech now.

® (1405)

Mr. Tom Wappel (Scarborough Southwest, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, | am pleased to contribute to the consideration of Bill C-235
today. | take perhaps a different and more personal perspective on
this matter.

| should begin my remarks by saying that prior to becoming a
member of parliament | was alawyer. The bulk of my practice was
civil litigation. A portion of that civil litigation practice pertained
to matrimonia law. Within that matrimonial law sphere, | did my
share of divorces. It was early in my practice and early in the
experience of the Divorce Act newly passed. There were certain
obligations placed on lawyers at that time and they are till in the
act.
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One of the members opposite characterized the duties of the
lawyer as perfunctory. When | was practising law, | considered
those duties to be anything but perfunctory. | thought they were
very important.

It was my obligation as an officer of the court to bring to the
attention of my client, who was either responding to a matrimonial
situation or initiating it, that reconciliation counselling was avail-
able. | had to ask if the client had considered reconciliation
counselling and more to the point, to provide the names of
reconciliation counsellors, the names of arbitrators and that sort of
thing in order to keep the peace within the breaking up family.

That is what | did—

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McClellnad): | am sorry to interrupt
the hon. member for Scarborough Southwest but | had forgotten
that this bill is non-votable. Therefore the mover will get the last
five minutes. If the hon. member for Scarborough Southwest would
give the parliamentary secretary two minutes to get his oar in the
water, we could do that as well. That would give the hon. member
for Scarborough Southwest another three minutes, but it is up to
him.

Mr. Tom Wappel: Mr. Speaker, | will do as you suggest, of
course. Just give me that ordering five beers signal, as my friend
said earlier, and then a countdown on one so | know where | am

going.

Unfortunately | am one of the statistics that my hon. colleague
has talked about. | am separated from my wife and have been for
over two years. There are no divorce proceedings instituted
between us, so this bill would not help us in any way because this
bill pertains to the Divorce Act.

Thisisone of the points | want to make. While lauding my friend
from Mississauga South and al the efforts he has made with
respect to the issues he is talking about, one of the problems with
jurisdiction and the fact that the federal government has jurisdic-
tion over divorce but not over family law per seisthat by the time
people come to use the Divorce Act, in many circumstances sadly it
is already too late.

The hon. member exempts, for example, mental and physical
cruelty from his bill. If there are grounds, for example, of adultery
or some other matrimonial offence, people are so angry at that
point they are not thinking about reconciliation. A one year
separation is now grounds for divorce but when | was practising it
was three years. By then in many instances it is too late.

The other thing | would like to mention very briefly about the
reconciliation issue is that when the hon. member for Mississauga
South was speaking, he was talking about this being for the benefit

of children. It is absolutely critical that that principle be recog-
nized, that it is for the benefit of the children.

In his bill the member talks about the marriage counsellor visits
“with a view to assisting them to achieve areconciliation”. | want
to draw to the attention of the hon. member that there isin fact no
mention of children in his bill. Perhaps it should read ‘“*assisting
them to achieve a reconciliation and/or to facilitate the lives of the
children with respect to the unfortunate break up of the marriage”.
| draw that to the hon. member’s attention because | know that is
his primary concern.

® (1410)

Mr. John Maloney (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Justice and Attorney General of Canada, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we
have heard today from many parliamentarians on the merits of
counselling, and the government takes no issue with that. The issue
is mandatory counselling. In order to consider the merits of Bill
C-235, we have to compare the current Divorce Act to see what it
would add.

There are currently several sections in the Divorce Act that
aready refer to reconciliation. For example, section 10 requiresthe
court to assess the possibility of areconciliation of the spouses that
come before it.

Pursuant to subsection 10(1), the court must satisfy itself that
there is no possibility of reconciliation of the spouses before the
court can even consider the evidence on the matter.

Subsection 10(2) provides that if it appears a any stage of the
court proceedings that there is a possibility of the spouses reconcil-
ing, the court must adjourn the proceedings and nominate a
marriage counsellor to assist the spouses to achieve this reconcilia-
tion if it is possible.

Bill C-235 does not refer to section 10 but rather proposes to
replace section 9(1) of the Divorce Act. As | have aready noted,
section 9(1) currently creates a duty for all legal advisorsto inform
spouses of the available marital counselling services.

Specificaly, section 9(1) requires every barrister, solicitor,
lawyer or advocate who undertakes to act on behalf of the spouses
in adivorce proceeding to do two things: first, to draw the attention
of the spouse to the provisions of the Divorce Act that have as their
object the reconciliation of the spouses; and second, to discuss with
the spouse the possibility of reconciliation and to inform the spouse
of the marriage counselling or guidance facilities known to him or
her that might be able to assist the spouses to achieve reconcilia-
tion. This duty isimposed unless the circumstances of the case are
such that it would clearly not be appropriate to do so.

There may also be constitutional and cost implications associat-
ed with requiring mandatory marriage counselling for all divorcing
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couples. Counselling can be expensive and would impose an
additional cost on parents. Provinces and territories could also be
reluctant to co-operate if they viewed this legal requirement as a
federal intrusion into matters of provincia jurisdiction. There
would be a strong expectation that the federal government would
provide the financia funding for those counselling services since
this lega requirement would be imposed on them by the federal
government and it could be very costly.

I commend the member for Mississauga South on his initiative
and his continuing crusade to support family and children. Heisto
be commended for it.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McClelland): | would like to thank
hon. members for being so considerate of each other.

The last five minutes of the debate will go to the mover of the
motion, the hon. member for Mississauga South.

Mr. Paul Szabo (Mississauga South, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | want
to thank all hon. colleagues who participated in the debate.

It is an important issue to keep bringing before the House. Thisis
the third time | have had this bill before the House. | want to
address some of the comments made by hon. members.

| want to thank the member for Surrey Central for his kind
remarks and support for the intent of the bill. | stress intent of the
bill because certainly as a private member'sitemiit is quite difficult
for an individual bill to be as comprehensive as say, for instance,
the specia joint Commons-Senate committee on custody and
access. This is certainly only one part of it.

| thank the Bloc member for Laval Centre for her participation.
We worked very well together in a number of areas. She made
reference to the freedom of individuals. Thisis one of the reasons
why the Divorce Act has to be amended.

Presently, the Divorce Act is structured for individuals, individu-
a rights for the parents. What it does not do and what the
Commons-Senate committee said it should do, is shift the para-
digm and start being child centred and in the best interests of the
children. That is where we disagree on the thrust of divorce law.

| aso point out that | had Quebec particularly in mind on this
because the divorce rate in Quebec is around 70%, whereas it is
less than 50% in the rest of Canada.

| also thank the member for Shefford for her comments. | know
how hard she has worked on the special joint committee. She raised
with me the issue of whether it was mandatory or obligatoire. In the
report of the custody and access committee, recommendation

Private Members' Business

No. 10 recommends that all parents seeking parenting orders be
required to participate in an education program obligatoire; custo-
dy and access report. So the member should be clear, this is
mandatory counselling. It is aready in the existing law.

® (1415)

| think it is outstanding with the breadth of knowledge and
experience that we have in this place that members such as the hon.
member for Haliburton—Victoria—Brock can rise and share the
experience he has obtained from his work before he came to the
House. | really appreciate his words of encouragement and his
support for some sort of constructive intervention.

The member for Scarborough Southwest is one of the most
knowledgeable people regarding legidative crafting. | take his
comments constructively. | hope the issue will continue to be alive.
When | bring this issue back to the House, | will be sure to consult
with the member to ensure that children will be foremost in the bill.

| understand the points the parliamentary secretary has raised. |
understand that the government has already indicated that it is
supportive of educational programs for children. | find that very
encouraging.

Unfortunately, this bill is not votable. The important thing is that
the bill raises the importance of children and the impact of divorce
and family breakdown on them. | think it is always a good time to
bring this issue before Canadians.

| want to conclude my comments simply by quoting from a
review of the book The Divorce Culture by a woman who is quite
experienced in this. She said:

You think your kids will bounce back from divorce? Guess again. Divorce is less
like a cold for children than a serious chronic disease. You think you will eventually
repartner and create a new family unit and kids will live happily ever after? Forget
it. .. .Not all children of divorce are doomed but in just about every way we have to
measure such things, divorce has hurt children.

Again, | thank all hon. members. | look forward to bringing this
bill back before the House and the Canadian people in the best
interests of our children.

[Trandation]

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

It being 2.17 p.m., the House stands adjourned until next
Monday at 11 am., pursuant to Standing Order 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 2.17 p.m.)
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Bakopanos, Eleni .............. . Ahuntsic .................. Quebec ............. Lib.
Barnes, SUE . ... LondonWest .............. Ontario ............. Lib.
Beaumier, Colleen .......... ... Brampton West — Mississauga Ontario ............. Lib.
Bélair, Réginald ............ ... . . Timmins— JamesBay ..... Oontario ............. Lib.
Bélanger, Mauril, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Canadian

Heritage ... Ottawa— Vanier .......... Ontario ............. Lib.
Bellehumeur, Michel ........ ... .. .. Berthier — Montcalm ... ... Quebec ............. BQ
Bellemare, Eugene, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for

International CoOPeration . ...........ccouiuiriienrienennan.n. Carleton — Gloucester ..... Ontario ............. Lib.
Bennett, Carolyn ...t StPaul’'s ... Ontario ............. Lib.
Benoit, LEONE. ... ... Lakeland .................. Alberta ............. Ref.
Bergeron, Stéphane .............. Verchéres— Les—Patriotes .  Quebec ............. BQ
Bernier, Gilles . ... Tobigue — Mactaquac ... .. New Brunswick ..... PC
BENIiEr, YVaAN .. Bonaventure — Gaspé — Tles—

dela-Madeleine— Pabok ..  Quebec ............. BQ

Bertrand, Robert, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National

DEfENCE . .. Pontiac — Gatineau — Labelle Quebec ............. Lib.
Bevilacqua, MaUrizio . ... Vaughan — King— Aurora  Ontario ............. Lib.
Bigras, Bernard .. ... ... Rosemont ................. Quebec ............. BQ
Blaikie, Bill ... .. Winnipeg — Transcona .... Manitoba ........... NDP
Blondin—Andrew, Hon. Ethel, Secretary of State (Children and Youth) Western Arctic ............ Northwest Territories. Lib.
Bonin, Raymond . ........... .. Nickel Belt ................ ontario ............. Lib.
Bonwick, Paul .. ... Simcoe—Grey ........... ontario ............. Lib.
Borotsik, RICK . ... Brandon — Souris ......... Manitoba ........... PC
Boudria, Hon. Don, Leader of the Government in the House of Glengarry — Prescott —

COMIMONS ... e e Russell ................... ontario ............. Lib.
Bradshaw, Hon. Claudette, Minister of Labour .................... Moncton — Riverview —

Dieppe.................... New Brunswick ..... Lib

Breitkreuz, Cliff ... . Yellowhead ............... Alberta ............. Ref.
Breitkreuz, Garry ......... .. Yorkton — Melville........ Saskatchewan ....... Ref.

Brien, Pierre. ... Témiscamingue ............ Quebec ............. BQ



Province of Political
Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Brison, SCOMt ... ..o Kings—Hants ............ Nova Scotia ......... PC
Brown, Bonnie, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Human
Resources Development ... Oakville .................. Ontario ............. Lib.
Bryden, John . ... ... . Wentworth — Burlington ... Ontario ............. Lib.
Bulte, Sarmite .. ... Parkdale — High Park ... .. .. Ontario ............. Lib.
BYrne Gerry . Humber — St. Barbe — Baie
Verte ... Newfoundland . ... ... Lib.
Caccig, Hon. Charles ........ ... ... i, Davenport................. Ontario ............. Lib.
Cadman, ChucK . ... Surrey North .............. British Columbia .... Ref.
Calder, MUITAY . ... e Dufferin — Peel —
Wellington — Grey ........ Ontario ............. Lib.
Cannis, John, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Industry . ...... Scarborough Centre ........ Ontario ............. Lib.
Canuel, RENE ... .. Matapédia— Matane ...... Quebec ............. BQ
Caplan, Elinor, Minister of Citizenship and Immigration ........... Thornhill .................. Ontario ............. Lib.
Cardin, SErge . ..o Sherbrooke ................ Quebec ............. BQ
Carrall, Aileen . ... Barrie— Simcoe — Bradford Ontario ............. Lib.
Casey, Bill ... Cumberland — Colchester .. NovaScotia......... PC
Casson, RICK ... . Lethbridge ................ Alberta ............. Ref.
Catterall, Marlene . . ... OttavaWest — Nepean .... Ontario ............. Lib.
Cauchon, Hon. Martin, Minister of National Revenue and Secretary of
State (Economic Development Agency of Canada for the Regions
Of QUEDEC) ...t Outremont ................ Quebec ............. Lib.
Chamberlain,Brenda.............. .. i Guelph — Wellington . .. . .. Ontario ............. Lib.
Chan, Hon. Raymond, Secretary of State (Asia-Pacific) ............ Richmond ................. British Columbia .... Lib.
Charbonneau, Yvon, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Health..  Anjou — Riviére-des—Prairies Quebec ............. Lib.
Chatters, David . ... Athabasca................. Alberta ............. Ref.
Chrétien, Right Hon. Jean, Prime Minister ........................ Saint-Maurice ............. Quebec ............. Lib.
Chrétien, Jean—GUy ..........ooiriiii i Frontenac — Mégantic ... .. Quebec ............. BQ
Clouthier, HEC . .. ... Renfrew — Nipissing —
Pembroke ................. ontario ............. Lib.
Coderre, Denis, Secretary of State (Amateur Sport) ................ Bourassa.................. Quebec ............. Lib.
Collenette, Hon. David M., Minister of Transport .................. DonValleyEast ........... Oontario ............. Lib.
COMUZZI, JOB . . o ettt et e e e Thunder Bay — Superior
North ..................... ontario ............. Lib.
Copps, Hon. Sheila, Minister of Canadian Heritage ................ HamiltonEast ............. ontario ............. Lib.
Cotler, IrWin . . ... Mount Royal .............. Quebec ............. Lib.
Créte, Paul ... ... . Kamouraska — Riviére—du—
Loup — Témiscouata—
LesBasques............... Quebec ............. BQ
Cullen, Roy, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Finance ........ Etobicoke North ........... ontario ............. Lib.
Cumming, JOhN .. ... Delta— South Richmond . . . British Columbia .... Ref.
Dalphond-Guiral, Madeleine . .................. ... ... L. Laval Centre .............. Quebec ............. BQ
Davies, Libby ....... ... Vancouver East ............ British Columbia .... NDP
deSavoye Pierre ... .. Portneuf .................. Quebec ............. BQ
Debien, Maud ....... ... .. Laval East ................ Quebec ............. BQ
Degarlais, BeV ... Churchill .................. Manitoba ........... NDP
Desrochers, Odina ... Lotbiniére................. Quebec ............. BQ
DeVillers, Paul ............. i SimcoeNorth ............. Ontario ............. Lib.
Dhaliwal, Hon. Harbance Singh, Minister of Fisheriesand Oceans .. Vancouver South— Burnaby  British Columbia .... Lib.
Dion, Hon. Stéphane, President of the Queen’s Privy Council for
Canada and Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs.............. Saint—Laurent — Cartierville  Quebec ............. Lib.
Discepola, NICK . .. ..o Vaudreuil — Soulanges .... Quebec ............. Lib.
Dockrill, Michelle ......... .. . Brasd Or — Cape Breton .. NovaScotia......... NDP
Doyle, Norman ...... ..o St. John'sEast ............. Newfoundland ... .... PC
Dromisky, Stan, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Transport ...  Thunder Bay — Atikokan .. Ontario ............. Lib.



Province of Political

Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Drouin, Claude . .........c.coiiiii Beauce ................... Quebec ............. Lib.
DUbE, ANtOINE . ...t L évis-et—Chutes-de-la—

Chaudiere ................. Quebec ............. BQ
DUDE, JEaN . ... Madawaska — Restigouche . New Brunswick ..... PC
Duceppe, Gilles. ... ..o Laurier — Sainte-Marie .... Quebec ............. BQ
Duhamel, Hon. Ronald J., Secretary of State (Western Economic

Diversification)(Francophonie) ............... ... ... ... .. .... Saint Boniface............. Manitoba ........... Lib.
Dumas, MaUriCe ... ..o Argenteuil — Papineau —

Mirabel ................... Quebec ............. BQ
Duncan, JohN . ... Vancouver Island North . ... British Columbia .... Ref.
Earle, GOrdon . ...... ... Halifax West .............. NovaScotia ......... NDP
Easter, Wayne . ... Malpeque ................. Prince Edward Island .  Lib.
Eggleton, Hon. Arthur C., Minister of National Defence............ YorkCentre ............... Oontario ............. Lib.
Elley, Reed . ... ... Nanaimo — Cowichan ..... British Columbia .... Ref.
Epp, KN . Elkidand ................. Alberta ............. Ref.
Finlay, John ... ... Oxford.................... Oontario ............. Lib.
Folco, Raymonde ... Laval West ................ Quebec ............. Lib.
Fontana, Joe....... ... ..ot London North Centre....... .. Ontario ............. Lib.
Forseth, Paul ....... ... ... . .. . New Westminster —

Coquitlam — Burnaby ..... British Columbia .... Ref.
Fournier, Ghislain. .......... ... ... i Manicouagan .............. Quebec ............. BQ
Fry, Hon. Hedy, Secretary of State (Multiculturalism)(Status of

WOMEN) . Vancouver Centre.......... British Columbia Lib.
Gagliano, Hon. Alfonso, Minister of Public Works and Government  gzint—L éonard — Saint—

SEIVICES i Michel .................... Quebec ............. Lib.
Gagnon, Christiane. ... Québec ................... Quebec ............. BQ
Gallaway, ROGEr ... ..o Sarnia— Lambton ......... Ontario ............. Lib.
Gauthier, Michel ....... ... ... . . Roberval .................. Quebec ............. BQ
Gilmour, Bill .. ... Nanaimo — Alberni ........ British Columbia Ref.
Girard-Bujold, Jocelyne . ... Jonquiére ................. Quebec ............. BQ
Godfrey, John .. ... Don Valley West .......... ontario ............. Lib.
Godin, MaUIiCe . . ... 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

responsible for the Canadian Wheat Board . .................... Wascana .................. Saskatchewan ... .... Lib.
GOUK, JIM . Kootenay — Boundary —

Okanagan ................. British Columbia .... Ref.
Graham, Bill . ....... . Toronto Centre— Rosedale.  Ontario ............. Lib.
Gray, Hon. Herb, Deputy Prime Minister ......................... Windsor West ............. Ontario ............. Lib.
Grewal, GUIMAaNt .. ... i Surrey Central ............. British Columbia Ref.
Grey,Deborah .. ... o Edmonton North ........... Alberta ............. Ref.
GrOSE, VAN . .. Oshawa ................... Ontario ............. Lib.
Gruending, Dennis ............ Saskatoon — Rosetown —

Biggar .................... Saskatchewan .. ..... NDP
Guarnieri, AIDiNa . ........ .o MississaugaEast ........... Ontario ............. Lib.
Guay, MONIQUE . . ..o Laurentides ............... Quebec ............. BQ
Guimond, Michel ...... ... .. . Beauport — Montmorency —

Cote-de—Beaupré — lle-

dOrléans ................. Quebec ............. BQ
Hanger, Art ..o Cagary Northeast .......... Alberta ............. Ref.
Harb, Mac ... OttawaCentre ............. Ontario ............. Lib.
Hardy, LOUiSe . ... ... Yukon .................... Yukon ............. NDP
Harris, Richard M. ... ... ... Prince George — Bulkley

valey .................... British Columbia .... Ref.



Province of Political
Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Hart, Jim .. Okanagan — Coquihalla....  British Columbia .... Ref.
Harvard, John . ......... .. Charleswood St. James —
Assiniboia ................ Manitoba ........... Lib.
Harvey, André . .. ... Chicoutimi ................ Quebec ............. PC
Herron, John .. .o Fundy —Royal ............ New Brunswick ..... PC
Hill, Grant . ... Macleod .................. Alberta ............. Ref.
Hill, Jay Prince George — Peace River  British Columbia .... Ref.
Hilstrom, Howard . ...... ... .. Selkirk — Interlake ........ Manitoba ........... Ref.
Hoeppner, JaKeE. . ... .. Portage— Lisgar .......... Manitoba ........... :?ngf
Hubbard, Charles ......... ... . Miramichi ................. New Brunswick ..... Lib.
lanno, Tony, Parliamentary Secretary to President of the Treasury
Board . ... ... Trinity — Spadina ......... ontario ............. Lib.
Iftody, David, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Indian Affairsand
Northern Development ................. . i Provencher ................ Manitoba ........... Lib.
Jackson, Ovid L. ... Bruce—Grey ............. Oontario ............. Lib.
Jaffer, Rahim ... ... Edmonton — Strathcona.... Alberta ............. Ref.
Jennings, Marlene. ... Notre-Dame-de-Gréce —
Lachine................... Quebec ............. Lib.
Johnston, Dale . ... Wetaskiwin ............... Alberta ............. Ref.
JONES, JIM .. Markham ................. Ontario ............. PC
Jordan, JOB . . ... Leeds— Grenville ......... Ontario ............. Lib.
Karetak—Lindell, Nancy ........... ... Nunavut .................. Nunavut ............ Lib.
Karygiannis, Jim . ... Scarborough — Agincourt ..  Ontario ............. Lib.
Keddy, Gerald . ... South Shore ............... Nova Scotia ......... PC
Kenney, Jason . ... Calgary Southeast .......... Alberta ............. Ref.
Kerpan, Allan .. ... Blackstrap ................ Saskatchewan ....... Ref.
Keyes, Stan ... ... HamiltonWest ............ Oontario ............. Lib.
Kilger, BOD ... Stormont — Dundas —
Charlottenburgh ........... Ontario ............. Lib.
Kilgour, Hon. David, Secretary of State (Latin Americaand Africa) . Edmonton Southeast . ... ... Alberta ............. Lib.
Knutson, Gar, Parliamentary Secretary to Prime Minister ........... Elgin— Middlesex — London Ontario ............. Lib.
Konrad, DEITEK . ... Prince Albert .............. Saskatchewan ....... Ref.
Kraft Sloan, Karen . ... e York North................ ontario ............. Lib.
Laliberte, RICK . . ... Churchill River ............ Saskatchewan ....... NDP
Lalonde Francine . ............o i Mercier ................... Quebec ............. BQ
Lastewka, Walt . ... St. Catharines ............. Ontario ............. Lib.
Laurin, RENé .. ... .. Joliette.................... Quebec ............. BQ
Lavigne, Raymond ....... ... .. i Verdun — Saint—Henri ... .. Quebec ............. Lib.
Lebel, Ghislain ... Chambly .................. Quebec ............. BQ
Lee, Derek, Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the Government in the
House of COmMMONS ...t Scarborough — Rouge River ~ Ontario ............. Lib.
Lefebvre, REean .. ... Champlain ................ Quebec ............. Ind.
Leung, SOphia .. ... Vancouver Kingsway ...... British Columbia .... Lib.
Lill,Wendy ... Dartmouth ................ NovaScotia ......... NDP
Limoges, RICK . ... ... Windsor — St. Clair ....... Ontario ............. Lib.
Lincoln, Clifford . ... ... Lac-Saint-Louis........... Quebec ............. Lib.
Longfield, Judi, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Labour .. .. .. Whitby — Ajax ............ ontario ............. Lib.
Loubier, YVan .. ... Saint—Hyacinthe— Bagot .. Quebec ............. BQ
Lowther, EriC. ... Calgary Centre ............ Alberta ............. Ref.
LUNN, GarY .o Saanich — Gulf Islands . ... British Columbia .... Ref.
MacAulay, Hon. Lawrence, Solicitor General of Canada ........... Cadigan.................. Prince Edward Island .  Lib.
MacKay, Peter . ... .o Pictou — Antigonish —

Guysborough .............. NovaScotia . ........ PC



Name of Member

Mahoney, Steve
Malhi, Gurbax Singh

Maloney, John, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Justice and
Attorney General of Canada. ...l
Mancini, Peter
Manley, Hon. John, Minister of Industry ..........................
Manning, Preston, Leader of the Opposition
Marceau, Richard
Marchand, Jean—Paull
Mark, Inky
Marleau, Hon. Diane
Martin, Keith
Martin, Pat
Martin, Hon. Paul, Minister of Finance
Matthews, Bill
Mayfield, Philip
McClelland, lan, Deputy Chairman of Committees of the Whole .. ..
McCormick, Larry

McDonough, Alexa

McGuire, Joe, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Agriculture and

Agri—Food
McKay, John
McLellan, Hon. Anne, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of

Canada
McNally, Grant
McTeague, Dan . .. ...
McWhinney, Ted
Ménard, Réal
Mercier, Paul
Meredith, Va

Mifflin, Hon. Fred

Milliken, Peter, Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees of the

Whole
Mills, Bob
Mills, DENNIS . . .o
Minna, Hon. Maria, Minister for International Cooperation

Mitchell, Hon. Andy, Secretary of State (Rural Development)(Federal

Economic Development Initiative for Northern Ontario) .........
Morrison, Lee
Muise, Mark
Murray, lan
Myers, Lynn
Nault, Hon. Robert D., Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern

Development
Normand, Hon. Gilbert, Secretary of State (Science, Research and

Development)
Nunziata, JONN . .. ... o
Nystrom, HONn. LOrNe . .. ... e

O'Brien, Lawrence D., Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Fisheries

AN OCEANS . . .. o e

Province of Political
Constituency Constituency Affiliation
MississaugaWest .......... ontario ............. Lib.
Bramalea— Gore —
Malton — Springdale ...... Ontario ............. Lib.
Erie— Lincoln ............ ontario ............. Lib.
Sydney — Victoria......... NovaScotia ... ...... NDP
OttawaSouth .............. ontario ............. Lib.
Calgary Southwest ......... Alberta ............. Ref.
Charlesbourg .............. Quebec ............. BQ
QuébecEast ............... Quebec ............. BQ
Dauphin — Swan River .... Manitoba ........... Ref.
Sudbury ... ontario ............. Lib.
Esquimalt — JuandeFuca ..  British Columbia .... Ref.
Winnipeg Centre........... Manitoba ........... NDP
LaSale—Emard .......... Quebec ............. Lib.
Burin — St. George's ...... Newfoundland . ... ... Lib.
Cariboo — Chilcotin ... ... British Columbia .... Ref.
Edmonton Southwest . .. .. .. Alberta ............. Ref.
Hastings — Frontenac —
Lennox and Addington ... .. Ontario ............. Lib.
Halifax ................... Nova Scotia . ........ NDP
Egmont ................... Prince Edward Island . Lib.
Scarborough East .......... Ontario ............. Lib.
Edmonton West ........... Alberta ............. Lib.
Dewdney — Alouette ...... British Columbia .... Ref.
Pickering— Ajax — Uxbridge Ontario ............. Lib.
Vancouver Quadra ......... British Columbia .... Lib.
Hochelaga— Maisonneuve .  Quebec ............. BQ
Terrebonne — Blainville ...  Quebec ............. BQ
South Surrey — White
Rock — Langley ........... British Columbia .... Ref.
Bonavista— Trinity —
Conception ................ Newfoundland ....... Lib.
Kingston and theldlands .... Ontario ............. Lib.
RedDeer ................. Alberta ............. Ref.
Broadview — Greenwood .. Ontario ............. Lib.
Beaches — East York ... ... ontario ............. Lib.
Parry Sound — Muskoka ... Ontario ............. Lib.
CypressHills— Grasslands.  Saskatchewan ....... Ref.
WestNova ................ Nova Scotia ......... PC
Lanark — Carleton ... ... ... ontario ............. Lib.
Waterloo — Wellington .... Ontario ............. Lib.
Kenora— Rainy River ..... Oontario ............. Lib.
Bellechasse — Etchemins —
Montmagny — L'Idlet ...... Quebec ............. Lib.
York South— Weston .. ... Ontario ............. Ind.
Regina— Qu'Appelle... ... Saskatchewan ....... NDP
Labrador .................. Newfoundland . ... ... Lib.



Province of Political
Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
O'Brien, Pat . ... London — Fanshawe .. ..... ontario ............. Lib.
OReilly,John . ... Haliburton — Victoria—
Brock..................... ontario ............. Lib.
Obhrai, Deepak .. ... ..o CdgaryEast .............. Alberta ............. Ref.
Pagtakhan, Rey D. ... Winnipeg North— St. Paul . Manitoba ........... Lib.
Pankiw, JIM ... Saskatoon — Humboldt .... Saskatchewan ....... Ref.
Paradis, Denis, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Foreign Affairs Brome — Missisquoi .. .. ... Quebec ............. Lib.
Parent, Hon. Gilbert, Speaker .............. ... ... ... ... NiagaraCentre ............ Ontario ............. Lib.
Parrish, Carolyn, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Public Works
and Government SErVICES .. ...ov it Mississauga Centre ........ ontario ............. Lib.
Patry, Bernard . ... Pierrefonds — Dollard .. ... Quebec ............. Lib.
Penson, Charlie . ... PeaceRiver ............... Alberta ............. Ref.
Peric, JanKo .. ... Cambridge ................ Ontario ............. Lib.
Perron, GIllES-A. ... o Riviére-des-Mille-lles . .... Quebec ............. BQ
Peterson, Hon. Jim, Secretary of State (International Financial
INSLEULIONS) ...t e 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 ... . Hamilton Mountain ........ Ontario ............. Lib.
Picard, Pauline .......... ... .. Drummond ................ Quebec ............. BQ
Pickard, Jerry .. ... Chatham — KentEssex .... Ontario ............. Lib.
Rillitteri, Gary ...t NiagaraFals .............. Oontario ............. Lib.
Plamondon, LOUIS. . ...t 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 . ... Palliser ................... Saskatchewan ....... NDP
Proud, GEOrge . ... Hillsborough .............. Prince Edward Island . Lib.
Proulx, Marcel . ... Hull — Aylmer ............ Quebec ............. Lib.
Provenzano, Carmen .. ............oouiiiiiii i Sault Ste. Marie ........... Oontario ............. Lib.
Ramsay, JaCk .. ... Crowfoot ................. Alberta ............. Ref.
Redman, Karen . ... Kitchener Centre............ Oontario ............. Lib.
Reed, JUlian . ... Haton .................... Oontario ............. Lib.
Reynolds, John ... ... West Vancouver — Sunshine
Coast .................o. British Columbia .... Ref.
Richardson, John .............o i Perth — Middlesex ........ ontario ............. Lib.
RIS, NEISON . ... Kamloops, Thompson and
Highland Valleys .......... British Columbia .... NDP
RiItZ, GOITY Battlefords — Lloydminster . Saskatchewan ....... Ref.
Robillard, Hon. Lucienne, President of the Treasury Board and Minister
responsible for Infrastructure . ............... ... o il Westmount — Ville-Marie .  Quebec ............. Lib.
Robinson, Svend J. ... Burnaby — Douglas ....... British Columbia .... NDP
Rocheleau, YVES . . ... Trois-Riviéres ............. Quebec ............. BQ
Rock, Hon. Allan, Minister of Health ............................ Etobicoke Centre .......... Ontario ............. Lib.
Saada, Jacques, Parliamentary Secretary to Solicitor General of Canada Brossard — LaPrairie .. .. .. Quebec ............. Lib.
Sauvageau, Benoit . ... Repentigny ................ Quebec ............. BQ
Schmidt, WErner . ... Kelowna .................. British Columbia .... Ref.
Scott, HoN. Andy . ..o Fredericton ................ New Brunswick ..... Lib.
Seott, MiKe . ..o Skeena.................... British Columbia .... Ref.
SEKOra, LOU ..o Port Moody — Coquitlam —
Port Coquitlam ............ British Columbia .... Lib.
Serré, Benott ... ... Timiskaming — Cochrane ..  Ontario ............. Lib.
SOr0, JUAY .. York West ................ Oontario ............. Lib.



Province of Political
Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Shepherd, AleX . ... Durham................... ontario ............. Lib.
Solberg, MoNnte ... ... MedicineHat .............. Alberta ............. Ref.
Solomon, JONN . . ... Regina— Lumsden — Lake
Centre ..............out Saskatchewan ... .... NDP
Speller, Bob, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for International Haldimand — Norfolk —
Trade ..o Brant ..................... ontario ............. Lib.
St. Denis, Brent, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Natural
RESOUICES ... Algoma— Manitoulin .. ... Oontario ............. Lib.
St—Hilaire, Caroline ... Longueuil ................. Quebec ............. BQ
St—Jacques, Diane . . ....o oo Shefford .................. Quebec ............. PC
SEIUIEN, GUY ..o Abitibi — Baie-James —
Nunavik .................. Quebec ............. Lib.
Steckle, Paul ... Huron—Bruce............ Ontario ............. Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Christine . ............ . Northumberland ........... Ontario ............. Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Jane, Minister of Human Resources Development .... Brant ..................... Ontario ............. Lib.
SHNSON, Darrel ... Okanagan — Shuswap ..... British Columbia .... Ref.
Stoffer, Peter ... ... Sackville — Musquodoboit
Valley — Eastern Shore .... NovaScotia ......... NDP
Strahl, Chuck ....... ... FraserValey .............. British Columbia .... Ref.
Szabo, Pall ... .. Mississauga South ......... Oontario ............. Lib.
Telegdi, Andrew, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Citizenship
and Immigration . ...........o Kitchener — Waterloo ..... Ontario ............. Lib.
Thibeault, Yolande, Assistant Deputy Chairman of Committees of the
Whole ... Saint-Lambert ............. Quebec ............. Lib.
Thompson, Greg . .. ... e New Brunswick Southwest..  New Brunswick ..... PC
Thompson, MYron . ........ ..o e WildRose ................ Alberta ............. Ref.
Torsney, Paddy, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of the
Environment ... .. . Burlington ................ Ontario ............. Lib.
Tremblay, Stéphan .............. Lac-Saint-Jean ............ Quebec ............. BQ
Tremblay, SUZaNNe. . ... ... Rimouski — Mitis ......... Quebec ............. BQ
Turp, Daniel ... Beauharnois— Salaberry ... Quebec ............. BQ
Ur, ROSE-Marie. ... Lambton — Kent —
Middlesex ................. ontario ............. Lib.
Valeri, TONY .. Stoney Creek .............. ontario ............. Lib.
Vanclief, Hon. Lyle, Minister of Agriculture and Agri—Food . ....... Prince Edward — Hastings . Ontario ............. Lib.
Vautour, ANgela . . ... Beausgour — Petitcodiac...  New Brunswick ..... PC
Velacott, MauriCe ...........ouuiiii i Wanuskewin .............. Saskatchewan ....... Ref.
Venne Pierrette ... Saint—-Bruno — Saint—-Hubert Quebec ............. BQ
Volpe Joseph ... ... Eglinton — Lawrence ...... ontario ............. Lib.
WapPEl, TOM .. Scarborough Southwest . . . .. Ontario ............. Lib.
Wasylycia—Leis, Judy ...t Winnipeg North Centre . . . .. Manitoba ........... NDP
Wayne ElSie . ... SaintJohn................. New Brunswick ..... PC
Whelan, SUSan . ... ... EsseX ..., Ontario ............. Lib.
White, Randy . ... Langley — Abbotsford ... .. British Columbia Ref.
White, Ted .. ... North Vancouver .......... British Columbia Ref.
Wilfert, Bryon ... ..o Oak Ridges ............... Ontario ............. Lib.
Williams, JONN .. ... St Albert ... Alberta ............. Ref.
Wood, Bob, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Veterans Affairs ~ Nipissing ................. Ontario ............. Lib.

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

Party; PC—Progressive Conservative; Ind.—| ndependent.

Anyone wishing to communicate with House of Common
Member’s constituency or Parliament Hill offices.

s membersisinvited to communicate with either the
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Political
Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
ALBERTA (26)
ADIONCZY, DIaNe . ... Calgary — NoseHill ................. Ref.
ANders, ROD .. ..o CalgaryWest ...t Ref.
Benoit, LEON E. . . ... Lakeland .............oo Ref.
Braitkreuz, Cliff ... Yellowhead ......................... Ref.
Cass0N, RICK ... Lethbridge .......................... Ref.
Chatters, David . . ... Athabasca........................... Ref.
Epp, KN . . Elklsland .............. .. .. ... Ref.
Goldring, Pater . ..o EdmontonEast ...................... Ref.
Grey, Deborah .. ... EdmontonNorth ..................... Ref.
Hanger, At Calgary Northeast . ................... Ref.
Hill, Grant .. ... Macleod ... Ref.
Jaffer, RANIM ... Edmonton — Strathcona.............. Ref.
JONNSION, Dale . ... Wetaskiwin ......................... Ref.
Kenney, Jason ... ... Calgary Southeast . ................... Ref.
Kilgour, Hon. David, Secretary of State (Latin Americaand Africa) ............... Edmonton Southeast ................. Lib.
LOWENEr, EFC . ..o Cagary Centre .............ooovnnn Ref.
Manning, Preston, Leader of the Opposition ................ccoiiiiiiiiiiiin... Calgary Southwest ................... Ref.
McClelland, lan, Deputy Chairman of Committees of theWhole .................. Edmonton Southwest ................. Ref.
McLellan, Hon. Anne, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada......... EdmontonWest ..................... Lib.
Mills, BOD ... RedDeer ........... ... Ref.
Obhral, Deepak . ...t CagayEast ........................ Ref.
Penson, Charlie . ... PeaceRiver ......................... Ref.
RaMSAY, JACK . . .o Crowfoot ............... ..., Ref.
SOIbErg, MOt . ..o MedicineHat ........................ Ref.
Thompson, MYION .. ... e WildRose .................ccooiat. Ref.
Williams, JONN ... St Albert ... Ref.
BRITISH COLUMBIA (34)
ADDOt, JimM Kootenay — Columbia ............... Ref.
Anderson, Hon. David, Minister of the Environment .....................ccoun... Victoria. ... Lib.
Cadman, ChUCK . . ... e Surrey North ........................ Ref.
Chan, Hon. Raymond, Secretary of State (Asia—Pacific) .......................... Richmond ........................... Lib.
CUMMINS, JONN . .. e e e e Delta— South Richmond ............. Ref.
Davies, Libby ... ... Vancouver East ...................... NDP
Dhaliwal, Hon. Harbance Singh, Minister of FisheriesandOceans ................ Vancouver South— Burnaby ......... Lib.
DUNCaAN, JONN . . ..o Vancouver Island North .............. Ref.
Elley, Reed . ... Nanaimo — Cowichan ............... Ref.
Forseth, Paul .. ... New Westminster — Coquitlam — Ref.
Burnaby ...l
Fry, Hon. Hedy, Secretary of State (Multiculturalism)(Status of Women) ........... Vancouver Centre.................... Lib.
Gilmour, Bill ... Nanaimo—Alberni .................. Ref.
GOUK, JIM . Kootenay — Boundary — Okanagan ... Ref.
Grewal, GUIMANE . ...t Surrey Central ....................... Ref.
Harris, Richard M. ... ... Prince George— Bulkley Valley ...... Ref.
Hart, JiM . Okanagan — Coquihdla.............. Ref.
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Hill, Jay Prince George — Peace River ......... Ref.
LeUNg, SOPNIA . . ..ot Vancouver Kingsway ................ Lib.
LUNN, GaIY .o Saanich—Gulf Idlands .............. Ref.
Martin, Keith . ... Esquimalt — JuandeFuca............ Ref.
Mayfield, Philip ... Cariboo — Chilcotin ................. Ref.
MENaIlY, Grant . .. ..o Dewdney — Alouette ................ Ref.
McEWhIinney, Ted . ... ... Vancouver Quadra ................... Lib.
Meredith, Val ... South Surrey — White Rock — Langley  Ref.
ReyNoIds, JONN ... . West Vancouver — Sunshine Coast ....  Ref.
RIS, NEISON . Kamloops, Thompson and Highland NDP
Valleys ...
Robinson, Svend J. ... ... Burnaby — Douglas ................. NDP
SChMIdt, WEINES . .. Kelowna ............................ Ref.
SCOtt, MK . . Skeena...........il Ref.
SEKOE, LOU ..t Port Moody — Coquitlam — Port Lib.
Coquitlam ................
SHNSON, Damel ... Okanagan— Shuswap ............... Ref.
Strahl, ChuCK . ... FraserValey ........................ Ref.
White, Randy . ... Langley — Abbotsford ............... Ref.
White, Ted .. North Vancouver .................... Ref.
MANITOBA (14)

Alcock, Reg, Parliamentary Secretary to President of the Queen’s Privy Council for

Canada and Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs............................ Winnipeg South ..................... Lib.
Axworthy, Hon. Lloyd, Minister of Foreign Affairs .............................. Winnipeg South Centre ............... Lib.
Blaikie, Bill ... . Winnipeg — Transcona .............. NDP
Borotsik, RICK . ... Brandon— Souris ................... PC
Degarlais, BeV .. ... Churchill ............................ NDP
Duhamel, Hon. Ronald J., Secretary of State (Western Economic

Diversification)(Francophonie) .............. SaintBoniface ....................... Lib.
Harvard, JoNn .. ... . Charleswood St. James— Assiniboia .. Lib.
Hilstrom, Howard . ... ... ..o Selkirk — Interleke .................. Ref.
Hoeppner, JaKE E. . . ... Portage— Lisgar .................... glgf
Iftody, David, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern

DeVEIODMENT . .. Provencher .................... ... .. Lib.
Mark, INKY ... Dauphin — Swan River .............. Ref.
Martin, Pat . ... WinnipegCentre..................... NDP
Pagtakhan, Rey D. ... ... Winnipeg North— St. Paul ........... Lib.
WasylyCia—Leis, JUDY . ... Winnipeg NorthCentre ............... NDP

NEW BRUNSWICK (10)

Bernier, Gilles . ... Tobique— Mactagquac ............... PC
Bradshaw, Hon. Claudette, Minister of Labour ... ... Moncton — Riverview — Dieppe .. ... Lib.
DUDE, JEaN . ... Madawaska — Restigouche ........... PC
GOAiN, Y V0N Acadie—Bathurst ................... NDP
HErron, JONN ..o Fundy —Royal ...................... PC
Hubbard, Charles ........ ... Miramichi ........................... Lib.
SCOtt, HON. ANy ... Fredericton .......................... Lib.

ThOMPSON, GIeQ . ..o ottt e New Brunswick Southwest ............ PC



12

Political
Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
Valtour, ANQEIA . ... Beausgour — Petitcodiac . ............ PC
Wayne, ElSie ... SaintJohn........................... PC
NEWFOUNDLAND (7)
Baker, Hon. George S., Minister of Veterans Affairs and Secretary of State (Atlantic
Canada OpportunitieS AQENCY) .. ..o vttt Gander — Grand Falls ............... Lib.
BYI NG, GEITY .o Humber — St. Barbe— BaieVerte .... Lib.
Doyle, NOrmMaNn .. ... St.John'sEBast ....................... PC
Matthews, Bill ... ... Burin— St. George's ................ Lib.
Mifflin, Hon. Fred .. ... . Bonavista— Trinity — Conception ....  Lib.
O'Brien, Lawrence D., Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Fisheriesand Oceans. Labrador ............................ Lib.
Power, Charli. .. ... St.John'sWest ...................... PC
NORTHWEST TERRITORIES (1)
Blondin-Andrew, Hon. Ethel, Secretary of State (Children and Youth) ............. Western Arctic ...................... Lib.
NOVA SCOTIA (11)
BrisSONn, SCOtt ... ... Kings—Hants ...................... PC
Casey, Bill .. Cumberland — Colchester ............ PC
Dockrill, Michelle . ... ... . Brasd Or — Cape Breton ............ NDP
Earle, GOrdon ... ... HalifaxWest ........................ NDP
Keddy, Gerald . ... SouthShore ......................... PC
LIl Weendy ... Dartmouth .......................... NDP
MacKay, Pty . ..o Pictou — Antigonish — Guysborough .  PC
ManCiNi, PElEr ... Sydney — Victoria................... NDP
McEDONOUGh, ALEXA . ..o Halifax ............................. NDP
MUISE, MarK ..o WestNova ..........cccoviiiinnn.. PC
StOffer, Pater ... Sackville — Musquodoboit Valey — NDP
EasternShore .......................
NUNAVUT (2)
Karetak—Lindell, NanCy ... Nunavut ... ... Lib.
ONTARIO (103)
AdaMs, P ... Peterborough ........................ Lib.
Assadourian, Sarkis ... ... BramptonCentre .................... Lib.
AUGUSEING, JBAN . . .ot Etobicoke — Lakeshore .............. Lib.
Barnes, SUE ... ... LondonWest ........................ Lib.
Beaumier, Colleen ... ... Brampton West — Mississauga. . . .. . .. Lib.
Bélair, REgINAID . ... Timmins— JamesBay ............... Lib.
Bélanger, Mauril, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Canadian Heritage .. .. .. .. Ottawa— Vanier .................... Lib.
Bellemare, Eugeéne, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for International Cooperation Carleton — Gloucester ............... Lib.
Bennett, Carolyn . ... ..o St.Paul’s ... Lib.
Bevilacqua, MaUriZzio . .. ... Vaughan — King— Aurora .......... Lib.
Bonin, Raymond . . ... ... Nickel Belt .......................... Lib.
Bonwick, Paul .. ... ... Simcoe—Grey ...l 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
DeveElOpPmMeNt . ... Oakville ...t Lib.



Name of Member

Political

Bryden, John . ... ...
BUIte, Sarmite .. ...
Caccig, Hon. Charles . ... .. o
Calder, MUITAY . ... e
Cannis, John, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Industry .....................
Caplan, Elinor, Minister of Citizenship and Immigration
Carroll, ATlBEN . ..
Catterall, Marlene . . ...
Chamberlain, Brenda . . ...
Clouthier, HEC . ...
Collenette, Hon. David M., Minister of Transport ............... ...t
COMUZZI, JOB . . ..ttt et e e e e e
Copps, Hon. Sheila, Minister of Canadian Heritage ..............................
Cullen, Roy, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Finance ......................
DeVillers, Paul
Dromisky, Stan, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Transport .................
Eggleton, Hon. Arthur C., Minister of National Defence..........................
Finlay, JONN ...
FONtANG, JOB . . . . oot
Gallaway, ROGEr . .. .o
Godfrey, JONN ... ..o
Graham, Bill
Gray, Hon. Herb, Deputy PrimeMinister ...
GrOSE, IV . ..
Guarnieri, AIDINA .. ...
Harb, Mac
lanno, Tony, Parliamentary Secretary to President of the Treasury Board .. ... ... ...
Jackson, OVId L. .. ..o

Keyes, Stan
Kilger, Bob
Knutson, Gar, Parliamentary Secretary to Prime Minister .........................
Kraft Sloan, Karen .. ...
Lastewka, Walt .. ...
Lee, Derek, Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the Government in the House of
COMIMIONS . . oottt e e e e
Limoges, RICK ... ...
Longfield, Judi, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Labour ....................
Mahoney, StEVE . ... .
Malhi, Gurbax Singh . ...

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

Manley, Hon. John, Minister of Industry .................c i
Marleau, HON. DIane . ...
MCCOrmMICK, Larmy ... e

McKay, JONN ..
MCTEBGUE, Dan . .. ..o
Milliken, Peter, Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees of the Whole........

Constituency Affiliation
Wentworth — Burlington ............. Lib.
Parkdale— HighPark ................ Lib.
Davenport ...................oial. Lib.
Dufferin — Peel — Wellington — Grey  Lib.
Scarborough Centre .................. Lib.
Thornhill ............ ... ... .. ... Lib.
Barrie— Simcoe— Bradford ......... Lib.
OttawaWest — Nepean .............. Lib.
Guelph — Wellington ................ Lib.
Renfrew — Nipissing — Pembroke .... Lib.
DonValeyEast ..................... Lib.
Thunder Bay — Superior North ....... Lib.
HamiltonEast ....................... Lib.
Etobicoke North ..................... Lib.
SimcoeNorth ....................... Lib.
Thunder Bay — Atikokan ............ Lib.
YorkCentre ...t Lib.
Oxford ...t Lib.
London NorthCentre................. Lib.
Sarnia— Lambton ................ ... Lib.
DonVadleyWest .................... Lib.
Toronto Centre— Roseddle . .......... Lib.
Windsor West ....................... Lib.
Oshawa ............cciiiiiiii .. Lib.
MississaugaEast ..................... Lib.
OttawaCentre ....................... Lib.
Trinity — Spadina ................... Lib.
Bruce—Grey ...l Lib.
Markham ............... .. .. ... PC
Leeds— Grenville ................... Lib.
Scarborough — Agincourt ............ Lib.
HamiltonWest ...................... Lib.
Stormont — Dundas — Charlottenburgh  Lib.
Elgin— Middlesex — London ... ... ... Lib.
York North.......................... Lib.
St. Catharines ....................... Lib.
Scarborough — Rouge River .......... Lib.
Windsor — St. Clair ................. Lib.
Whitby — Ajax ...................... Lib.
MississaugaWest .................... Lib.
Bramalea— Gore — Malton — Lib.
Springddle ....................L
Erie—Lincoln ...................... Lib.
OttawaSouth ........................ Lib.
Sudbury ... Lib.
Hastings — Frontenac — Lennox and Lib.
Addington ...l
Scarborough East .................... Lib.
Pickering — Ajax — Uxbridge . . ... ... Lib.
Kingstonandtheldlands.............. Lib.
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MIllS, DENNIS . . .o Broadview — Greenwood ............ Lib.
Minna, Hon. Maria, Minister for International Cooperation ....................... Beaches— East York ................ Lib.
Mitchell, Hon. Andy, Secretary of State (Rural Development)(Federal Economic

Development Initiative for Northern Ontario) .................. ...t Parry Sound — Muskoka ............. Lib.
MUY, AN . Lanark —Carleton................... Lib.
YIS, LYNN Waterloo — Wellington .............. Lib.
Nault, Hon. Robert D., Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development ... .. Kenora— Rainy River ............... Lib.
NUNZIata, JONN . . ..o York South—Weston ............... Ind.
O BrieNn, Pat . ... London— Fanshawe ................. Lib.
O Reilly, JohNn ... Haliburton — Victoria— Brock . .. .... Lib.
Parent, Hon. Gilbert, Speaker ........ ... .. NiagaraCentre ...................... Lib.
Parrish, Carolyn, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Public Works and

GOVEINMENE SEIVICES . . . oottt e e e MississaugaCentre .................. Lib.
Peric, JanKo ... ..o Cambridge .......................... Lib.
Peterson, Hon. Jim, Secretary of State (International Financial Institutions) ......... Willowdale.......................... Lib.
Phinney, Beth, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National Revenue ........... Hamilton Mountain .................. Lib.
PicKard, JBrTy ..o Chatham — Kent Essex .............. Lib.
Pilltteri, Gary ... .o NiagaraFals ........................ Lib.
Pratt, David ... Nepean — Carleton .................. Lib.
Provenzano, Carmen . ... ... Sault Ste. Marie ..................... Lib.
Redman, Karen . ... ... Kitchener Centre..................... Lib
Reed, Julian .. ... Halton .................. . Lib
Richardson, JOhn . ... .. Perth— Middlesex .................. Lib
Rock, Hon. Allan, Minister of Health ........... .. ... .. EtobicokeCentre .................... Lib.
SEITE, BENOMt . ...t Timiskaming — Cochrane ............ Lib.
SO0, JUAY .. YorkWest ..............ocooiiiL. Lib.
Shepherd, AlEX . ... . Durham ...t 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. Christing . ... ... e e Northumberland ..................... Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Jane, Minister of Human Resources Development .................. Brant ... Lib.
Szabo, Pall . . ... Mississauga South ................... Lib.
Telegdi, Andrew, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Citizenship and Immigration Kitchener — Waterloo ............... Lib.
Torsney, Paddy, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of the Environment ........... Burlington .............. .. .. Lib.
U, ROSE-M A€ . . .o Lambton — Kent — Middlesex ....... Lib.
VAl e, TONY . Stoney Creek ...l Lib.
Vanclief, Hon. Lyle, Minister of Agricultureand Agri—-Food ...................... Prince Edward — Hastings ........... Lib.
VOIPE, JOSEPN .o Eglinton — Lawrence ................ Lib.
WBPEL, TOM . Scarborough Southwest ............... Lib.
Whelan, SUSAN . ... ESseX ... Lib.
WIlFErt, BryOn ... Oak Ridges ..............cooviiit Lib.
Wood, Bob, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Veterans Affairs .............. NipissiNng ..o, Lib.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND (4)

Easter, Wayne . . ... Malpeque ...l Lib.
MacAulay, Hon. Lawrence, Solicitor General of Canada ......................... Cadigan ..........coviiiiiiiiin Lib.
McGuire, Joe, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Agricultureand Agri—-Food ... Egmont ............................. Lib.

Proud, GEOIgE . . ..ot Hillsborough ........................ Lib.



Political
Name of Member Constituency Affiliation

QUEBEC (75)

Alarie, HE BN . .. LouisHébert ........................ BQ
Assad, Mark . ... o Gatineau ........o.covviiii Lib
ASSEIN, GErard .. ... Charlevoix .............. ... BQ
Bachand, ANdré . ... Richmond — Arthabaska ............. PC
Bachand, Claude. . . ... SaNt=Jean ... BQ
Bakopanos, Eleni ... ... Ahuntsic ................ ... ... .. .... Lib.
Bellehumeur, Michel ... ... Berthier — Montcalm ................ BQ
Bergeron, StEphane ... ... ...t Verchéres— Les—Patriotes ........... BQ
Barnier, Y VAN ... Bonaventure — Gaspé — lles-de-la— BQ
Madeleine— Pabok . .................
Bertrand, Robert, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National Defence ......... Pontiac — Gatineau — Labelle .. ... ... Lib.
Bigras, Bernard ... ... Rosemont ........................... BQ
BriEn, PilerTe . . . Témiscamingue . ..................... BQ
CanUEl, RENE . Matapédia— Matane ................ BQ
Cardin, SEIgE . ..ot Sherbrooke . ...l BQ
Cauchon, Hon. Martin, Minister of National Revenue and Secretary of State
(Economic Development Agency of Canada for the Regions of Quebec) ........ Outremont .................coovin. Lib.
Charbonneau, Yvon, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Hedth................ Anjou — Riviére-des—Prairies ........ Lib.
Chrétien, Right Hon. Jean, PrimeMinister .............. ... ... ... ... iiin.. Saint-Maurice ..................... .. Lib.
Chrétien, JEan—GUY ... .........iiiit it e Frontenac — Mégantic ............... BQ
Coderre, Denis, Secretary of State (Amateur Sport) ..., Bourassa................... ...l Lib.
Cotler, IPWIN . MountRoyal ........................ Lib.
Cré&te, Palll . ... Kamouraska — Riviére-du—Loup — BQ
Témiscouata— LesBasques . .........
Dalphond—Guiral, Madeleine . . ... LavalCentre ........................ BQ
de Savoye, PIEIme .. . Portneuf ............ ... .. ...l BQ
Debien, Maud . ... i LavalEast .......................... BQ
Desrochers, Odina . ...t Lothiniére.........................L. BQ
Dion, Hon. Stéphane, President of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada and Minister
of Intergovernmental Affairs ... Saint—Laurent — Cartierville .......... Lib.
Discepola, NICK .. ... Vaudreuil — Soulanges .............. Lib.
Drouin, Claude . . ... Beauce ... Lib.
DUDE, ANLOINE . . ..o e L évis—et—Chutes-de-la—Chaudiére . . . .. BQ
Duceppe, GilleS. ... Laurier — Sainte-Marie .............. BQ
Dumas, MaUIiCe . . ... Argenteuil — Papineau — Mirabel .... BQ
Folco, Raymonde ... ... .o Laval West ... Lib.
Fournier, Ghislain . . ... Manicouagan ........................ BQ
Gagliano, Hon. Alfonso, Minister of Public Works and Government Services. . ... .. Saint-Léonard — Saint—Michel ....... Lib.
Gagnon, Christiane. .. ... ot QUEDEC ... ..o BQ
Gauthier, MiChel . ... . Roberval ................... L BQ
Girard-Bujold, JOCEIYNE . . . ... Jonquiere ... BQ
Godin, MaUICe . ... Chéteauguay ........................ BQ
Guay, MONIQUE . ... e e e Laurentides ......................... BQ
Guimond, MiChel . ... .. Beauport — Montmorency — Cote-de- BQ
Beaupré — lle-d'Orléans .............
Harvey, ANAré . . ... Chicoutimi .......................... PC
Jennings, Marlene . . ... Notre-Dame-de-Gréce — Lachine .... Lib.
Lalonde, FranCine . . ... ... Mercier ... BQ
Laurin, RENE .. . Joliette. ... BQ
Lavigne, Raymond . .. ... Verdun — Saint-Henri ............... Lib.
Lebel, Ghidain ... ... .. Chambly ............................ BQ

Lefebvre, REEaN .. ... Champlain .......................... Ind.
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Lincoln, Clfford . ... Lac-Saint—-Louis..................... Lib.
LOUDIEr, YVBN Saint—Hyacinthe— Bagot ............ BQ
Marceau, RiChard . ... .. ... Charleshourg ..............oooiiutt. BQ
Marchand, Jean—Paul . ... ... ... .. QuébecEast ......................... BQ
Martin, Hon. Paul, Minister of Finance .................c ... LaSdle—Emard ..........covvun... Lib.
Meénard, Réal . ....... ... . Hochelaga— Maisonneuve ........... BQ
Mercier, Paul .. ... Terrebonne— Blainville ............. BQ
Normand, Hon. Gilbert, Secretary of State (Science, Research and Development) ... Bellechasse — Etchemins — Lib.
Montmagny — L'Idet................

Paradis, Denis, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Foreign Affairs ............. Brome — Missisquoi ................. Lib.
Patry, Bernard . ... ... Pierrefonds— Dollard ............... Lib.
Perron, GillES—A. ... Riviere-des—Mille-les ............... BQ
Pettigrew, Hon. Pierre S., Minister for International Trade ........................ Papineau — Saint-Denis ............. Lib.
Picard, Pauline .. ... i Drummond .......................... BQ
Plamondon, LOUIS. . ... ... Bas-Richelieu — Nicolet — Bécancour  BQ
Price, David .. ... Compton — Stanstead .. .............. PC
Proulx, MarCel . ... ..o Hull —Aylmer ...................... Lib.
Robillard, Hon. Lucienne, President of the Treasury Board and Minister responsible

for Infrastructure . ... ... Westmount — Ville-Marie ........... Lib.
RoChEl@al, YVES ... o Trois-Rivieres....................... BQ
Saada, Jacques, Parliamentary Secretary to Solicitor General of Canada............ Brossard — LaPrairie................ Lib.
Sauvageau, Benoit . ...... ... Repentigny .......................... BQ
StHilaire, Caroling . ...t Longueuil ............... .. ... BQ
StJaCqUES, DIaNe . . ..ot Shefford ............. .. ...l PC
SETULEN, GUY .o Abitibi — Baie-James — Nunavik .... Lib.
Thibeault, Yolande, Assistant Deputy Chairman of Committees of the Whole.. .. .. .. Saint-Lambert ....................... Lib.
Tremblay, StEphan .. ... ... Lac-Saint—=Jean ...................... BQ
Tremblay, SUZANNE. . ... ... Rimouski — Mitis ................... BQ
TUP, Dani€l .. Beauharnois — Salaberry ............. BQ
VENNE, Plamette ... e Saint-Bruno — Saint—Hubert ......... BQ

SASKATCHEWAN (14)

Bailey, ROY ... Souris— Moose Mountain ........... Ref.
Breitkreuz, Garry . ... Yorkton— Melville.................. Ref.
Goodale, Hon. Ralph E., Minister of Natural Resources and Minister responsible for

the CanadianWheat Board . ............. i e Wascana .........cccoviiiiiiinnnnn.. Lib.
Gruending, Dennis . ... Saskatoon — Rosetown — Biggar ... .. NDP
Kerpan, Allan .. ..o Blackstrap ............... Ref.
Konrad, Derrek . . ... PrinceAlbert ........................ Ref.
Laliberte, RICK .. ..o Churchill River ...................... NDP
MOrTiSON, L. ..t CypressHills— Grasdlands........... Ref.
NYStrOm, HON. LOMNE . .. oo Regina— Qu'Appelle................ NDP
PankiW, JIM ... Saskatoon — Humboldt .............. Ref.
Proctor, DICK . ... Paliser ... NDP
RItZ, GOITY . Battlefords — Lloydminster ........... Ref.
S0loMON, JONN . ... Regina— Lumsden — Lake Centre ... NDP
Velacott, MAUMCE . ... ... e Wanuskewin .................c.o.... Ref.

YUKON (2)

Hardy, LOUISE . ... e Yukon ... NDP



LIST OF STANDING AND SUB-COMMITTEES

(As of December 10th, 1999 — 2nd Session, 36th Parliament)

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRSAND NORTHERN DEVELOPMENT

Chair: Sue Barnes Vice-Chairs: John Finlay
Derrek Konrad
Claude Bachand Jim Gouk David Iftody John O’ Reilly (16)
Raymond Bonin lvan Grose Nancy Karetak—Lindell Mike Scott
Paul DeVillers L ouise Hardy Gerald Keddy Guy St=Julien

Ghislain 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
Dennis J. 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
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CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION

Chair: Joe Fontana Vice-Chairs: Leon E. Benoit
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 Réa 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
Marlene Catterall Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Joe Jordan David Pratt (16)
Dave Chatters Gurmant Grewal Walt Lastewka Julian Reed
Jean—Guy Chrétien John Herron Peter Mancini Paddy Torsney
Nick Discepola
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 Carrall 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 MacKay 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
QOdina Desrochers Jim Jones Charlie Power Tony Valeri
Norman Doyle Jason Kenney Nelson Riis

Antoine Dubé

Rick Limoges
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FISHERIESAND OCEANS

Chair: Wayne Easter Vice-Chairs: John Duncan
Carmen Provenzano
Sarkis Assadourian Claude Drouin Bill Matthews Lou Sekora (16)
Gérard Assdlin Bill Gilmour Lawrence D. O'Brien Paul Steckle
Yvan Bernier Nancy Karetak—Lindell Charlie Power Peter Stoffer
John Cummins
Associate Members
Gilles Bernier Ghisglain Fournier Svend J. Robinson Mike Scott
René Canuel Yvon Godin Yves Rocheleau Suzanne Tremblay
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Yvan Bernier Bill Gilmour Charlie Power Peter Stoffer (5)
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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
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SUB-COMMITTEE ON CORRECTIONSAND CONDITIONAL RELEASE ACT

Pierrette Venne
Tom Wappel

©




22

NATIONAL DEFENCE AND VETERANS AFFAIRS
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Serge Cardin John Duncan Gerry Ritz Daniel Turp
Dave Chatters Ghidlain Fournier John Solomon Elsie Wayne
STANDING JOINT COMMITTEES
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Raymond Lavigne
Associate Members
Maurice Dumas Suzanne Tremblay
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Intergovernmental Affairs

Minister for International Trade
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