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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Friday, March 3, 2000

The House met at 10 am.

Prayers
® (1000)
[Translation]
PRIVILEGE
MOTION NO. 8

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, | rise on a question of privilege concerning the govern-
ment House leader’s tabling on the March 1 notice paper of a
motion that threatens the rights and privileges of the House.

I will explain. Mation No. 8 introduced by the government
House leader and published in the notice paper yesterday could, if
deemed in order, threaten the rights and privileges of parlia
mentarians, of the House and, worse still, of the Chair. If this
motion were deemed in order, it would show contempt for parlia-
mentary democracy. It would unilaterally—and | emphasize the
word unilaterally—change the rules of the parliamentary game.

Usually, when the standing orders are amended—and this is the
practice, or has been since | have been here—the parties consult
each other and hold discussions, which has not been the case this
time around. This motion would muzzle the opposition by limiting
its right to introduce amendments to the government’s bill. It
would allow only one amendment per member, but this limit would
not apply to ministers.

This would be unfair because the motion would thus create
intolerable discrimination among parliamentarians. It would allow

members of the government party—but not all—to introduce an
unlimited number of amendments, but would place outrageous
limitations on the right of opposition members and of members of
the government party not in cabinet to do likewise.

This motion strikes me as out of order because it makes a
distinction between the rights of the constituents of a minister and
those of opposition members, by giving more rights to one group
than to the other. Thismation isan illustration of how democracy is
eroding in the hands of the Liberals, who want to gag not only the
people of Quebec, but aso the House of Commons, and all
parliamentarians sitting in this House.

Thisisagovernment of secrecy, aswe have seen withthe HRDC
scandal, with the APEC summit, and with the multitude of gag
orders this government has made use of since it came in. This
motion will again give more prerogatives to the government, which
is already assured of a dominant position as far as all the business
of this House is concerned.

This motion is out of order because it would impose unreason-
able and unprecedented limits on any and all criticism, when that is
precisely the role of an opposition in a British style parliamentary
system. It is the role of the opposition to question the government
party, which has an obligation to be answerable to parliament for
its actions.

This motion would constitute an attack on the right of parlia-
mentarians and members of parliament to speak, a right that goes
back to the very origins of democracy. This maotion is out of order
because it would limit the freedom of the Chair to decide undis-
turbed and fully independently the status of the amendmentswe in
the opposition might submit to the House.

This motion is out of order because it would break with the age
old tradition preventing the Chair from becoming the executor of
the wishes of the executive. It is out of order, Mr. Speaker, because
it would deprive you of your role, which is to dea in tota
impartiality with al parliamentarians, from the highest of minis-
ters to the lowest of MPs.

® (1005)
This motion is out of order because it would strike at the very

heart of an institution whose role it is to maintain and preserve a
space and a forum for public debate.
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The government has raised the issue of the cost of debate herein
this House. That is serious. Has the government reached the point
whereit raises the question of money when the opposition wantsto
debate an issue? How to explain the government’s criticism of the
Bloc Quebecois’ opposition to committees travelling outside Otta-
wa and the country, as in the case of the Standing Committee on
Foreign Affairs, which would like to visit the Caucasus? Perhaps
there would be no cost involved? How can they spend money in one
instance and in another say it is a terrible thing?

Democracy hasacost. It isfar preferable to placeswherethereis
no democracy.

When | hear the argument that the government side is going to
win the vote in any case, | say we know the morning after an
election that one party has a mgority. |s the government telling us
that there should be no opposition parties because it is a matter of
fact that the party with the majority will win the vote? That is not
valid.

More importantly, Mr. Speaker, your role is at stake. You must
have the trust of all parliamentarians and al parties. That presup-
poses that the Chair is absolutely neutral and perfectly impartial.
This motion would make you an instrument of the government.
You cannot assume such status without losing the trust of this
House.

Accordingly, | ask you to recognize that the action by the
government House leader infringes the rights and privileges not
only of parliamentarians but of the House and, more seriously, of
the Chair, without which there would be no democratic debates
here in the House of Commons.

The Speaker: So far, the leader of the Bloc Quebecois has
addressed Motion No. 8, which, in my opinion, has yet to be
introduced. When the motion is introduced in the Housg, if it is,
perhaps that would be the time to raise the issue rather than
debating a hypothetical issue right now.

Arewe going to debate all the maotions on the Order Paper before
they are called by the government? | wonder. If the question of
privilege of the leader of the Bloc Quebecois relates to Motion No.
8, the motion is not yet before the House.

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron (Verchéres—L es-Patriotes, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, | want to understand what you just said. The Bloc
Quebecoisleader clearly specified that his question of privilege did
not have so much to do with the motion per se, as with the action
taken by the government House leader, and | also want speak to this
issue.

As you indicated, Motion No. 8 is on the order paper, but the
action in itself is highly reprehensible, because it ensures that, by
remaining on the order paper, this motion will be a constant threat
to all opposition parties for the rest of the session. This is totally
unacceptable.

® (1010)

Mr. Speaker, | urge you to take into consideration the fact that
the question of privilege raised by the hon. Bloc Quebecois leader
does not have so much to do with the motion as with the action
taken.

Asl| said, this measure will have the effect of creating athreat to
all parliamentarians in this House, particularly to opposition
parties but also to government backbenchers, who should under-
stand that thisis an unacceptable and intolerable violation of the
privileges of this House and of every parliamentarian.

As the protector of the rights and privileges of independent
members, you must take into consideration the fact that Motion
No. 8 isaso apotential threat to their right to table amendments at

report stage.

| would urge you to alow the debate on this question of privilege
to continue. Again, the question of privilege is not so much on the
motion itself as on the intol erable action taken by the L eader of the
Government in the House, who put this motion on the order paper,
where it will remain indefinitely, thus posing a threat to our rights.

Moreover, yesterday, in response to the Thursday question about
the future business of the House, he announced that this issue
would be debated today. For one reason or another, it is not being
debated today. When will it be? When will our rights and privileges
as parliamentarians be put into question? | am asking you to
consider this issue.

The Speaker: In connection with the motion, if it is not the
motion we are going to discuss, but rather the action taken in
relation to a question, then perhaps | will hear a few other
contributions. | notice that the Leader of the Official Opposition is
on his feet; | will recognize him.

[English]

Mr. Chuck Strahl: Mr. Speaker, | would like to respond to the
privilege motion brought forward by the leader of the Bloc. For
clarification Mr. Speaker, are you just taking representations on
what the whip presented? | am not sure what you are asking for
here, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: The day before yesterday | ruled that we would
have points of order and points of privilege, whatever we wanted,
when Motion No. 8 was brought to the floor. A very subtle change
is being brought up here that is not so much on Motion No. 8 but
now the whip is introducing the question of a gesture that is being
made which may or may not carry with it some kind of threat.

| never heard this point before so | am interested in hearing a bit
more about it. | am not going to let this go on forever but | want to
hear a bit more about this.
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[Translation]
Mr. Gilles Duceppe: Mr. Speaker, | rise on a point of order.

The Speaker: | have aready recognized the House leader of the
opposition, and | am going to give him the floor.

[English]

Mr. Chuck Strahl (Fraser Valley, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, | do not
think it is without precedent to treat a motion on the notice paper
as something that should concern the privileges of the House. |
would remind the Speaker for example that if someone were to
place something on the notice paper that said they had lost
confidence in the Speaker, even though it is on the notice paper, the
House would be seized with it. Whether it has been called or not is
not theissue. Theissueisit isathreat over the head of the Housein
the case of non-confidence in the Speaker.

In the same way, | think this motion does hang as a sword over
the rights and privileges of al members of parliament and | will
explain that in some depth. | believe that the motion violates the
first principle of parliamentary law because it targets the minority
groups in the House. It takes away the privileges of the minority
while leaving in tact the privileges of the cabinet.

The preamble to the Constitution Act, 1867 and section 18 of the
act provides that the privileges, immunities and powers of the
House of Commons and of its members are those of the British
House of Commons and can only be defined by an act of parlia-
ment. Thus they cannot be suspended, altered or diminished by
simply passing a motion here in the House of Commons dealing
with those privileges.

® (1015)

A member’s right to propose amendments, call concurrence
motions and voteisawell established right that indisputably makes
up part of the powers enjoyed by individua members of parlia
ment. It is a constitutional democracy and the right of members to
vote is fundamental and goes to the very heart of our parliamentary
system.

The preamble to the Constitution Act, 1867 refers to a constitu-
tion similar in principle to that of the United Kingdom. A 1993
Supreme Court of Canada decision in New Brunswick Broadcast-
ing Corporation v Nova Scotia confirmed the constitutional nature
of parliamentary privilege on that very basis.

Many of the powers and privileges of members of thisHouse are
the result of centuries of practice and convention. The courts have
clearly recognized that conventions are part of our constitution.
Our legidative procedures, including voting on amendments, are
part of our historic heritage, our parliamentary traditions and,
indeed, the privileges collectively of the House and individually of
its members.

Privilege

If Motion No. 8 were allowed to be moved, if it even getsto that,
and were adopted it rai ses the question, what can this House not do
by majority vote? | submit that it would constitute avery dangerous
precedent. Even if there were a way to achieve the government’s
objective of trying to affect votes in the House, | would argue that
could only be done by means of a statute, not by a mere motion that
takes away the rights that we have gained collectively over the
centuries and decades by convention and historic practice.

The Supreme Court of Canadaruled in 1985 that the requirement
of section 133 of the Constitution Act, 1867 and of section 23 of the
Manitoba Act, 1870 respecting the use of both the English and
French languages in the records and journals of the Houses of
Parliament is mandatory and must be obeyed. Accordingly, the
House can no longer depart from its own code of procedure when
considering a practice protected by the constitution.

We had two similar cases in the last parliament regarding
committees. On June 20, 1994 and November 7, 1996 the Speaker
ruled that “while it is a tradition of this House that committees are
masters of their own proceedings, they cannot establish procedures
which go beyond the powers conferred upon them by the House” .
If we are to be consistent, | would point out that whilethisHouseis
a master of its own proceedings, it cannot establish procedures
which go beyond the powers conferred on it by the constitution.

The last point | want you to consider, Mr. Speaker, is the very
first principle of parliamentary law, as set out in Beauchesne's.
Beauchesne's states that the principles of parliamentary law are*‘to
protect a minority and to restrain the improvidence or tyranny of a
majority’’.

Motion No. 8 targets the opposition. It is no secret that Motion
No. 8 is designed, in part, to deal with Bill C-20. Virtually every
motion to amend Bill C-20 is in the name of a member of a
minority party. While Mation No. 8 would restrict the minority, it
leaves in tact a cabinet minister’s right to propose amendments.

In addition, independent members and independent minded
members of recognized political parties would also fall victim to
this motion. The motion presupposes that every member has aright
to move amendments at committee. Asyou are aware, Mr. Speaker,
independent members are rarely members of committees. Indepen-
dent minded Liberal members are often thrown off committees or
removed by the whip because of their independence.

| recall when certain Liberal members voted against the gun
control bill. The very next day those members were moved off the
committee by the government whip and other people were moved
into their place.

The other consideration is the fact that the government runs
roughshod over the opposition in committees, which often serious-
ly hampers the opposition in its ability to move amendments in
those committees.
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Motion No. 8 is offensive. It is an affront to al opposition
members, independent members and independent minded members
of all parties of the House. Mr. Speaker, it is your duty to defend
their rights against the government majority. You cannot allow the
majority to deny the minority its right to propose and vote on
motions. Because of the situation in committees, you have to be the
guardian of the rights of the minority and independent members of
the House.

Although Motion No. 8 was designed with Bill C-20 and the
Bloc in mind, it affects every bill that will be considered in the
House and restricts independent members and members of all
parties. The government cannot continue to upset the balance
between the opposition and the government.

On April 14, 1987, in response to a Liberal complaint about the
bullying tactics of the day, it was said: “It is essential to our
democratic system that controversial issues should be debated at
reasonable length so that every reasonable opportunity shall be
available to hear the arguments pro and con, and that reasonable
delaying tactics should be permissible to enable opponents of a
measure to enlist public support for their point of view”.

® (1020)

Stanley Knowles, a former member and table officer of this
place, once said:

The opposition has only the rules for its protection, hence the authorities on
parliamentary process emphasize the great importance to the opposition of the only
protection it has, the protection of the rules. Only by according such rights to the
opposition is it possible to achieve anything even approaching equality of strength
between the two sides.

The government wants to drastically change our procedures and
upset the balance between the opposition and the government. It is
attempting to destroy that balance of strength which Mr. Knowles
and Speaker Fraser addressed.

| cannot emphasize how important this principle is to this
ingtitution. It cannot function without some semblance of balance
between the role of the opposition and the role of the government.

The reason this House is becoming dysfunctional is because the
government no longer seems to support that principle of balance. It
did while in opposition, but it has since abandoned respect for
balance in this parliament. The government has invoked closure or
time alocation 62 times. It bypasses members by making an-
nouncements outside the House. It routinely leaks information
intended for this House. Now it is suggesting a measure that goes
too far to solve a problem that is a response to the government’s
own way of handling issues in the House.

Mr. Speaker, | would ask you to consider how Motion No. 8
targets the minority with respect to committee concurrence mo-
tions. Again, a cabinet minister could restrict opposition members,

and backbench members of all parties, by deeming the debate on a
concurrence motion adjourned simply by rising on a point of order.
Evenif amember has the support of the mgjority of members of the
House for the concurrence of a committee report, that member
could not, without the consent of a cabinet minister, obtain that
support for the motion. The cabinet then would have seized control
of one of the last few remaining procedures that backbench
members of parliament enjoy on both sides of the House.

All that would remain is Private Members' Business. The rules
of private members are already so restricted that very few members
of parliament ever get their issue on to the floor for debate, and
even a smaller number get an actual vote on the issues they bring
forward.

I would like to quote an MLA from the Nova Scotia House of
Assembly. Mr. Holm said on January 26, 1995:

There is an old saying that holds as true today as it has forever in parliamentary
democracy; the government opens the legislature and the opposition closes it. That
truth is no more evident than it is right now. There is opportunity for compromise,
for working together. We won't get everything we want as opposition; the
government will probably get most of what it wants. The opportunity is there but we
have to start anew with a relationship that will work.

| hope the government will seek another remedy that we can al
work with and buy into on both sides of the House. Until that spirit
of compromise and working together to make this place more
functional, more winsome to the Canadian public, exists, | would
ask, Mr. Speaker, that you take this question of privilege seriously.
If you do not find that there is a prima facie question of privilege, |
urge you to at least consider my comments as a point of order and
remove Motion No. 8 from the order paper. | think it is offensive
and an affront to the House, an affront to the workings of how this
place should function.

This place functions because we work together as men and
women who want to work together for the betterment of the
country. With Motion No. 8 hanging over the heads of al members
of the House, backbenchers on both sides, | do not think that spirit
of co-operation or that spirit of balance between the rights of the
opposition and the right of the government exists. That balance has
to be restored and maintained so that opposition members are not
singled out as people who not only do not carry the agendaforward,
but are not even heard in this place.

The Speaker: Once again, the member’s attention was drawn in
my view mostly to Motion No. 8. At the end he reflected on what
was brought up.

® (1025)

| am going to recognize the House leader of the NDP right after |
recognize a short intervention from the leader of the Bloc Quebe-
COiS.
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[Translation]

Mr. Gilles Duceppe: Mr. Speaker, in order to do away with any
possible ambiguity, since you may have not heard the beginning of
my point of privilege properly, what | said was—and | am
repeating it word for word—that | am raising a point of privilege
in connection with the action taken by the government house leader
on March 1. That is exactly what the whip of the Bloc Quebecois
said.

TheSpeaker: | thank the hon. member for the clarification. | am
going to listen to a few more hon. members on this matter.

[English]

Mr. Bill Blaikie (Winnipeg—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speaker, |
can understand the ambiguity of the Chair with respect to whether
it is appropriate for the House to be raising questions of privilege
or, for that matter, points of order with respect to Motion No. 8, but
| think it is wise on your part to hear us out.

When we consult our latest tome, House of Commons Procedure
and Practice, which we all celebrated not too long ago, there is a
role for the Speaker cited at page 971, which states:

When a notice is submitted for inclusion on the Notice Paper, it is examined by
procedura staff of the Clerk. If any procedural irregularity is found, modifications as
to the form and content of the notice may then be made in consultation with the
sponsoring Member.

Here we see that at least in some senses, athough | would
presume thisisat astage prior to it actually appearing on the notice
paper, there is arole for the office of the Speaker in relation to a
matter that is not yet before the House. This matter is actually
further along and is therefore more before the House than a matter
which has not yet reached the notice paper. It is on those grounds, it
seems to me, that there is wisdom in your hearing members of
parliament with respect to Motion No. 8.

| would submit that one of the procedural problems, if you like,
with Motion No. 8, as opposed to the politics of Motion No. 8, or
for that matter all of the other things that have been brought up with
respect to the appropriate balance between government and opposi-
tion, has to do with protecting minority rights, a matter on which
you have heard me speak before, in this parliament and in previous
parliaments, Mr. Speaker. All of these things have merit and should
be taken into account.

| do not want to repeat them, but it seems to me that there is
another matter which you should consider, and that is the retroac-
tive nature of Motion No. 8. If it were to come before the House
and pass, it would take place right in the middle of a process and it
would be directed at the middle of a process, in this case a process
having to do with Bill C-20.

Privilege

For instance, there is the dilemma in which | found myself
yesterday, not knowing whether | should keep my name on al of
the amendments that | had submitted for Bill C-20, or whether |
should ask other members of my party to move those amendments,
because Mation No. 8 would stipulate that there would only be one
amendment per member.

It was quite unfair to the House and to all members, particularly
to critics, to have put us in this procedural twilight zone where we
did not know whether we were going to be dealing with amend-
ments in the context of Motion No. 8, or whether we were going to
be dealing with amendments in the context of the established
procedure. We did not know whether to withdraw amendments. We
are only entitled to four pursuant to Motion No. 8. Should we
withdraw the rest of our amendments? Or, if we left them on the
order paper, would we then be endangering our right to select
which four of our amendments would be dealt with by the House?

There were so many uncertainties that | would submit it created
aviolation of our privileges; that isto say, aviolation of our ability
to do our job, our ability to know what to do to make sure that those
things which are most important to us to come before the House
would actually come before the House. We did not know exactly
what procedure we would be dealing with. Even if we knew, we did
not know exactly what to do because, | would submit, there was a
great deal of uncertainty as to how that would unfold should
Motion No. 8 pass.

® (1030)

Many people in the House rail in other circumstances when it
comes to various economic measures and other things about the
unacceptability of retroactivity, yet in this case we have before us
something which | think you, Mr. Speaker, should take very
serioudly as guardian of the House and guardian of the ability of
members to do their jobs properly, which is the way in which this
retroactivity, and the uncertainty that attaches itself to it, makes it
impossible for usto do our jobs properly. That is one other thing |
would like you to consider, Mr. Speaker.

Second, let us be frank. This arises out of a particular procedural
opportunity being used by the opposition, which | think is legiti-
mate, but legitimate only in the sense that it is a response to a
government’s suppression of proper debate. It is something | do not
like. Inthe end, the fact that we vote day and night brings the whole
House into disrepute, which does not help anyone.

Onthe other hand, it is quite unfair to lay thisentirely at the foot
of the opposition. This is a response to a growing frustration with
the ability of the House to deal substantialy with matters of
importance. We have arrived at a place in our parliamentary
tradition where if something is important it has to be dealt with
briefly. If something is not that important it drags on and on and on.
This seemsto me to be just the opposite of what should be the case.
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Getting back to my point, Mr. Speaker, | think we all need to be
concerned, and you, in particular, with what brings the House of
Commons into disrepute. We have a practice growing of far too
many votes at report stage and a practice of voting through the
night, which does not enhance the reputation of the House of
Commons.

The question is, how can we deal with that in away that does not
call the House of Commons into further disrepute. My concern is,
and | think your concern, Mr. Speaker, should be, that Motion No. 8
makes the problem worse. It does not improve on the situation and
does not deal with that particular problem. Instead, it purports to
deal with that problem while at the same time redressing the
already imbalanced balance between the government and the
opposition in a way that is not just a matter that the government
should be concerned about, because obviously it would be subject
to a great deal of criticism.

| do not want to get into that because that would be getting into
debate on the motion. However, | think we all have aresponsibility
to see if we cannot put our heads together and deal with the
problem we have on report stage. This cannot be done by eliminat-
ing the rights of members of parliament, not by making the
imbalance between the opposition and government worse and not
by taking away the rights of members to move concurrence in
committees, because that will affect not just the opposition but, as
others have pointed out, the rights of government backbenchers.
The very thing that they have at their disposal now, the one lever
that they have over the cabinet, will be taken away from them by
their own government House leader in the name of dealing with
something that has nothing to do with it, that isto say, report stage.

All these things impinge on the reputation of the House of
Commons with the Canadian people. This motion belongs to all of
us. It is a matter that you should concern yourself with, Mr.
Speaker, and ask yourself whether or not thisisin fact amotion that
should be deemed in order, that should even come before you or
whether there is a responsibility on the part of the Chair either to
convene a meeting in which this problem could be dealt with or to
ask House leaders to get together and see if we can deal with the
problem we have on report stage that does not take away from the
rights of members of parliament. Those kinds of solutions are
available, Mr. Speaker. | would urge you to urge the House to find
that solution and never have before us the kind of motion that the
government put down yesterday.

® (1035)

Mr. Peter MacKay (Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough,
PC): Mr. Speaker, | must add to earlier comments that we
appreciate the indulgence and the wisdom displayed by the Chair in
hearing this point of privilege because it is an extremely important
matter for all members of the House.

Motion No. 8 brings about a very dark era for the remainder of
this parliament should it pass. | realize that the Chair has directed
members to speak specifically to the potential threat, the threat of
intimidation that arises as aresult of this motion even sitting on the
order paper.

| would suggest that the motion, by virtue of its being tabled and
resting before the House, even being held in abeyance, threatens to
impale democracy and to impale the good workings of this
Chamber.

ThisHouseis the place for the people of Canadato speak and for
the people of Canadato be represented by their elected officials. By
virtue of changing the rules of engagement, by virtue of the very
intent of this motion, having this motion waiting, holding it over us
like the sword of Damocles ready to descend, impugns the ability
of members of parliament to do their work on behalf of their
constituents.

This is a very provocative attempt by the government in
response, | might add, to avery specific situation. Obviously thisis
aimed at one piece of legislation and one party.

Mr. Speaker, you as amember of the House but, more important-
ly, asthe individual who presides over this House as a judge would
preside over a court, should be blind, armed with a sword and
armed with the scales of justice.

The motion asks you, Mr. Speaker, to remove the blindfold and
usethe sword. That iswhat the motion seeksto have you do, which,
as has been aluded to earlier, undermines your ability and your
credibility within this process. This would impugn the impartiality
of the Chair and remove the non-partisan nature of the office that
you hold.

In this House we are to respond and conduct ourselves with
impartiality and fairness. The motion, without a doubt, is aimed at
removing those boundaries, removing our ability to interact on a
fair and even playing field.

Mr. Speaker, | know you are a fan of the sport of hockey. What
the motion would do—and we are playing short-handed asit is—is
essentially turn the government’s net around and remove the blue
line. It changestherules by which we play the game. It changesthe
way we conduct ourselves here.

| want to speak specifically to the issue of intimidation. | refer
the Chair to Erskine May, 22nd edition. | would also note quite
importantly that this is British procedure, the basis on which the
government is now relying on for Motion No. 8. On page 121 of
Erskine May, 22nd edition, under the chapter headed ** Obstructing
Members of Either House in the Discharge of Their Duty”, | will
read from a paragraph half way down the page. It states:
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The House will proceed against those who obstruct Members in the discharge of
their responsibilities to the House or in their participation in its proceedings.

Turning to page 123, | will refer to the last paragraph on that
page. It states:

To attempt to intimidate a Member in his (or her) parliamentary conduct by
threats is also a contempt, cognate to those mentioned above.

Actions of this character which have been proceeded against include impugning
the conduct of Members and threatening them with further exposure if they took part
in debates;

® (1040)

Finally, on page 124 of the same edition, under *‘Improper
influence’”, it states:

Attempts by improper means to influence Members in their parliamentary
conduct may be considered contempts.

This motion and those actions which would flow from this
motion intimidate members of the House. This motion, by virtue of
sitting on the order paper ready to be used at some near future date
in response to a specific bill in the House, as has been alluded to,
having this hang over us undermines our ability to carry out our
parliamentary duties. It hinders the Chair and all members on both
sides of the House.

It would be much easier if the government in its wisdom would
agree now to withdraw the motion and, as was suggested by the
hon. member for Winnipeg—Transcona, go back to the way we
used to conduct ourselves here, to sit down, co-operate and try to
work together in some fashion to come to a reasonable solution as
opposed to the bullying tactics that have been displayed by the
government House leader.

Mr. Speaker, the motion not only sullies your office but, | would
suggest, it sullies the entire process and sullies and damages all
members of the Chamber.

Canadians will be watching to see how this occurs because a
significant number of them still have faith in this process, as they
should. However, in order for that process to be reinforced and for
Canadians to continue to have faith, we must now dea with a
situation that has arisen. It has arisen as a result of a provocative
attempt by the government House leader to somehow intimidate
and put members off their ability to conduct themselves in the
normal fashion.

| am not overstating the case when | say that the government is
now, by virtue of the motion, standing in the House with aknife to
the throat of the opposition. It has said to the opposition members
that if we do not back off with our intentionsit will change the rules

Privilege

under which we play and it will somehow undermine the process by
which we have been playing and conducting ourselves over the past
number of years. The government must be disarmed.

| strongly urge the Chair to exercise its discretion, to exercise the
tools of office with which it is empowered. By removing the
motion from the order paper, we will then be able to fall back on
the processes and the normal rules of engagement to which we are
accustomed.

The government should withdraw the motion and once again, |
would suggest, the spirit of co-operation and consultation could
then flourish.

We have been told, and the Chair would obviously be aware of
this by virtue of having reviewed the motion, that we will now face
a situation where we have two classes of members. We know that
the cabinet and the executive will be given certain powers and
specific entitlements. However, in this Chamber, |, asayoung, new
member of the House, was led to believe that we were all equals.
When we set foot in this sacred, hallowed Chamber we were to be
treated equally and fairly by the Chair and by one another with
mutual respect for the purposes of the smooth workings of parlia-
ment. This motion changes that. It changes the class structure. It
changes the equity that is supposed to exist and pertain and reflect
on al members.

Thisisan attempt, | would suggest, alast desperate and despotic
attempt to bankrupt the administration and the smooth workings of
the House. We have been working within these rules, abeit there
are certainly times when there should be change and certainly
occasions when we should al participate in a positive fashion to try
to improve the workings of parliament not denigrate them nor
remove or impinge on the ability of members of parliament to do
do their work, but to improve and ameliorate the ability of
members of the House to act. Thisis a step backwards. Thisis an
attempt to return to an age when all of the power was centralized in
the hands of but a few. | suggest that it would be a very dark day
and a very sad day if we are to alow this to happen.

® (1045)

Independence and impartiality are what the Chair is empowered
with, and those are very much the cornerstones of the workings of
the House. The Chair’s ability now is the last bastion of our ability
to appeal for fairness. Changing these rulesis anything but fair and
anything but equitable.

| would suggest that this motion is very much an attempt to
intimidate members of the House. It is very much an attempt to
limit our ability to participate in an open fashion in the debates. It
is not only debates that take place here, as we know. This motion
very much touches upon the ability to work at committee.
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| am sad to report that | believe for the most part Canadians do
not understand the amount of hard work and the amount of positive
work that is done at the committee level because it is done behind
closed doors.

We know very much with reference to Bill C-20, which | think
again isthe specific root cause of what we see happening before us
today, that the work that can be done at committee is very much
curtailed. Even more than the work that takes place here in this
public and open fashion, the work that is done at committee is the
real, the substantive and the very important sustenance of what
takes place in terms of the preparation of legislation and the
presentation of new ideas, new laws and changes to our entire
workings.

If we allow thismotion to sit on the order paper, to continue to be
aknife at the throat of members of parliament, we will not be able
to move forward to make positive changes.

Again | implore and ask the Chair to take into consideration the
words of al members of the House. | would expect that we would
hear from the government on this particular point of privilege.
Again | would suggest that by the very virtue of this motion sitting
before us, pointed directly at us like a gun a our heads, the
government is saying “If you do not comply, if you do not
participate in the way we want you to, we will pull the trigger”.

Mr. Speaker, we are asking you, as members of the opposition, to
remove that threat, to take that threat away, to disarm the govern-
ment and alow us to get on with the work that Canadians expect
from this Chamber.

® (1050)

[Translation]

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski—M itis, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, | am also raising the question of privilege in relation to the
actions of the government House leader in tabling with the Journals
Branch on March 1 a motion which infringes on the rights and
privileges of this House.

| am not asking you to rule as to whether or not the motion isin
order, but rather on the action by the government House leader in
putting on the Order Paper a motion violating the privileges of the
members of this House.

This is, in my opinion, an attempt to extinguish or render
meaningless one of the most fundamental privileges of a British
type parliamentary system. Contrary to tradition, without consult-
ing the opposition, the government House leader has introduced a
motion to change the rules of the House for the rest of the current
session.

By raising a point of order, this motion would enable the
government to shut down debate in the House even before a
member has finished speaking to his or her motion. The motion
would be transferred to Government Orders and the debate would
be resumed as the government saw fit, which would likely mean
never.

Worse yet, this motion isintended, to all intents and purposes, to
prevent the members of the opposition from proposing amend-
ments at the report stage in the House. No amendment would be
selected for consideration at the report stage if it was or could have
been proposed and been deemed in order in committee.

In practice, this means that no amendment at report stage can be
selected for consideration, except amendments to del ete clauses of
bills.

Moreover, the motion provides that the total number of amend-
ments to the bill that may be received shall not exceed the number
of clauses, preambles and schedules contained in the bill. Each
member can propose only one amendment.

There are aways exceptions, of course, and these restrictions do
not apply to ministers. That is disgusting.

This motion is an unprecedented violation of the rights and
privileges of the members of this House.

Until now, members of the House of Commons had some
guarantees that allowed them to freely express themselves on the
appropriateness of government measures. These guarantees are
provided by the standing orders, the conventions and the practices
of the House.

The protection of the rights of the opposition is one of the most
fundamental unwritten rules.

The contemporary role of the House of Commons is to monitor
government action. Members must have the opportunity to ques-
tion and to criticize freely, constantly and publicly the government
and the measures that it proposes to the House. Any infringement
on the role of a member diminishes the useful role of the House of
Commons as a democratic institution.

Theright to propose amendments and to debate motions to adopt
committee reports are critical tools to allow members to exercise
the most important privilege granted to them.

According to Marleau and Montpetit, at page 261, and | quote:

Freedom of speech. . .afundamental right without which they would be hamperedin
the performance of their duties. It permits them to speak in the House without
inhibition, torefer to any matter or expressany opinion asthey seefit, to say what they
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feel needs to be said in the furtherance of the national interest and the aspirations of
their constituents.

The Leader of the Government in the House would want to
transform parliament into a docile and partisan instrument, this for
the rest of the session. He would want to transform parliament into
a servile and insignificant institution, which would merely rubber
stamp the government’s decisions and policies.

This motion would infringe on the authority of the Chair to
decide in an impartial manner whether an amendment isadmissible
at the report stage of bills, as provided in Standing Orders 76(5)
and 76.1(5).

According to Marleau and Montpetit, at page 668, and | quote:

Under the Standing Order, the Speaker thus has the power to select or group
motions in amendment to be proposed at report stage.

® (1055)

This decision leaves him a certain discretion that he must
exercise with the utmost impartiality. If Motion No. 8, standing in
the name of the government House leader, were to come before the
House, this would mean that he could no longer exercise this
discretion and protect the right of members to introduce amend-
ments.

On page 299 of Droit constitutionnel, Brun and Tremblay state
as follows:

In enforcing the Standing Orders, the Speaker sets aside his political personain
order to perform a neutral and impartial function. This flows from tradition.

With the government House leader’'s motion, the Speaker's
hands would be tied and he would be forced to reject all amend-
ments at report stage because motions that were in order in
committee could no longer be ruled in order at report stage by the
Speaker.

With this motion, the Speaker could no longer serve the House
and its members. He would become nothing more than a ceremo-
nial presence in the House. This would be a dangerous precedent
that could jeopardize the democratic operation of the House.

If this motion were to come before the House, it would violate
the integrity and the very dignity of this place because it would
have a direct negative impact on members' duties.

This motion infringes the rights of parliamentarians to express
their views and to do their work properly.

As Maingot wrote on page 26 of Parliamentary Privilege in
Canada:

The privilege of freedom of speech, though of a personal nature, is not so much
intended to protect the Members against prosecutions for their own individual
advantage, but to support the rights of the people by enabling their representatives to

S0.31

execute the functions of their office without fear of either civil or criminal
prosecutions. One of thefirst and greatest of its privilegesisfree speech and one of the
advantages of legislative bodies is the right of exposing and denouncing abuses by
means of free speech.

By tabling his motion on Wednesday, March 1, the government
House leader’'s sole intention was to block members' rights to
criticize and oppose government measures. It was his intention to
compromise the most important privilege of the members of this
House, the freedom of speech.

In addition, placing this motion on the Order Paper represents a
threat to the House and the members of the opposition.

With this motion, the government House leader is sending the
following message to the House and more specifically to the
opposition members ** You would be well advised to table no more
amendments at report stage, otherwise | will prevent you from
doing so for the rest of this session”.

With this motion, the government House leader is saying he is
prepared to limit the powers of the Chair and to jeopardize the
rights and privileges of the members of this House if they disagree
with the Chair. This is contempt of the House.

It is therefore your duty to consider the action taken by the
government House leader athreat to the rights and privileges of the
members and contempt of this House.

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker, | appeal to your impartiality and to
your sense of justice and democracy. You are the last bastion
against the arbitrariness of the government magjority in this House.
Without your energetic intervention, parliament could become a
totally meaningless institution.

| am prepared, with your authority, to table amotion of privilege
in order to refer this matter to the Standing Committee on
Procedure and House Affairs for consideration.

The Speaker: It being eleven o'clock, the House will now
proceed to Statements by Members and then Oral Question Period.
Afterwards, | will return to this matter.

STATEMENTSBY MEMBERS

[English]

NIAGARA REGIONAL POLICE

Mr. John Maloney (Erie—Lincoln, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
Niagara Regional Police service has recently received prestigious
international recognition by its award of accredited status by the
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Commission on Accreditation for Law Enforcement AgenciesInc.,
following a vigorous three year test and satisfaction of 439
professional policing standards in areas of administration, opera-
tion and technical support. The police service aso received the
mark of excellence award from the Criminal Intelligence Services
of Canada for exemplary investigation in Project Expiate.

® (1100)

| congratulate al members of the Niagara Regiona Police
Service for their continuing excellence in providing high quality
law enforcement to the residents of the Niagararegion. | commend
our officers for their dedication, pride and professionalism. They
epitomize their motto ““Unity, Responsibility, Loyalty”.

GRAIN TRANSPORTATION

Mr. Garry Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Méelville, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, | am concerned about recent reports that the government will
not implement all the recommendations of its own commissionson
grain transportation. Both reports emphasized the need for a more
commercial, accountable, contract driven system.

A key recommendation was to remove the Canadian Wheat
Board from any involvement in grain transportation. Mr. Kroeger
gave this warning to the transportation committee on Tuesday:

| am worried about the proposal from the wheat board that you go to a contractual
system but the wheat board would hold all the contracts. If the wheat board holds all
the contracts but the parties haven't got contracts with each other then a grain
company can't call araillway to account.

| urge the government not to cherry pick pieces of these reports
to suit its political purposes but to implement the proposed changes
including moving the Canadian Wheat Board to spout. Regulation
and government control caused the problems in grain transporta-
tion today and so will not solve them.

HMCS PROTECTEUR

Mr. Stan Dromisky (Thunder Bay—Atikokan, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, let us express our gratitude and admiration to the 285 men
and women aboard HMCS Protecteur who returned home to
Esquimalt yesterday.

After being away from home for over five months, we wish to
join the cheers and congratulations of the flotilla greeting our
sailors who have made a significant contribution to the internation-
al forcein East Timor. They performed a vital sustainment role for
Interfet. They ferried supplies, equipment and personnel between
Darwin and East Timor, replenished Interfet ships, and supported
the land forces of both the Canadian infantry company and our
alies.

HMCS Protecteur also provided work parties that helped estab-
lish the base camps for our troops who still remain in Zumalai and
Suni as well as numerous humanitarian projects for the people of
East Timor.

In recognition of the great work performed by our sailors and the
support provided by their families at home, let us offer them our
congratulations and thanks for a job well done.

* Kk %

[Translation]

GOVERNMENT OF QUEBEC

Mr. Guy St-Julien (Abitibi—Baie-James—Nunavik, Lib.):
Mr. Speaker, in 1999 the government of Lucien Bouchard ate up
part of the allowance to Quebec children.

Today’s La Presse contains an article by Marie-Claude Lortie
under the headline “Griping from Stay-at-home Mothers”.
Constance Dubeau, a mother of four: Noémie, 6 months, Amélie,
age 2, Adrienne, 3 and Kim, 4, is quoted as saying “It stinks”.

Mrs. Dubeau, of Pointe-Calumet, is a member of one of the
many families who do not want to see the federal increase in child
benefits diverted into daycare or other programs by Quebec.

Lucien Bouchard is contemplating doing as he did last year when
Ottawa announced increased payments for children at home,
decreasing the Quebec allowance so that Mrs. Dubeau will not see
any more money for her children.

Lucien Bouchard does not want any real family policy. He
supports a guaranteed minimum income for Quebec artists, but
nothing for mothers and fathers staying at home to rear their
children.

Lucien Bouchard was in agreement with secretly holding the
sum of $842 million in the Toronto-Dominion Bank in Toronto for
12 months. So how much is there going to be for Mrs. Dubeau’s
children, Messrs. Bouchard and Landry?

[English]

NATIONAL CAPITAL COMMISSION

Mr. David Pratt (Nepean—Carleton, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
earlier this week the National Capital Commission announced
plans for amajor long term revitalization project affecting the core
areas of Ottawa and Hull in the vicinity of the Parliament Build-
ings. These plans are precisely what is needed to improve the
appearance of our nationa capital.

This project will slowly replace the existing industrial facilities
near Parliament Hill with parkland and refurbished heritage build-
ings, making full use of the majestic Ottawa River. A beautiful
aboriginal centre is proposed for Victoria Island. The creation of a
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square in the Metcalfe-Sparks Street area will create a people
place, improve the tourism infrastructure close to Parliament Hill
with better parking and open up a beautiful vistaof the Parliament
Buildings from the downtown core. Also Lebreton Flatswill finally
be redevel oped.

| am sure that | speak for many of my colleagues in the
Ottawa-Hull area when | say that we look forward with great
enthusiasm to the realization of this magnificent plan for Canada’'s
capital.

VIOLET ARCHER

Mr. Art Hanger (Calgary Northeast, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
Canada lost a national treasure with the death of Violet Archer at
age 86. | often passed Miss Archer in the hallway of my apartment
building. Though aware of her cheerful smile, | was unaware of the
magnitude and depth of her success as a musician. Composer,
pianist, organist, percussionist and professor: this was Violet
Archer, a woman who established an international reputation and
composed some 400 works.

® (1105)

She received dozens of awards and five honorary doctorates. She
was born in Montreal the daughter of Italian immigrants and had
composed her first work at age 16. She attended McGill University
and then studied with the great composer, Bela Bartok, who
continued to mould her musical genius.

After attending Yale University on a scholarship, Miss Archer
enjoyed an illustrious career as both composer and performer of her
many works. She taught music at the University of Alberta and at
three American universities.

Violet was named a member of the Order of Canada in 1983. |
ask the House to remember today the achievements of this great
Canadian who contributed so much to our society.

ARCTICWINTER GAMES

Mrs. Nancy Karetak-Lindell (Nunavut, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
this coming Sunday the 2000 Arctic Winter Games will begin in
Whitehorse, Yukon. The three northern territories along with
northern Quebec and northern Alberta will be joined by Alaska,
Greenland and northern Russia for an exciting week of competition
in traditional and modern sports, along with cultural events. This
will be the first time that Nunavut will have its own team of
athletes at the games since becoming a new territory.

| take this opportunity to wish all participants good luck and to
emphasize how important it is for youth to be involved in sports.

S0.31

Sports provide young people opportunities to show true character
and how to be a team player. Often the manner in which we play
sports is a true measure of how we live our lives.

Our government support of amateur sport is truly an investment
in young Canadians. | am pleased that the Secretary of State for
Amateur Sport will be on hand to help open the games. | aso
applaud other members who will be attending the games to lend
their support.

[Translation]

BILL C-20

Ms. Caroline St-Hilaire (Longueuil, BQ): Mr. Speaker, seeing
how the federal government is behaving in connection with Bill
C-20, and Motion No. 8, can young people of my generation be
faulted, along with the rest of population, for no longer having any
faith in the world of politics and its present institutions?

What is the Liberal government’s next step going to be? To
barricade the doors of the Quebec National Assembly so the
Quebec people cannot be represented? To plaster al of Quebec
with the Maple Leaf and the commandment * Thou shalt honour
Canada’ ? While they are at it, why not ask the members of the
National Assembly to start their session with O Canada? No way,
Mr. Speaker.

With Bill C-20 and Motion No. 8, the federal government is on
the wrong track. It is headed down a road with no return, while
admitting that it has nothing to propose to Quebecers and that it is
incapable of fulfilling the fundamental aspirations of the Quebec
people.

[English]

KASHMIR

Mr. Derek Lee (Scarborough—Rouge River, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, for over 50 years the people of the former princely state of
Kashmir have been divided by a ceasefire line fixed by military
conflicts, sanctioned by the United Nations and originally intended
to be temporary.

Both India and Pakistan have so far been unable to reach afinal
agreement between them and with the people of Kashmir and have
fought wars across the line. Thousands have been killed, maimed
and displaced by the conflict not just between the armies but also
because of the terror of a political insurgency that is stripping this
area of its beauty, its economy and its peaceful heritage.

Both India and Pakistan and the rest of the world can benefit
from the Kashmir region that is peaceful, democratic and offers
economic opportunity to its citizens. | call upon both countries to
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collaborate in enabling Kashmiris to put violence behind and build
a future, pull back the armies and invest in the people, celebrate
what the Kashmir region can be for both countries, end the
oppression of violence, renew the bilateral dialogue, include the
Kashmiris, and please begin now.

QUINTETTE COAL MINE

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, this week the residents of the town of Tumbler Ridge in my
riding of Prince George—Peace River were informed that Quintette
coal mine, the town's largest employer, will be shutting down in
August. Unfortunately the combination of low commodity prices
and arise in the Canadian dollar has forced it to close down nearly
three years ahead of schedule.

Tumbler Ridge is a small, close knit community nestled in the
Rocky Mountains where helping one's neighbour never goes out of
style. At thistime of crisis, when the economic future of the town
and its residents is so uncertain, it is important for all levels of
government to lend their support by cutting red tape and encourag-
ing economic diversification projects such as value added wood
mills, peat moss extraction opportunities, natural gas facilities,
destination ski resorts and increased tourism ventures, to name
only a few.

No oneis looking for a handout, just a helping hand. Opportuni-
ties abound. The challengeisfor all three levels of government and
the private sector to put their collective heads together to find the
right combination that will save Tumbler Ridge.

® (1110)

THE ENVIRONMENT

Ms. Aileen Carroll (Barrie—Simcoe—Bradford, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, earlier this week The Globe and Mail reported that the
Canadian Environmental Industry Association is worried that
Canada's rules allowing the dumping of untreated hazardous waste
into landfills are too lax. Theindustry itself iswarning that Canada
risks being flooded with cancer causing wastes from the United
States because of Canada's weak regulations.

It isnot theimport of waste that the industry is warning us about.
It is the practice of dumping toxic pollutants into landfills, banned
in the United States but still legal in Canada.

There are treatments for destroying the dangerous materials, but
the matter is under provincial jurisdiction and the Ontario govern-
ment has taken no action whatever to match the morerigorous U.S.
rules. This negligence has been noted by the U.S. EPA. It reflects
badly on Canada’s reputation internationally, let alone on the health
of Canadians who live in Ontario.

INTERNATIONAL WOMEN'S DAY

Mrs. Michelle Dockrill (Brasd' Or—Cape Breton, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, March 8 isatime for us to celebrate the first International
Women's Day of the new millennium. Women’s day is a time to
reflect and celebrate the progress that has been made in achieving
women’s equality in our homes, communities and across the world.

Thisyear the stageis set for the exciting seven month long event,
the World Women's March, otherwise known as March 2000. After
the success of the Bread and Roses campaign in 1996, the Quebec
Women's Federation decided to expand its idea and create a forum
for women to talk, lobby, protest and march al around the world.

March 2000 will begin on March 8 across Canada and will
continue until October 15 with alargerally in Ottawa. For the next
seven months organi zers of the women’s march will draw attention
to two key issues: poverty and violence. Whatever gains women
may have made, poverty and violence are still huge obstacles to
achieving true equality and justice for women in Canada and
throughout the world.

For Canadian women the next seven months will be very
exciting. It will be atime for creating and renewing relationships
and connections around the world in solidarity with our sisters. The
women will al come marching, marching hand in hand.

[Translation]

BILL C-20

Mr. Serge Cardin (Sherbrooke, BQ): Mr. Speaker, when Mr.
Facal, the Quebec minister of intergovernmental affairs, testified
before the committee examining Bill C-20, he reminded the
members of the committee that this bill served simply to, and |
quote:

—obscure the Canadian problem, forgetting that more Quebecers voted yes than
there are voters in Saskatchewan, Manitoba, Newfoundland, Nova Scotia and
Prince Edward Island combined. Bill C-20 will not get rid of the sovereignistsor the
idea that Quebec will become a country some day.

He continued:

The National Assembly is the sole custodian of the right of the people of Quebec
to decide its political status. Quebec existed as a political entity before the Canadian
federation was created and by exercising its right to choose its political status freely
it helped to create Canada in 1867. Never forget that.

He concluded as follows:

In joining this federation, the people of Quebec neither renounced its right to
chose another political status nor intended to hand over its destiny for all time to a
parliament the majority of whose members come from outside Quebec.
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GROUPED’'IMPRIMERIE SAINT-JOSEPH

Mr. Marcel Proulx (Hull—Aylmer, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, almost
three years ago now, the Corporation Saint-Joseph acquired the
former Queen’s Printer, Canada Communication Group.

Today, this former government agency in Hull has a new name:
the Groupe d'imprimerie Saint-Joseph. There is more than just a
simple name change involved. It is one more step in the move to
the private sector.

After its acquisition, the Groupe d'imprimerie Saint-Joseph was
restructured, and the head office invested in the latest technology in
order to expand its potential.

After 130 years of serviceto the Government of Canada, the new
Groupe d'imprimerie Saint-Joseph has made remarkable progress
to become a competitive business. With three divisions and over
500 employees, the Groupe d'imprimerie Saint-Joseph is consid-
ered the largest supplier of printing and related services in the
Hull—Ottawa region.

The new name marks changes in a historic institution. May the
Groupe d'imprimerie Saint-Joseph and its employees enjoy along
life.

[English]

HEALTH CARE

Mr. Greg Thompson (New Brunswick Southwest, PC): Mr.
Speaker, the present Liberal government has created today’s crisis
in our health care system. After seven yearsin officeit isstill ina
state of denial in terms of its responsibility. Here is its record: no
plan, no vision, no ideas. It is still “make it up as we stumble
along”, a day to day patchwork approach to the single most
important issue in the country.

Responsibility for this crisis falls at the doorstep of the Prime
Minister and his government. He, and he alone, created the crisis
and Canadians want it fixed.

® (1115)

INTERNATIONAL WOMEN'S DAY

Ms. Paddy Torsney (Burlington, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, Wednes-
day, March 8 is International Women's Day, a day for al of usto
celebrate women's talents and accomplishments. It is also aday to
take stock of the tremendous amount of work that needs to take
place in Canada and around the world to ensure that women really
do achieve equality.

Oral Questions

Domestically the theme * Canadian Women Taking Action To
Make a Difference’” provides a broad opportunity for al of us to
encourage our youngest women to pursue their dreams.

In Burlington our fourth annual Internationa Women's Day
breakfast will be our biggest ever. Maureen Kempston Darkes,
president of General Motors, will be sure to inspire and encourage
all in attendance to continue to work hard. Thank you, Ms. Darkes
for your generous offer to get the message out, to mentor others and
to be living proof that women do make a difference and they do
take action.

Thank you to the people in my community for allowing me to
represent them in a place that used to keep women out.

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

[English]

HUMAN RESOURCESDEVELOPMENT

Mrs. Diane Ablonczy (Calgary—Nose Hill, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, this morning we received an extensive communications plan
developed by HRDC to position the release of the internal audit on
the billion dollar boondoggle. It includes discussions on strategic
considerations, storylines, media strategies and time lines. It was
dated August 30, 1999. Given this, is the minister planning to stick
to her story that she only found out about the audit on November
17, 1999?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
speaking of communications plans and stories, | am surprised the
hon. member did not get up and with her first words admit that she
was totally wrong yesterday when she said Export Development
Corporation had given a$10 million line of credit to Earth Canada.

She was totally wrong on that. Her colleagues’ accusations were
baseless. If she had respect for the House, for herself and her party,
the first words she should have spoken would have been to
withdraw, to retract and to apologize. That would be communica-
tion.

Mrs. Diane Ablonczy (Calgary—Nose Hill, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, it is the government that cannot get its story straight.

| find it very hard to believe that the minister’s department was
in the process of developing a department-wide action plan in
August to deal with the release of internal audit results and that the
minister knew nothing about it.

Again this communications plan is very extensive. It talks about
release strategies and the need to equip the minister with questions
and answers, question period cards and media lines.
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How can the minister expect us to believe that she did not know
anything about the internal audit until November 17, 1999?

Ms. Bonnie Brown (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Human Resour ces Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the member
oppositeis showing her ignorance of government and how it works.

Some hon. members: Oh, oh.

The Deputy Speaker: | would hope we would refrain from this
kind of comment in question period. | know that the member for
Calgary—Nose Hill would also want to refrain. | would invite the
parliamentary secretary to continue with her answer.

Ms. Bonnie Brown: | apologize, Mr. Speaker.

When there is a problem in the department, it is the job of the
deputy minister and senior officials to prepare solutions and
options for the minister’s perusal. | would remind the member that
the final audit report was not finalized and brought in until the fall.
Before it was presented to the minister it would have had to have
the problems outlined with potential solutions.

These draft communications plans to which she refers were part
of the potential solutions to be put before the minister after the
audit was finalized and the plans were finalized. That happened on
November 17, 1999.

Mrs. Diane Ablonczy (Calgary—Nose Hill, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, perhaps the minister needs to know what her department is up
to.

I quote from a letter from her deputy minister, which says,
*Since June, when the interim audit report became available, we
have devoted intensive and sustained management attention”.

® (1120)

In June HRDC set up a working group to deal with the internal
audit. In August it started developing a department-wide action
plan. By the end of August her department had produced an
extensive communications plan.

Let me ask the minister one more time, how could she possibly
be unaware that her department was in high gear—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister of Human Resources Development.

Ms. Bonnie Brown (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Human Resources Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the Reform
Party may jump to conclusions before a final report comes but we
do not.

The department did what it should have done. When the first
results showed something to be worried about, it began to prepare
for the fina report. There is nothing untoward about this.

The exchange of letters she refers to took place in December
1999. They show that the minister was determined to be open,

transparent and to have a strong management response to these
problems.

Mr. Chuck Strahl (Fraser Valley, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, it is
revealing that the very first thing the department did once it knew
by the interim audit that there was a big problem in the department
was to develop a communications plan rather than fix the problem.

Here is what actually happened. The communications plan and
strategy was ready to go as of August because there was acrisisin
the midst, but the minister waited until January to release the
information on the audit. Why? She waited by happy coincidence
until the day after we submitted an access to information request.

How long was the minister really planning to keep it under cover
that she had actually bungled a billion dollars?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
why does the Reform Party not fix its own problem, restore its
dignity and credibility and start off by acknowledging that it was
totally wrong in its baseless accusations against the Minister for
International Trade when it said that he was involved in giving a
$10 million line of credit to Earth Canada? That was totally wrong.
Reform members are showing their lack of credibility, their lack of
respect for the House and for Canadians by keeping quiet on this
and trying to have some diversionary tactic which does not stand up
to examination.

Mr. Chuck Strahl (Fraser Valley, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, if thisa
diversionary tactic, it looks like the Grand Coulee Dam over there.

Everyone knows what is going on. The department knew there
was a crisis. The interim audit pointed to all the problems: the
reporting; the lack of reliability; the lack of statistics; the lack of
credible job numbers; and the lack of everything we have been
talking about for the last month. What did it do? It did not fix the
problem. It said it would have to develop a communications plan.
A communications plan went ahead in August. The department
suggested that the audit be released in October. What happened?
The minister waited until January when the access to information
request came in. Why?

Ms. Bonnie Brown (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Human Resources Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | want to
correct the record on a few things the member said. First, their
billion dollar bungle implies that a billion dollars was lost. Suchis
not the case. We have reiterated that over and over again. The
minister moved with aacrity as soon as she had the final report and
the final management plan. She ordered a stronger management
plan. As soon as it was prepared she released it.

The communications suggestions that Reform members are
referring to are naturally part of the whole methodology to deal
with the problem. They are nothing more than that. But they will
put a negative spin on everything.
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[Translation]

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, yesterday, we heard that there were nine investigations
under way at Human Resources Development Canada. Today, we
learn that there are 12. The number increases with each passing
day. Pretty soon they will run out of investigators.

Isit not high time the government called an independent public
inquiry into everything that is going on at Human Resources
Development Canada?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
| call for apublic inquiry into why the Bloc Quebecois has nothing
to say about the fact that the Parti Quebecois in Quebec City is not
spending $800 million today to help the sick and improve health
care in that province.

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, it is because of answers like that that we are calling for an
inquiry, because they are obvioudly trying to hide things. That is
what is going on.

And what they are trying to hide is that, too often, names like
Fugere, Champagne, Gauthier, Lemire, all in Saint-Maurice, all
friends of the Prime Minister, and all under investigation now, keep
coming up. Is that not enough?

® (1125)

Rather than burying issues here in the House—that is apparently
the role of the Deputy Prime Ministe—he should answer ques-
tions, assume his responsibilities and show himself worthy of his
job.

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
we are still hearing names of people like Bouchard and Landry—

Some hon. members: Oh, oh.

Hon. Herb Gray:—who are not interested in the sick and who
have left in a bank account $800 million that could be used to
provide immediate relief to the sick.

Some hon. members: Oh, oh.

Hon. Herb Gray: The auditor general, who is an officer of this
House, is already conducting a public investigation. But the silence
over health care needs in the Province of Quebec is troubling.

Mr. Paul Créte (Kamouraska—Riviére-du-Loup—Témis
couata—L es Basques, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the Montreal Gazette
announced today that, in a letter—

Some hon. members: Oh, oh.

The Deputy Speaker: Order, please. It is difficult to hear the
questions and the replies. | know that everyone wants to hear.

Oral Questions

Mr. Paul Créte: The Gazette announced today that, in a letter
dated December 13, 1999 and addressed to the Minister of Human
Resources Devel opment, deputy minister Claire Morris recognized
that, since June 1999, there had been, and | quote, *‘ poor adminis-
trative practices in most of our grants and contributions pro-
grams’.

Does the Deputy Prime Minister stand by the Prime Minister's
statement to the effect that there are only 37 isolated cases, when,
to this day, there are 12 known investigations, and the media are
talking about a ‘‘ Shawinigate’ ?

[English]

Ms. Bonnie Brown (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Human Resources Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | want to
remind the House and al Canadians that suggesting that these
investigations are representative of what is happening is complete-
ly false.

There are 30,000 projects. | want to remind the opposition that in
any group of Canadians we will have some people over here who
are saints and some people over here who are sinners—we call
them criminals—and in the middle we have a broad band of
Canadians who are doing their best to improve this country and to
help Canadians march forward toward hope. But if we keep
focusing on the people over here, then | suggest—

[Translation]

Mr. Paul Créte (Kamouraska—Riviére-du-Loup—Témis
couata—L es Basques, BQ): Mr. Speaker, is the root of the
problem not the fact that, since her appointment, the minister has
attempted to deny the existence of a scandal and has refused to
order a public, independent inquiry under the Inquiries Act?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
why does the hon. member not trust the auditor general, who is an
officer of this House? Why does he undermine the auditor general’s
efforts?

These investigations are conducted at arm’s length from the
government. Why does the hon. member speak in away that could
prejudice the investigations, which are necessary to protect the
public interest? The hon. member should rethink his approach on
this issue.

[English]

HEALTH CARE

Mr. Bill Blaikie (Winnipeg—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
my question is for the Deputy Prime Minister.

Yesterday the Government of Alberta introduced legislation
having to do with the privatization of health care in that province
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which, if allowed to continue, will be the beginning of the end for
medicare in this country.

Today is the day when the Government of Canada should act in
order to assure Canadians that this will not be allowed to happen,
that the spirit and the letter of the Canada Health Act and what
people hold to be true about medicare in this country will be
upheld.

| want to ask the Deputy Prime Minister, what does the govern-
ment intend to do about that legislation?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
| want to assure the House that quality accessible health care for all
Canadians is a priority of this government.

We have just learned about the bill. It is being actively studied.
We will do what is necessary in light of our jurisdiction to make
sure that the interests of al Canadians are protected.

Mr. Bill Blaikie (Winnipeg—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
it isnot as if the government did not know about thislegislation. It
is not as if the government did not know what would be tabled
yesterday.

Today is the day for the government to say more than quality
health care will be a priority and that kind of rhetoric. What we
want to know iswill the government act to make sure that thisdoes
not happen? Otherwise it will be open to charges of the poalitical
equivalent of criminal negligence when it comes to protecting
medicare in this country.

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
when we speak of our commitment to the maintenance of a quality
accessible health care program available to all Canadians, it is not
rhetoric, it is our policy. We will carry out our responsibilities.

® (1130)

It is only common sense that when before there was press
speculation, now there isan actual bill deposited before the Alberta
legidature. We are studying the bill actively and we will have a
response as soon as possible.

Mr. Greg Thompson (New Brunswick Southwest, PC): Mr.
Speaker, every premier in the country and all the provinces agree
that the health care system isin crisis. That includes, by the way,
the Libera Premier of Newfoundland.

What they are asking is pretty straightforward. They are asking
for some evidence of a long term, sustainable plan to fix a health
care system that the Liberals broke.

My question is pretty straightforward. Where is that plan? We
have been waiting seven years.

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the government put $11.5 billion into health care in the last budget

and $2.5 billion in this budget. That is the basis for an effective
plan. The Minister of Health has already invited his colleagues, the
provincia health ministers, to meet with him in May to work on
further renewal and restoration of the health system.

Speaking personally, the first thing that should be done is for
those premiers who have not spent the money which they were
given by the federal government, which they could have spent last
year and this year, to get on with the job and apply that money to
health care. | speak of Quebec—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for New Brunswick
Southwest.

Mr. Greg Thompson (New Brunswick Southwest, PC): Mr.
Speaker, that answer is absolutely bogus. The reason it is bogusis
because he does not talk about the money the Liberals took out of
the plan. He talks about putting in $11.5 billion. Why does he not
talk about the $17 hillion they took out?

At theend of their three year plan, if they do have one, we will be
back to the same spending levels that we had in 1990. We are 10
years behind the eight ball. When are they going to get the
message? They created the problem. We want a plan to fix it.
Where is the plan?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
our first plan was to get rid of the mess left us by his party, the
Conservative Party, when we took office in 1993. That is the basis
for our plan and we are working on it.

We want to work co-operatively with the premiers, but | would
like to say firstly, asaresident of Ontario, that afirst step isfor the
Ontario government and the Quebec government to spend the
money they were given in the last budget, which they could be
spending today to help people who are ill and in need of medical
care in their provinces.

HUMAN RESOURCESDEVELOPMENT

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, if this government would spend as much money on real doctors
as it does on spin doctors perhaps health care would not be in the
shape it isin.

According to the documents we received this morning, a strate-
gic debate took place regarding the potential release dates of the
damning audit in the HRDC department. The department was
considering a release date as early as September. However, the
documents suggest that a September release would follow too
closely on the heels of the TAGS report and they did not want to
draw comparisons.

Will the minister admit that it was these strategic considerations
that kept her from releasing the audit until January?
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Ms. Bonnie Brown (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Human Resour ces Development, Lib.): Once again, Mr. Speaker,
the Reform Party is referring to draft communication plans pre-
pared by the department in preparation for the acceptance of the
final audit report, which came much later than when those plans
were drafted.

There was absolutely no idea of not releasing it. As a matter of
fact, the communication referred to in the papers this morning
backs up the fact that the minister was determined to be transparent
and open, was determined to release it and did so as soon as all the
information was assembled.

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, it isjust inconceivable that the minister did not know about this
so-caled draft report until November.

The department was engaged in an internal strategic debate
about when to release these documents. There was a communica
tions plan in place. Senior officials were engaged in these discus-
sions. In January, however, Reform sniffed out the audit.

Why will the minister not just admit that she was waiting aslong
as possible to tell Canadians about her billion dollar bungle?

Ms. Bonnie Brown (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Human Resources Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | can only
say it so many times. The minister was briefed on November 17.
The audit and the plansto fix the problem were released in January.
Thisis areflection of her own determination to be transparent and
open.

® (1135)

The release of 18 binders, five and a half inches thick, proves
that we are being open and transparent. We also have an MP
inquiry line, and | should tell the House that only 20 calls have
been received from opposition members. They do not want to know
the facts. They want to draw conclusions without facts.

[Translation]

Mrs. Christiane Gagnon (Québec, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the
documents the Minister of Human Resources Development has
provided each member indicate that 51 companies which received
over $12 million from the TJF in order to create jobs have gone
bankrupt or closed down operations. The amazing thing isthat they
are supposed to have created at least 959 jobs.

Can the Deputy Prime Minister explain to us how a company
that goes bankrupt or shuts down, laying off its workers, can be
included in the government’s job creation figures?

[English]

Ms. Bonnie Brown (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Human Resources Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, anyone

Oral Questions

who has anything to do with business in his or her lifetime knows
there is aways an element of risk.

| would like to compare the statistics for our projects with those
of the private sector. According to Statistics Canada, about 23% of
new ventures do not pass their first birthday, whether because of
bankruptcy or closure. The statistics for our projects are that 95%
do pass their first birthday, so we compare rather favourably.

[Translation]

Mrs. Christiane Gagnon (Québec, BQ): Mr. Speaker, every
day, as we read the documents from Human Resources Develop-
ment Canada, we reach the conclusion that the more we analyze
them, the less we find in them. It is not normal for the taxpayers to
be learning bit by bit that nothing is going right at Human
Resources Development Canada any more.

When will the government finally decide to show respect for
taxpayers by instituting a public and independent inquiry?

[English]

Ms. Bonnie Brown (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Human Resour ces Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we respect
the taxpayers and that is why we are so proud that 95% of our
projects are successful. That is a better record than that of the
private sector.

EXPORT DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Calgary East, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, Earth
Canada lost millions of dollars over the past four years. However,
the fortunes of Earth Canada became greener when the cronies of
the Prime Minister, Mr. Fugere and Mr. Champagne, came on
board. Mr. Champagne came to Ottawa and secured accessto a$10
million line of credit.

| ask the Minister for International Trade, who did the Prime
Minister’'s crony meet with?

Hon. Pierre S. Pettigrew (Minister for International Trade,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | am very pleased that the opposition has not
forgotten me today because | can tell him that the opposition hasits
information completely wrong once again.

It is simple and clear. Earth Canada has not received one cent
from the EDC. If the opposition had any sense of responsibility it
would withdraw the terrible allegations its leader made in the
House yesterday. | understand why the CCRAP party would
continue to look for another name after making this kind of
monumental mistake.

Mr. Grant McNally (Dewdney—Alouette, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
we see that the minister’s approach today isto huff and puff and try
to blow this scanda away, but it will not work.
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The minister must know and remember René Fugére, because
when he was HRD minister he cut cheques for $1.5 million for
projects involving him. Champagne comes to Ottawa and secures
approval for and access to a $10 million line of credit.

The minister ran away from this question yesterday, so | will ask
him to confirm for the House today whether he has ever met with
Mr. Fugére or Mr. Champagne.

Hon. Pierre S. Pettigrew (Minister for International Trade,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, Earth Canada had preliminary discussions with
the EDC and members of the opposition can check with people at
the EDC any time they want. They can go to them because the
institution is at arm’s length from the department. Those prelimi-
nary discussions needed many more steps before allowing aline of
credit of $10 million. Those are the facts. The opposition is
completely wrong.

[Translation]

HUMAN RESOURCESDEVELOPMENT

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski—Mitis, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, the government is refusing to answer a number of embarrassing
questions by hiding behind the investigations that are underway.
However, Placeteco is not being investigated. We note that the
trustee appointed by HDRC for atrust that does not meet Treasury
Board requirements happens aso to be the lawyer of the person
who received the funding that went into the trust.

Doesthe Deputy Prime Minister not find this situation somewhat
disturbing?

® (1140)

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the hon. member did not give notice of her question. | will check
the facts and the basis for her question, and gladly get back to her
as soon as possible.

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski—Mitis, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, | find the reaction of the Deputy Prime Minister really disturb-
ing. This is the third time we have put this question in the House
and the third time the minister has refused to answer.

| put my question to aformer Solicitor General of Canada, aman
of experience. Does he not find it unusual, disturbing and danger-
ous that one person is both Mr. Gauthier's lawyer and the HRDC
trustee?

[English]

Ms. Bonnie Brown (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Human Resour ces Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, there was a
mistake made on this file by an official and trust funds were

created. It turned out to be a fortuitous mistake because after that
Placeteco signed a three-year agreement with its employees and a
five-year contract worth $8 million with Bell Helicopter. The
company has 69 people working for it. Perhaps this person got the
idea of trust funds from the premier of Quebec.

EXPORT DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

Mr. Chuck Cadman (Surrey North, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, when
he was human resources minister the trade minister wrote more
than $1.5 million worth of cheques for projects of Mr. René Fugére.

Just what isit about Mr. Fugere that allows him such easy access
to the public purse? Did the minister ever meet with Mr. Fugére?

Hon. Pierre S. Pettigrew (Minister for International Trade,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | find it absolutely incredible that they would
repeat in the House allegations with not a shred of substance. The
facts are clear that the EDC has not extended a line of credit to
Earth Canada.

If the member wantsto ask me any question | will gladly answer.
However, he is asking me a question on something about which
there are absolutely no facts.

Mr. Lee Morrison (Cypress Hills—Grassands, Ref.): Mr.
Speaker, | believe the substance of the question was, when did the
Minister for International Trade first meet with René Fugére? He
has very cleverly evaded and danced around that question. He
avoids the Earth Canada connection with Petrobras.

[Translation]

Arethe magic words that open the doorsto federal funds *“ Hello,
| am from Shawinigan”?

[English]

Hon. Pierre S. Pettigrew (Minister for International Trade,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, ministers do not sign off on these kinds of
applications. There has not been any line of credit extended to
Earth Canada. The member can ask people at the EDC about the
relationship between Petrobras and Earth Canada. They are private
sector companies. | am telling the member that the EDC has not
extended a line of credit to Earth Canada.

[Translation]

HUMAN RESOURCESDEVELOPMENT

Mr. René Laurin (Joliette, BQ): Mr. Speaker, we learned from
the list obtained on September 9, 1999, under the Access to
Information Act, that a$20,000 grant had been given to Moustiqu’ -
Air Top Net, to create 25 jobs.
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Then, in the list provided by the minister on February 15, we
discovered that the grant was in fact in the amount of $200,000, to
create 27 jobs. We also know that Moustiqu’ Air Top Net went out
of business.

When will the government realize that the information provided
by the Department of Human Resources Development is not at all
reliable and that only an independent public inquiry can shed light
on this issue?

[English]

Ms. Bonnie Brown (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Human Resources Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | could not
hear the name of the project to which the member referred.
Therefore, | cannot answer. If the member will contact me after-
ward, | will look up the information and | will be happy to pass it
on.

® (1145)

HEALTH

Mr. Paul Szabo (Mississauga South, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, each
week three babies die inexplicably of sudden infant death syn-
drome, commonly known as SIDS. Can the Parliamentary Secre-
tary to the Minister of Health tell the House what the Government
of Canada is doing to reduce the incidence of these tragic and
devastating deaths?

Mr. Yvon Charbonneau (Parliamentary Secretary to Minis-
ter of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | thank my colleague from
Mississauga South for his question.

Although the specific cause of sudden infant death syndrome
remains unknown, we do have some knowledge of certain risk
factors. Babies who sleep on their tummies have an increased risk
of SIDS compared with babies who sleep on their backs.

Last year Health Canada launched the “Back to Sleep” cam-
paign.
[Translation]

In French, the theme of this awareness campaign is‘‘Dodo sur le
dos’. We recommend that infants be raised—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Vancouver Island
North.

[English]

HUMAN RESOURCESDEVELOPMENT

Mr. John Duncan (Vancouver |dand North, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, the government has admitted to nine RCMP investigations into
HRDC goings on. The media is now reporting that there are more
than nine police investigations. We know that at least two of them
are in the Prime Minister’s riding.

Oral Questions

| would like to know from the minister, where are the other
investigations?

[Translation]

Where are the investigations?
[English]

Ms. Bonnie Brown (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Human Resources Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we are only
aware of nine investigations. | am sure the hon. member does not
want to put anyone on this side in the position of perhaps saying
something and interfering in a police investigation. | cannot
imagine that the hon. member would want more information which
might interfere in the securing of justice in this case.

Mr. Dale Johnston (Wetaskiwin, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, the
Minister of Human Resources Development never divulges any
information in the House unless she has been caught. She revealed
the internal departmental audit only after we asked for it under
access to information legislation. She released a riding by riding
list of grants and contributions only after she had been caught
giving them to her own Libera MPs. She told us about nine
crimina investigations in the House yesterday after we had
cornered her.

| ask her once again, where are the remaining police investiga-
tions taking place?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
police investigations are carried on a arm's length from the
government. Unless the hon. member wants to somehow say things
which will prevent the police from carrying out their work and not
permit the investigations to have a proper outcome, | do not why he
is asking these kinds of questions.

If he wants to get information, the appropriate thing to do would
be to go to the appropriate police force. If it thinks they can release
information, | am sure they will do it. In the meantime, he should
bear in mind that these are not charges. They are not trials. They are
apparently investigations carried on a arm’'s length from the
government. L et him go to the police and see what they haveto say.

THE BUDGET

Hon. Lorne Nystrom (Regina—Qu’'Appelle, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, my question is for the Deputy Prime Minister and it
concerns the government’s responsibility for the budget in the
country.

These estimates allocate an extra 10.7% in spending for the
Senate. That is up 29% over the last three years. That is $5 million
for 104 senators, compared with $20 million extra this year for
health care spending for a million people in the province of
Saskatchewan.
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Can the Deputy Prime Minister explain this new Liberal defini-
tion of balance where 104 unaccountable and unelected people get
an extra $5 million and a million people in Saskatchewan get an
extra $20 million for health care?

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the increase is not at all as the
hon. member says it is. As a matter of fact, the overall increase in
expenditures over last year is a little over 1% different.

Hon. Lorne Nystrom (Regina—Qu’'Appelle, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, the estimates have an increase of $47 million to $52
million in the government’s blue book. Maybe | could put it a
different way. That $5 million increase is equivalent to about
$48,000 per senator, and the extra $20 million in health care in
Saskatchewan is about $20 per person.

I want him to explain why the government would make that
tremendous increase in alocation for the Senate and only a few
dollars for people in Saskatchewan and Manitoba for health care.
Please come clean on this.

® (1150)

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | would not want to give the
House inaccurate information. Let me be even more precise. The
actual increase over actuals for last year is 1.32%. | know | said
that it was a little over 1% and it is 1.32%. | am sure most people
will understand that.

GASOLINE PRICES

Mr. Gerald Keddy (South Shore, PC): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Minister of Transport.

Truckers are protesting in Ottawa today. Yesterday | stated that
high diesel prices, along with high gas and fuel oil prices, are
hurting Canadians.

What is the minister prepared to do to ensure that diesel,
gasoline and fuel oil prices are lower for all Canadians.

Mr. Brent St. Denis (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Natural Resources, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the member knows that ail
prices are traded on world markets and, in that vein, Canada is an
active member of the international oil energy agency.

We are actively working with our fellow members to push the
OPEC nations to increase production so that we can regain some
stability in the world's oil markets.

These measures are effective and | would ask the member to bea
little more patient.

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS

Mr. Mark Muise (West Nova, PC): Mr. Speaker, the federal
government will spend $160 million over two years to help the
natives integrate into the fishery.

Can the minister of fisheriestell us how much money it will cost
to fully integrate natives into the fishery? Does the department
have a detailed outline of the strategy and can he provide us with a
copy? Does this strategy address the serious issue of the summer
food fishery?

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the hon. member has asked us a
detailed question about the aboriginal fishery. | will gladly bring
the issue to the attention of the minister of fisheries and provide a
full response for him in the House.

Needless to say, the government is committed to ensuring,
pursuant to the decisions of the court, that the aboriginal fishery is
properly taken care of and in a way where everyone lives in
harmony and participates in the activity.

MULTICULTURALISM

Mr. lan Murray (Lanark—Carleton, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Secretary of State for Multiculturalism.

Tonight, with children from my riding, | will attend an anti-rac-
ism concert in Kanata which is sponsored by the Government of
Canada.

| applaud the minister for this initiative but would she explain
what she hopes this concert will accomplish and why she believesit
iS necessary?

Hon. Hedy Fry (Secretary of State (M ulticulturalism)(Status
of Women), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, this concert will perhaps be the
biggest initiative put on by any country in the world, both
nationally and internationally, to deal with the issue of racism.

Tonight in Ottawa, young people from about seven countries in
the world and Canadian youth will join with Dubmatique, Monica,
Bif Naked and Juliette Powell in a concert in which youth will
speak out in the language they know best, music. Thisis Canada's
step to what is creating a world of peace and human security.

HUMAN RESOURCESDEVELOPMENT

Mr. Philip Mayfield (Cariboo—Chilcotin, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
| realize the minister does not want to hinder any HRD investiga-
tions, and today | heard the parliamentary secretary say that
making known who is being investigated may hinder or perhaps
jeopardize these investigations.
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| ask the parliamentary secretary, does that mean that those
known investigations are already tainted and that those individuals
who are under investigation, including those in Shawinigan, will be
getting off scot-free?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
| do not think one should read that into any answers given. These
are mattersfor the police. Whether itisthe RCMP or alocal police
force, they will do their duty and, in consultation with crown
attorneys, will decide what steps are to be taken. The premise of the
member’s question is totally off base, as usual.

[Translation]

Mr. Jean-Guy Chrétien (Frontenac—M égantic, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, in a release dated February 23, the Minister of Human
Resources Development boasted that a telephone line had been
reserved for members of parliament interested in getting informa-
tion.

| submitted a request for information by following the suggested
procedure. Four days later, | received a letter telling me to go
through the access to information process.

Can the minister tell me why | cannot obtain information, even
when | follow her own guidelines?

® (1155)
[English]

Ms. Bonnie Brown (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Human Resour ces Development, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the member
is justified in his complaint if the telephone line did not give him
the information he wanted. | apologize for that. | will see what |
can do to fix it.

However, | would remind the member that there are 18 binders,
five and a half inches each, of paper. His House leader and his
Whip | believe are in charge of them. Those papers have been
provided by the department for his perusal. | am sure he can find it
in there.

[Translation]

HEALTH

Mr. Yvon Godin (Acadie—Bathurst, NDP): Mr. Speaker, the
federal government must assume its responsibilities in health care.

Monday’s budget would give the Province of New Brunswick
only $60 million over four years. Thisis not even enough to cover
the debts of New Brunswick’s hospital corporations.

Will the government listen to the Premier of New Brunswick and
to al the other premiers and pay for 50% of the cost of the health
care system in this country, in order to keep it from being
privatized?

Oral Questions

Mr. Yvon Charbonneau (Parliamentary Secretary to Minis-
ter of Health, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the Minister of Health and the
government have indicated that they increased public health fund-
ing to the unprecedented sum of $31 billion this year. One step has
therefore aready been taken.

The Minister of Health and the Minister of Finance said that they
were open to additional funding, provided that the provinces and
the federal government discuss priorities for renewing the health
care system. We hope this will be done as soon as May.

* * %

CANADIANINTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT AGENCY

Ms. Diane St-Jacques (Shefford, PC): Mr. Speaker, Paul
Lemire, the director of CITEC, was under investigation in 1997 for
$1.4 million in tax fraud involving Abattoir A.L. Bellerive.

This same abattoir gave $1,200 to the party in power, $500 of it
for the Prime Minister's persona election campaign. Abattoir
Bellerive received a CIDA contract worth $117,400.

What were the Minister for International Cooperation’s criteria
in awarding a contract to this company?

[English]

Hon. Maria Minna (Minister for International Cooperation,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | must say that | do not have that information
with me. | will take notice and report back to the House on that
particular question. | am not familiar with that at this point.

* Kk %

THE BUDGET

Mr. Irwin Cotler (Mount Royal, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Secretary of State for the Status of Women.

There has been concern expressed that the budget is a good
budget for business and corporate taxes but it does not address
directly the needs of women.

Can the minister tell us whether she has made a gender analysis
of the budget and what are its implications for women?

Hon. Hedy Fry (Secretary of State (M ulticulturalism)(Status
of Women), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the reindexation of personal
income taxes will benefit low income families, many of whom are
women.

The increase in the child tax benefit will ensure that those
benefits are no longer eroded, nor the GST tax credit. Senior
women will aso benefit from this reindexation.

Small businesses will get a lower tax, which will go down to
21%. We know that women are starting businesses right now at
twice the rate of men. These are small and micro businesses. That
will benefit them.
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I could go on and on but | do not have the time.

HUMAN RESOURCESDEVELOPMENT

Mr. Gurmant Grewal (Surrey Central, Ref.): Mr. Speaker,
10,000 pages of inaccurate files, 15 days of non-answers from this
weak government, two image consultants, nine police investiga-
tions and over $13 million spent with zero jobs created. All this
equals one incompetent minister.

Can the Prime Minister give Canadians just one good reason
why this incompetent HRD minister should not resign today?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
I will give the hon. member 1.9 million reasons. That is the number
of jobs created by this government, including the current HRD
minister, since we took office. Those are 1.9 million reasons, 1.9
million facts that show the hon. member and his party do not know
what they are talking about when they choose to speak about the
government in the baseless way they have been doing.

[Translation]

Mr. Pierre Brien (Témiscamingue, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the
more questions we ask on the unbelievable scandal at Human
Resources Development Canada, the less we learn. Everything is
becoming more and complicated, and every day we are learning of
new investigations on top of those already under way. The govern-
ment’s credibility is at stake, and taxpayer confidence is being
undermined.

® (1200)

My question is for the Deputy Prime Minister. When is the
government going to finally decide to institute a public and
independent inquiry under the Inquiries Act?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
we already have an independent and public inquiry going on,
carried out by the Auditor General.

| wonder why the Bloc Quebecois is attacking the auditor
general, who is an officer of this House. The Bloc Quebecois hasa
duty to support him in his work, not to undermine his work. Their
undermining in this House of the work of the auditor genera is
scandalous.

[English]

SCOTIA RAINBOW

Mrs. Michelle Dockrill (Brasd' Or—Cape Breton, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, attacks in the media indicate the Liberal wagons are

circling around Scotia Rainbow. The government, time and time
again, has said that it supports Scotia Rainbow because of the jobs
it has created in my riding.

Twenty-two million dollars later and the employees of Scotia
Rainbow were not paid today. My question is for the minister
responsible for ACOA. Why isthe government paying acompany
when the company is not paying its employees?

Hon. George S. Baker (Minister of Veterans Affairs and
Secretary of State (Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency),
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | aready have, in answer to another question
put forward by the hon. member, made reference to an editorial in
one of the Cape Breton newspapers asking that this member step
down.

Hereis another editorial in the Cape Breton Post that attacks the
NDP and says:
Scotia Rainbow is regarded as an important employer, paying out $4.5 million last

year in wages. These public dollars are necessary to get such ventures off the ground
in Cape Breton Island.

When will the NDP start supporting employment in Cape
Breton?

Mr. Jay Hill: On a point of order, Mr. Speaker.

The Speaker: Before dealing with the point of order, earlier |
recognized the hon. member for St. Albert who isnot here. | havea
note in my hand that evidently was sent to me by the member for
St. Albert. | am not sure, but | am presuming the points he wanted
to make, and he told me they would be very short, are supposed to
be made by the hon. member for Elk Island.

| am in the middle of aquestion of privilege. | guess this point of
order will have to be put off a bit, unless| can deal with it just like
that.

Mr. Jay Hill: Mr. Speaker, my particular point of order arises
from question period today and it could be dealt with just in afew
seconds, but it is not the one that was raised by my hon. colleague.

The Speaker: | will deal with the member’s point of order right
now and then | want to hear what the hon. member has to say.

POINTS OF ORDER

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Ref.): Mr. Speak-
er, my point of order arising from question period today deals with
some confusion arising from the official opposition’s assertion of a
$10 million line of credit from the Export Development Corpora
tion that we believe benefited Earth Canada.
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| have documents that would back up our assertion and | would
like permission to table them today.

® (1205)

The Speaker: Does the hon. member have permission to the
table the documents?

Some hon. members. Agreed.
An hon. member: No.

The Speaker: Because | committed to hearing the member for
St. Albert, and | believe from my information that hiswordswill be
incorporated by the hon. member for Elk Island, | will hear the
member on the question of privilege raised this morning.

* Kk %

PRIVILEGE

MOTION NO. 8

Mr. Ken Epp (Elk Island, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, in view of what |
anticipate will happen in a few seconds, | would like to withhold
my statement now.

[Translation]

The Speaker: This morning the hon. leader of the Bloc Quebe-
cois and the whip of the Bloc Quebecois asked me to rule on an
action taken, not on Motion No. 8.

[English]

In that case | will hold in reservation my decision on Motion
No. 8 until it comes to the House. In view of what has been
transpiring, | thought it appropriate for me to hear what was being
said by all hon. members. | am not prepared to rule on a motion
which is not before the House.

With regard to the gesture of putting the motion, at this point |
have heard from all parties except the government party. If it wants
to intervene | am prepared to hear that. If it does not want to
intervene that is okay. Does the government House leader wish to
intervene on the point of the gesture of bringing it up?

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, however one wantsto refer toit,
my intervention will be very brief. In the spirit of co-operation and
after some consultations with some House leaders, consultations
which could even occur later this day, | wish to indicate my
intention to withdraw the motion.

[Translation]

TheSpeaker: A few weeks ago, we had turbulent Oral Question
Periods for several days and | commented on the events in the
House.

Privilege
[English]

| want to make another observation, only from what | see herein
the chair. There are days when the House rises above itself, when
the House permitsitself not only to hear one another in what we are
saying but, in what | think is the finest traditions of parliament, to
actually listen and act on what was said. If | may, | was the author
of criticism of ourselves. Today is one of those good days. Thank
you. It was well done.

[Translation]

Mr. Gilles Duceppe (Laurier—Sainte-Marie, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, if | understand correctly, Motion No. 8 will be withdrawn.
This does not however deal with the question of privilege | raised.
Are we agreed on that?

The Speaker: We agree that, if necessary, | will get back to the
House. | will give it thought between now and our return. | will
consider the question of privilege with respect to the action taken,
that is al. If necessary, | will come back to it.

® (1210)
[English]

Right now | have another question of privilege of which | have
notice. It isfrom the hon. member for Pictou—Antigonish—Guys-
borough. | have written notification and | intend to proceed with it,
but before | do so | will recognize the hon. member for Rimouski—
Mitis.

[Tranglation]

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay (Rimouski—Mitis, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, just before oral question period, when the discussion on the
question of privilege was interrupted, | proposed to put a motion of
privilege to refer this question of privilege to the Standing Com-
mittee on Procedure and House Affairs. | wonder if you are
prepared to entertain such a motion?

The Speaker: No, not at this time.
[English]

GOVERNMENT WEBSITE

Mr. Peter MacKay (Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough,
PC): Mr. Speaker, | congratulate your ruling as well as the good
discretion exercised on the part of the government House leader to
back off.

This question of privilege arises out of a matter the affects not
only members of the House but those in the public who are
watching very closely as Bill C-20 proceeds through the Chamber
and eventually goes to the other place.

On the government website as of this morning the committee
reports with respect to the progress of the legislative committee
and the Minutes of Proceedings and Evidence that were heard
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between the dates of February 14 and February 24, that short time
allotted for the committee to contemplate Bill C-20, are shown as
unavailable or not available to those who would be tracking the
process of what was taking place in the committee.

Thereisawindow on thisworld that occurs when the evidenceis
posted on that website. This window is essentially closed and the
blinds are pulled. This technical line of communication is a very
important and very symbolic site where the government and
members of the opposition have the opportunity to communicate
over the Internet and on the government website on what is taking
place. It is a very important lifeline and form of communication.

This question of privilege concerns the ability of members of the
House to review, to re-examine and to contemplate what has
already taken place in committee with respect to this bill, which
has been given a great deal of priority. There has been tremendous
pomp and ceremony about the importance put forward by the
government on Bill C-20 and yet to date, for some unknown,
unexplained reason, this information is not available on this
website.

We dready discussed at length previously today and on other
occasions the inability of the opposition or others in government,
for that matter, to move amendments. Similarly | would say that
this absence of information on the government website impacts on
the ability of members of parliament and others to reflect on what
has taken place aready in this process.

Perhaps there is a good reason it is not available, but if it is part
of the procedural ambush we have seen in the past | would suggest
that it isimproper and | would be prepared, with your indulgence,
Mr. Speaker, if you find there is a prima facie breach of privilege,
to move the necessary mation.

It is the Canadian public and all members of parliament who are
affected by the absence on the website.

The Speaker: | am not sure we would deal with this matter
under a question of privilege. | want to consult to see if | can get
some kind of an explanation.

® (1215)

My colleagues, with regard to the information being available, |
am told that most of it is on the website right now and we are in the
process of finishing up the information. It should be in the hon.
member’s hands soon.

In direct response to the point of order, | am quoting Speaker
Francis who was quoting Speaker Macnaughton. This is what
Speaker Macnaughton had to say on March 17, 1965 as reported on
page 12479 of Hansard:

The basic question is whether or not a bill in the House of Commons can be

discussed, assuming that the evidence has not been completely finished in its English
and French printing. | have made asearch of the records since Confederation, and there

is no case that says that a bill in the House of Commons which is up for discussion
cannot be proceeded with until the evidence has been filed. If we were to accept the
suggestion of the hon. member for Lapointe (Mr. Grégoire), emotionally pleasing as
it may be, nevertheless procedurally in my opinion it would be completely wrong, and
would establish a very bad precedent.

Again Mr. Speaker Francis stated and | quote from page 4631 of
Hansard dated June 13, 1984:

| really do feel uncomfortable when hon. members do not have the transcripts.
However, | am guided by the precedent of Mr. Speaker Macnaughton. | am guided
by the fact that the rules are silent as to the form of printing.

| inform the hon. member officialy that most of it is on the
website now. The rest of it | am sure will be there very soon, before
we get into the body of the debate on this.

[Translation]

Mr. Daniel Turp (Beauhar nois—Salaberry, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
| rise on a point of order on this.

The Speaker: | just ruled on this issue.

Mr. Daniel Turp: | would appreciateit if you allowed meto add
something. You quoted a comment made by a predecessor of yours
in the sixties.

We are now in the electronic era. Like my colleague, | find there
is a serious problem, because the clerk of that committee told me,
the day after the proceedings, that the minutes of the proceedings
of the legidative committee on Bill C-20 would be posted in the
coming days. We are aready one week past that deadline and the
minutes have yet to be posted.

Based on the statements—

TheSpeaker: Asl said, it is not absolutely necessary to have all
the printed documents. We are doing our best. The hon. member
will get them, if not today, certainly when we come back in the
House to resume debate.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

[English]

GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO PETITIONS

Mr. Derek Lee (Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the
Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | am
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very pleased to have the honour to table in both official languages
the government’s response to 15 petitions. | move:

That the House do now proceed to orders of the day.

The Speaker: Thisisin order. All those in favour of the motion
will please say yea.

Some hon. members. Yea

The Speaker: All those opposed will please say nay.

4351
Speaker’s Ruling
Bigras Brien
Canuel Cardin
Chrétien (Frontenac—M égantic) Créte
de Savoye Debien
Desrochers Dubé (L évis-et-Chutes-de-la-Chaudiére)
Duceppe Dumas
Fournier Gagnon
Girard-Bujold Godin (Chéteauguay)
Guay Guimond
Laonde Laurin
Lebel Loubier
Marchand Ménard
Mercier Perron
Picard (Drummond) Rocheleau
Sauvageau St-Hilaire

Tremblay (Lac-Saint-Jean)

Tremblay (Rimouski—Mitis)

Some hon. members: Nay.

The Speaker: In my opinion the yeas have it.

And more than five members having risen:

The Speaker: Call in the members.

® (1255)

(The House divided on the motion, which was agreed to on the

following division:)

(Division No. 759)

YEAS
Members
Alcock Anderson
Assad Bachand (Richmond—A rthabaska)
Baker Bélanger
Bellemare Bertrand
Blaikie Boudria
Breitkreuz (Yellowhead) Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Melville)
Brown Bryden
Cadman Carroll
Cauchon Charbonneau
Clouthier Collenette
Cotler Dion
Duncan Eggleton
Epp Fry
Godin (Acadie—Bathurst) Gray (Windsor West)
Grewal Hanger
Harb Hill (Macleod)
Hill (Prince George—Peace River) Johnston
Jones Jordan
Karetak-Lindell Keddy (South Shore)
Kilger (Stormont—Dundas—Charlottenburgh) ~ Knutson
Laiberte Lee
MacKay (Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough) Maloney
Martin (Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca) Martin (Winnipeg Centre)
Mayfield McNally
Mifflin Minna
Morrison Muise
Murray Nystrom
O'Rellly Parrish
Peterson Pettigrew
Pratt Proud
Proulx Richardson
Rock Saada
St-dulien Stewart (Northumberland)
Szabo Thibeault
Thompson (New Brunswick Southwest) Torsney
Wilfert—71
NAY S
Members
Alarie Asselin
Bachand (Saint-Jean) Bergeron

Bernier (Bonaventure—Gaspé—iles-de-la-Madeleine—Pabok)

Turp—38

PAIRED MEMBERS

*Nil/aucun

The Speaker: | declare the motion carried.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

[Translation]

AN ACT TO GIVE EFFECT TO THE REQUIREMENT
FOR CLARITY AS SET OUT IN THE OPINION OF THE
SUPREME COURT OF CANADA IN THE QUEBEC
SECESSION REFERENCE

The House proceeded to the consideration of Bill C-20, an act to
give effect to the requirement for clarity as set out in the opinion of
the Supreme Court of Canada in the Quebec Secession Reference,
as reported (without amendment) from the legislative committee.

SPEAKER'SRULING

TheSpeaker: | will now give my ruling concerning report stage
of Bill C-20.

[English]

There are 411 motions in amendment standing on the notice
paper for the report stage of Bill C-20.

[Translation]
The mations will be grouped for debate as follows.
Group No. 1: Motions Nos. 1 to 12.
Group No. 2: Motions Nos. 13 to 68.
[English]
Group No. 3, Motions Nos. 69 to 83.

[Translation]

Group No. 4: Motions Nos. 84 to 89.
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[English]
Group No. 5, Motions Nos. 90 to 411.

[Translation]

The voting patterns for the motions within each group are
available at the table. The Chair will remind the House of each
pattern at the time of voting.

I will now put Motions Nos. 1 to 12 to the House, but before that,
on a point of order, the hon. member for Beauharnois—Salaberry.

* Kk %

POINTS OF ORDER

MOTIONSIN AMENDMENT TOBILL C-20

Mr. Daniel Turp (Beauhar nois—Salaberry, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
| rise on a point of order. This concerns the permissibility of some
of my amendments to Bill C-20 at report stage, which | submitted
this week to the Journals Branch.

| am rising now on a point of order so that you may rule on this,
at your earliest convenience, before we start debating Bill C-20.

The House of Commons Procedure and Practices, by Marleau
and Montpetit, says on page 538, and | quote:

Points of Order respecting procedure must be raised promptly and before the
question has passed to a stage at which the objection would be out of place.

Thisis of the utmost importance. Some of the amendments | am
proposing are aimed at clarifying the wording of clauses 1(5) and
2(3) of Bill C-20.

These clauses state that the House of Commons shall take into
account any viewsit considersto be relevant to the consideration of
the question and the will to secede.

® (1300)

My amendments, which were rejected, are only aimed at speci-
fying that these views can be the ones of the government of the
province that wants to secede and, in my humble opinion, my
amendments do not go beyond the scope of the bill. However, they
were deemed out of order, which seemsto indicate that my freedom
of expression has been restricted.

| appeal to you, Mr. Speaker, since you are the guardian of the
privileges of members of the House, particularly those in the
opposition. On this issue, the House of Commons Procedure and
Practice, by Marleau and Montpetit, also specifies, on page 261,
and | quote:

It is the responsibility of the Speaker to act as the guardian of the rights and
privileges of Members and of the House as an institution.

It goes on to say:

Freedom of speech may be the most important of the privileges accorded to
Members of Parliament; it has been described as:

...afundamental right without which they would be hampered in the performance of
their duties. It permitsthem to speak in the House without inhibition, to refer to any

matter or expressany opinion asthey seefit, to say what they feel needstobesaidin
the furtherance of the national interest and the aspirations of their constituents.

Since you are the guardian of the privileges of this House and of
its members, | draw your attention to the consequences of ruling
out of order the amendments | submitted as a member representing
his fellow citizens.

With all due respect, | do not understand why | cannot discuss
these amendments. Because you ruled them as being out of order,
not only myself, but al the members of this House are prevented
from debating them.

This is an important and urgent matter, but you should take the
time to examine the situation and make an informed decision. Your
ruling will determine the freedom that the members of this House
will enjoy in the future. Neither |1 nor my colleagues want to see
this freedom of speech challenged only because my amendments
deal with Bill C-20.

To conclude, | would like to quote constitutional experts whom
our PC colleague quoted this morning, namely professors Brun and
Tremblay, who, in the fifth edition of their book on constitutional
law, wrote the following:

The safeguarding the rights of the opposition is one of the most fundamental
unwritten rules that the Speaker of the House must advocate, if necessary.

Mr. Speaker, we need you to be the guardian of our privilege to
speak, to amend legidlation, to introduce amendments that were
ruled out of order and should not have been.

AN ACT TO GIVE EFFECT TO THE REQUIREMENT
FOR CLARITY AS SET OUT IN THE OPINION OF THE
SUPREME COURT OF CANADA IN THE QUEBEC
SECESSION REFERENCE

BILL C-20—NOTICE OF TIME ALLOCATION MOTION

The House resumed consideration of Bill C-20, an act to give
effect to the requirement for clarity as set out in the opinion of the
Supreme Court of Canada in the Quebec Secession Reference, as
reported (without amendment) from the legislative committee.

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, an agreement could not be
reached under the provisions of Standing Orders 78(1) or 78(2)
with respect to the report stage of Bill C-20, an act to give effect to
the requirement for clarity as set out in the opinion of the Supreme
Court of Canada in the Quebec Secession Reference.

[English]

Under the provisions of Standing Order 78(3), | give notice that
aminister of the crown will propose at the next sitting of the House
a motion to allot a specific number of days or hours for the
consideration and disposal of proceedings at the said stages.
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® (1305)
[Translation]
Some hon. members. Democracy, demaocracy.

The Speaker: Order, please. | will consider what the hon.
member had to say, | will think about it and | will come back to the
House on this when we begin debate on Bill C-20.

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron (Verchéres—L es-Patriotes, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, | ask for the unanimous consent of the House to have
Motion No. 12, standing in the name of the hon. member for
Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert, now recorded as standing in the name
of the hon. member for Mercier.

The Speaker: Is there unanimous consent of the House?
Some hon. members: Agreed.
Some hon. members: No.

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron: Mr. Speaker, on a point of order. |
think we have seen the type of democracy this government has to
offer. After showing some openness awhile ago, it is now resorting
to another gag order and refusing that a motion be sponsored by
another colleague, thus eliminating that motion from the Order

Paper.

| only wanted to ask, since we will now proceed with the debate
on the amendments to Bill C-20 proposed by the Bloc Quebecois
and some other parties, if you intend to hand down your ruling on
the question of privilege raised by our colleague, the hon. member
for Rimouski—Mitis, concerning the way some of our amend-
ments were dealt with, before we begin debate.

The Speaker: To answer the specific question, | will certainly
make a ruling before we complete debate on Bill C-20. The House
will know my decision at that time. Let us proceed with debate.

But before, the hon. member for Rimouski—Muitis on a point of
order.

Mrs. Suzanne Tremblay: Mr. Speaker, in the motions in Group
No. 2, you have decided that the vote on Motion No. 48 would also
apply to Motion No. 49. However, in Group No. 3, even though the
content is exactly the same, you have decided that there would be
separate votes on Motions Nos. 70 and 71.

Why did you decide that the vote on Notion No. 70 would not
apply to Motion No. 71 but that the vote on Motion No. 48 would
apply to Mation No. 49?

The Speaker: As for the question raised by the member for
Beauharnois—Salaberry, | will take the member’s question into
consideration and rule on it in due course.

Mr. Stéphane Bergeron: Mr. Speaker, further to some indica-
tions from our colleagues opposite, | again ask for the unanimous

Government Orders

consent of the House so that Motion No. 12 standing in the name of
the hon. member for Saint-Bruno—Saint-Hubert now stand in the
name of the hon. member for Mercier.

® (1310)
[English]
The Speaker: Is it agreed?
Some hon. members. Agreed.

[Translation]
MOTIONS IN AMENDMENT

Ms. Caroline St-Hilaire (Longueuil, BQ) moved:
Motion No. 1
That Bill C-20 be amended by deleting the title.

Mr. Yvan Bernier (Bonaventure—Gaspé—Iles-de-la-Made-
leine—Pabok, BQ) moved:

Motion No. 2

That Bill C-20, in the preamble, be amended by adding before line 1 on page 1 the
following:

““Whereas when the Quebec people were consulted by a referendum in 1995, the
winning choice was the one that obtained a majority of the votes declared valid,
that is, fifty percent of the votes plus one vote;”
Ms. Caroaline St-Hilaire (Longueuil, BQ) moved:
Motion No. 3
That Bill C-20, in the preamble, be amended by deleting lines 1 to 37 on page 1
and lines 1 to 33 on page 2.
Ms. Hélene Alarie (Louis-Hébert, BQ) moved:
Motion No. 4
That Bill C-20, in the preamble, be amended by deleting lines 1 to 6 on page 1.

Mr. Daniel Turp (Beauharnois—Salaberry, BQ) moved:
Motion No. 5

That Bill C-20, in the preamble, be amended by replacing lines 1 and 2 on page 1
with the following:

*“Whereas the Supreme Court of Canada has given an opinion that thereisno right,
under interna-”’

Mr. Yvan Bernier (Bonaventure—Gaspé—Iles-de-la-Made-
leine—Pabok, BQ) moved:

Motion No. 6
That Bill C-20, in the preamble, be amended by deleting lines 7 to 10 on page 1.

Mr. René Canuel (Matapédia—M atane, BQ) moved:
Motion No. 7
That Bill C-20, in the preamble, be amended by deleting lines 11 to 15 on page 1.

Mr. Pierre de Savoye (Portneuf, BQ) moved:
Motion No. 8
That Bill C-20, in the preamble, be amended by deleting lines 16 to 24 on page 1.
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Mr. Daniel Turp (Beauharnois—Salaberry, BQ) moved:
Motion No. 9

That Bill C-20, in the preamble, be amended by replacing lines 16 and 17 on page
1 with the following:

““Whereas the Supreme Court of Canada has given an opinion that the result of a
referendum on”

Mrs. Pauline Picard (Drummond, BQ) moved:
Motion No. 10

That Bill C-20, in the preamble, be amended by deleting lines 25 to 32 on page 1.

Mr. Serge Cardin (Sherbrooke, BQ) moved:
Motion No. 11

That Bill C-20, in the preamble, be amended by deleting lines 33 to 37 on page 1
and lines 1 to 7 on page 2.

Mrs. Francine Lalonde (for Mrs. Pierrette Venne) moved:
Motion No. 12

That Bill C-20, in the preamble, be amended by deleting lines 21 to 30 on page 2.

Ms. Hélene Alarie (Louis-Hébert, BQ): Mr. Speaker, it is
important for me to speak today at report stage to Bill C-20, an act
to give effect to the requirement for clarity as set out in the opinion
of the Supreme Court of Canada in the Quebec Secession Refer-
ence.

It is particularly important to me to speak to Motion No. 4,
which moves that Bill C-20, in the preamble, be amended by
deleting lines 1 to 6 on page 1, in other words by omitting:

Whereas the Supreme Court of Canada has confirmed that there is no right, under
international law or under the Constitution of Canada, for the National Assembly,
legislature or government of Quebec to effect the secession of Quebec from
Canada unilaterally.

The reason it is so important for me to speak today is that this
bill, the so-called clarity bill, is not just nebulous, but undemocrat-
ic, and | will demonstrate why.

First of al, Bill C-20 gives the House of Commons the power to
overturn an act of the National Assembly and the decision of the
people of Quebec. It gives the House of Commons the power to
consider the referendum question and, by resolution, set out its
determination on whether, in the House's view, the question is
clear—I am referring to clause 1, first paragraph—or whether,
again in the House's view, there has been a clear expression of a
will by a clear magjority of the population of that province to
separate from Canada, as set out in clause 2, first paragraph.

Bill C-20 aso gives the House of Commons the power to
overturn amotion by the National Assembly to adopt areferendum
question, as well as the power to overturn and to censure the result
of areferendum that does not have a majority that is clear, againin
the House's view.

® (1315)

By extending such authority to the House of Commons, Bill
C-20 reactivates what is referred to by constitutional specialists as
‘“the power of disallowance”, which fell into abeyance as recog-
nised by the supreme court itself in its August 20, 1998 reference.
Such an attempt is totally inconsistent with the independence of
each level of government which represents one of the basic
principles of federalism.

This power of disallowance is extended to a chamber of the
Parliament of Canada where less than 25% of elected members are
Quebecers—members should keep this percentage in mind—which
gives to the rest of Canada a new form of veto on the political and
congtitutional future of Quebec.

The power of the House of Commons is strengthened by the
obligation imposed on it by Bill C-20 to take into account the views
of many political players from the rest of Canada, who can also
jeopardise Quebec’s freedom to choose its own destiny, while if
Frenchis spoken to them they will not understand aword of what is
being said.

For this reason aone, Bill C-20 is undeniably undemocratic. It
should be withdrawn before 60% of the members of the House of
Commons coming from Quebec—at least 45 out of 75 members—
vote against this measure and deprive it of any legitimacy.

That was my first point and | will now discuss a second point.
Bill C-20 denies Quebec the freedom to choose its political destiny
and among other thingsto includein areferendum question, if so it
chooses, a offer of partnership with therest of Canada. Itistruly an
attack on the freedom of choice of Quebecers, and God knows that
we know what we want.

By rejecting the partnership, thus limiting the constitutional and
political options for the future of Quebec, Bill C-20 purports to
prevent Quebec from reaching out to the rest of Canada and
propose a form of partnership that would be entirely compatible
with the new status of a sovereign Quebec.

As numerous analysts indicated—and we have heard from a
great many of them—thisis a scheme, atrick to force Quebecersto
chose between status quo and secession, to use the minister’s pet
word.

Thereis nothing in the supreme court opinion justifying the hard
line taken by the minister and the government. For that reason al o,
| repeat that Bill C-20 is clearly undemocratic.

My third reason is that Bill C-20 denies the universal rule of the
50% plus one majority and the basic rule of the equality of votes.

By refusing to recognize the 50% plus one rule and by drafting a
provision, namely clause (2)(b), which is itself the opposite of
clarity, the Liberal government ignores a rule which was very
widely accepted by political actors in the 1980, 1992 and 1995
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referendums, and which they still consider valid. The 50% plus one
rule is a universally recognized rule, which has applied and
continue to apply to al referendums held under the auspices of the
United Nations.

Once again, the government relies on an opinion of the Supreme
Court of Canada to suggest that the 50% plus one rule is not valid,
when in fact nothing in that opinion supports such a position, quite
the contrary. The fact that the court made reference to a qualitative
majority contradicts him and we will repeat this over and over
again during the next few days.

The refusal to abide by the 50% plus one rule is outright
discrimination against individuals and is contrary to the principle
of equality of votes. In the end, the winning option is the one that
has more weight than the other. For this very obvious reason, Bill
C-20 is clearly undemocratic.

| strongly wish our institution, the House of Commons, would
withdraw it because it goes against the imperative standard of the
equality of all citizens.

® (1320)

Not only is Bill C-20 an unprecedented attack against Quebec
democracy, but the government also now seems determined to use
undemocratic methods to force its passage by the House of
Commons: review by a legislative committee instead of a standing
committee; hearings restricted to expert witnesses; refusal to
consult the public; and finaly, Motion No. 8, which is nothing
more than a gag order.

The Prime Minister seems to want to show once again that his
government lacks transparency. It is not by refusing an open and
democratic debate on Bill C-20 that the Minister of Intergovern-
mental Affairs will convince people that al he wants is truth and,
above dl, clarity.

At this point, | move:

That motion No. 5 be amended by adding, after the word ““donné’’ in the French
version, the following:

“un'.

And | sign the amendment, so as to prove that al is transparent
with us.

Bill C-20, proposed by the Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs
and the Prime Minister to force on Quebecers referendum rulesthat
are contrary to the most basic principles of democracy, is a
departure from tradition and from respect for democratic rules.

| remind hon. members that the federal government, which took
part in the 1992 and 1995 referendums, is now breaking with the
democratic tradition of Quebec and Canada.

Basically, we are asking for the freedom to have a responsible
government in Quebec, the freedom to make sure that the Govern-
ment of Quebec is recognized as responsible and legitimate, the
responsibility and the freedom to determine the referendum ques-
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tion and to not be tied up by an untenable status quo. Thisis called
the freedom to have the country of our choice.

[English]

Mr. Reg Alcock (Parliamentary Secretary to President of the
Queen’s Privy Council for Canada and Minister of Intergov-
ernmental Affairs, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, we have heard alot said in
the last little while about democracy in the House. There have been
great protestations about what is taking place in the House, how the
government is moving and the kinds of tactics that are being used
in order to get the business of the House done.

There is a reason to be concerned. The House has not been a
happy place in which to work or in which to have a legitimate
debate for some time now. When considering that, we have to look
at where that feeling arises from.
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The government has spoken for along time about the need to do
something to clarify the rules for secession. The Prime Minister
spoke about it during the 1995 referendum. | recal that he
repeatedly stood in the House and said that 50 plus one was not
enough. This did not come to the floor of the House this week or
last week; it isa position that has been held by the government for a
very long time. There was a discussion of this last summer leading
up to the renewal of the session. In the Speech from the Throne
there was an indication of the government’s desire to do this.

Each step of the way one of the parties opposite, rather than
seeing this as an opportunity to debate a fundamental question of
fundamental importance to the country, has said that it does not
matter what occurs in this Chamber. That party has said it does not
matter what is put down by the Government of Canada, that its
members will not involve themselves in the process and will do
everything they can to stop it. That has been stated over and over
again by members of the Bloc Quebecois.

At a certain point we are left to decide whether we want to let
one party hijack the House. It is unfortunate that the tools one has
to deal with are heavy handed. The tool to limit debate is not one
which anybody in the House likes to see used but it is a necessary
tool in the face of the activities, particularly in this place, of the
Bloc Quebecais.

Let uslook at this. If we are talking about democracy, if we are
talking about legitimate debate on legitimate questions in front of
the House, let us look at what we are debating today. We entering
into debate on 411 amendments to Bill C-20. We are debating 12 of
those amendments and now a subamendment to one of them. What
are these earth shattering important amendments that we are going
to take up the time of the country to debate?

Motion No. 1 is “That Bill C-20 be amended by deleting the
title’’. Thisisthe quality of the debate the Bloc wantsto put on the
floor of the House. Mation No. 3 deleteslines 1 to 37 on page 1 and
lines 1 to 33 on page 2 of the hill.
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Let me read some of the lines that members of the Bloc would
have us delete. *“ Whereas any proposal relating to the break-up of a
democratic state is a matter of the utmost gravity and is of
fundamental importance to al of its citizens’. That is what they
want us to delete, but there is more. *“ Whereas the government of
any province of Canada is entitled to consult its population by
referendum on any issue and is entitled to formulate the wording of
its referendum question”. That is what they want us to delete.

At the same time we hear them arguing fiercely that the
Government of Quebec has the right to ask any question that it
wishes. When | read ** Whereas the government of any province of
Canadais entitled to consult its population by referendum on any
issue and is entitled to formulate the wording of its referendum
question”, it seems to meet the test that the Bloc would have us
consider. Yet Motion No. 3 calls upon us to delete that from the
preamble of the bill.

Just in case people have not understood that, Motion No. 7 isa
very narrowly drawn motion. Motion No. 7 says *‘ That Bill C-20,
in the preamble, be amended by deleting lines 11 to 15 on page 1.
What are lines 11 to 15 on page 1? *“Whereas the government of
any province of Canada is entitled to consult its population by
referendum on any issue and is entitled to formulate the wording of
its referendum question’.
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[Translation]

The Speaker: Order, please. It seems to me that, if one side
wants to be heard, it should also listen to what the other side has to
say. We should agree to at least be able to hear what is said in
debate.

Once again, during the debate on Bill C-20, | would like to hear
what is being said in debate, as | am sure the vast mgjority of
members in the House do.

Today’s debate is now over.
[English]

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

paper.

PRIVATE MEMBERS BUSINESS

[English]

WESTRAY MINE

The House resumed from February 18 consideration of the
motion.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McCléland): On debate, with six
minutes left, the hon. member for Winnipeg Centre.

Mr. Pat Martin (Winnipeg Centre, NDP): Mr. Speaker, | am
very pleased to carry on with my speech regarding the private
member’s motion put forward by the member for Pictou—Anti-
gonish—Guysborough.

The motion, as stated, calls for the government to undertake a
study for the implementation of the recommendations of the
Richard inquiry on the Westray mine. It is a very worthwhile and
timely motion. We were very pleased when it was brought before
the House because all Canadians were horrified when 26 miners
were killed in the Westray mine through what | believe to be
crimina negligence and through what the chief justice found to be
crimina negligence.

Canadians were even more horrified when they realized that the
crown prosecutors of Nova Scotia would have to drop or stay the
charges against the Westray mine because under the current
Criminal Code of Canada there was no way to make those charges
stick. That certainly iswhat caught in the craw of most Canadians.
There was no way to deal with the grief of the actual deaths of the
26 miners.

It was incredibly frustrating to see that the crown prosecutors of
Nova Scotia did not have the tools to do the job to bring to justice
the people who caused the deaths of the 26 miners through what |
cal crimina negligence, through what Justice Richard called
crimina negligence, and | would go further, to what | call murder. |
am not afraid to call death caused by criminal negligence murder. |
am pleased to do so. It goes beyond manslaughter. In circumstances
where those in control of an enterprise have been made aware over
and over again that what is being done is dangerous, that workers
lives are being put at risk and yet they continue to do so until
somebody dies is murder.

| am very pleased to join in the debate on the motion. | would
hope that the government members would see fit to support the
motion because it is worded and crafted in a way that is very easy
to agree with even for those who do not fedl as strongly about the
subject as | do.

All the motion calls for is the government to begin to study how
we could implement the recommendations of Judge Richard,
specifically recommendation No. 73 which calls for amendments
to Canadian legidation to contemplate the concept of corporate
murder. That is essentially what it is calling for, the concept of
corporate manslaughter and corporate murder and to make changes
and amendments to any legislation, such as the Workplace Safety
and Health Act, the Canada L abour Code and the Criminal Code of
Canada, to ensure that people, from the CEO right down to the
boards of directors, the foremen, the managers and the frontline
workers, can all be held criminally accountable when they cause
death due to criminal negligence. | think it is a very worthwhile
moation. In fact, the leader of our party, the member for Halifax, has
introduced a private member’s bill that actually goes further than
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the private member’s motion from the member for Pictou—Anti-
gonish—Guysborough. It states exactly what changes to those
pieces of legislation are necessary to make corporate accountability
a reality in matters of workplace safety and health.

® (1335)

I come from the building trade, the construction industry. | am
no stranger to seeing people injured and killed on job sites. It was
my job, as the job steward, to pick up the tools of my fallen
comrades and take them back to their families and wives and tell
them the unhappy news that there had been an injury on the job. |
picked up their tools so they would not lay in the mud.

| am al too familiar with it. | am familiar with it to the point
where | can say right now that there is no production schedule in
the world that justifies injuring, butchering, maiming, poisoning or
killing Canadian workers. | feel very strongly about that. | think we
have made that point clearly.

| would ask members on the other side that if they will not
consider the obvious moral and ethical issues around clean, safe
and healthy workplaces, to please consider the economics of clean,
safe and healthy workplaces.

In the province that | come from, we lose approximately 50,000
person days ayear due to strikes and lockouts and labour and work
stoppages. In that same period of time, we lose 550,000 person
days per year due to injuries and accidents.

The economics are clear. If we are concerned about Canadian
productivity, the onus should be on al of us to clean up the
workplaces and minimize lost time due to injuries and accidents.
The hon. member for Pictou—A ntigonish—Guysborough certainly
raises that issue for uswhen he asks usto debate the very important
issue he raises with his mation on the Westray mines.

When | said earlier that some people call it murder when a death
is caused due to criminal negligence, | asked the House to consider
what happens when someone drinks a bottle of whiskey, hopsin a
car, runs someone over and kills them. That is criminal. That is
murder. That is not just a traffic violation. The person is guilty of
murder if he or she is convicted under the Crimina Code of
Canada. It is not just a workplace safety and health issue when
someone is killed due to crimina negligence on the job, it is
murder.

In my own riding, | am sad to say, a couple of months ago the
owner of ascrapyard hired a 17 year old kid. He gave him acutting
torch and told him to cut an oil drum in half. The kid blew himself
to kingdom come. That guy murdered the 17 year old kid and we
will fight for legislation which will contemplate the concept of
corporate murder and corporate accountability.

Mr. John Bryden: Mr. Speaker, | rise on apoint of order. | must
protest. The member is abusing the rights and privileges he enjoys
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in the House by using the word murder in the context of aterrible
tragedy, in which indeed there may have been negligence, but it is
before various tribunals. If he realy has the courage to use that
term, then he should use it outside the House not inside the House
because he has protection, Mr. Speaker.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McClelland): The hon. member for
Wentworth—Burlington has had the opportunity to put histhoughts
on this on the record. The hon. member for Winnipeg Centre is of
course afforded the same privilege.

Whether we agree with either the tone or context of any
member’s debate is what debate is al about.

Mr. Gerald Keddy (South Shore, PC): Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to rise for the second hour of debate on behalf of the
Progressive Conservative Party of Canada to discuss Motion
No. 79, a motion introduced by my colleague from Pictou—Anti-
gonish—Guysborough.

| would like to explain what happened on that dreadful morning
in May 1992. It may help members gain a better understanding of
what provoked the motion.

On May 9, 1992, at 5.20 am., a violent explosion ripped under
thetiny community of Plymouth, just east of the town of Stellarton,
Nova Scotia. The explosion occurred in the depths of the Westray
coal mines, instantly killing the 26 miners working there at the
time.

Motion No. 79, formerly Motion No. 455, was introduced by my
colleague from Pictou—A ntigonish—Guysborough to ensure that
something like this never happens again. Workplace safety must be
the norm across the country, no matter what profession one
chooses, whether working in a coal mine, a fish plant or on an
assembly line. Every Canadian hastheright to feel safe at work and
every corporate executive must take the initiative to ensure those
standards are met.
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Motion No. 79 reads as follows:

That, in the opinion of the House, the Criminal Code or other appropriate federal
statutes should be amended in accordance with Recommendation 73 of the Province
of Nova Scotia's Public Inquiry into the Westray disaster, specifically with the goal
of ensuring that corporate executives and directors are held properly accountable for
workplace safety.

Recommendation 73 in the report of the inquiry commissioner,
Justice Peter K. Richard, reads as follows:

The Government of Canada, through the Department of Justice, should institute a
study of accountability of corporate executives and directors for the wrongful or
negligent actsof the corporation and should introducein the Parliament of Canadasuch
amendments to legislation as are necessary to ensure that corporate executives and
directors are held properly accountable for workplace safety.
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Recommendation 73 does not endorse any particular legislative
action by parliament. However, | will proceed by stressing that
Motion No. 79 wishes to address the concerns referred to by Justice
Peter Richard in his report, with an emphasis on the persona
liability of key corporate officials.

The proposal to create a new crimina offence for corporate
officials for failing to maintain safe workplaces would, by defini-
tion, require adding new provisions to the crimina code. This
could be done by adding new sections to the criminal code under
subsection 467.5 and 467.6.

Subsection 467.6 would extend personal criminal liability for the
corporate failure to every officer or director of the corporation who
knew or ought to have known, based on their experience,
qualifications and duties, about the unsafe conditions in question.

Another way to address the matter would be to amend the
crimina code provisions which define criminal negligence, section
219, and culpable homicide, section 222, in away which specifical-
ly addresses death or bodily harm caused by a failure to maintain
workplace safety on the part of a director or executive of a
corporation. The drawback to this approach is that it does not deal
with situations where death or injuries do not result. Aswell, if one
wished to strengthen the accountability of officials for workplace
safety violations of their corporations, one could amend subsection
149.2 of the criminal code to include additional circumstances in
which their liability could be triggered.

As | am sure you are aware, Mr. Speaker, many corporate
officials in today’s marketplace have developed a cavalier attitude
toward fair labour practices and workplace safety. This approach
cannot be condoned in any capacity. As Canadians, we are al
entitled to wake up and go to our place of work, wherever that may
take us, and know that our well-being as individuals is protected
and that workplace safety is reinforced and upheld on adaily basis.
However, in many situations the amighty dollar overshadows the
secure working environment to which we are all entitled.

Of course the bottom line of any businessis to make a profit. At
the end of the day that is a very normal mindset for anyone who
operates a business large or small. If there is no profit at the end of
the day, there will be no business shortly thereafter. In short,
profitability equals sustainability.

However, we must not let employers alow profits to take
precedence over workplace safety. This mindset is precisely what
sets the tone for workplace tragedies and creates unsafe working
conditions. Businesses must ensure that their employees are ade-
quately supervised and consistently updated on safe work practic-
es. Sadly, in the past, we have all witnessed individuals doing jobs
they were not properly trained how to perform.

It is essential that companies take the time to train employees so
that additional risk islimited for employees and those around them
who are in the workplace doing their everyday job.

Management must also ensure that their employees have an
appreciation of any special dangers inherent at the job site. In the
case of the Westray coal mine, many of the tradesmen were prone
to perform unsafe tasks or to take dangerous shortcuts in their
work, never once being told any different by management. In fact,
in many cases there is no question that management was well
aware, or ought to have been aware, that safe mining practices were
not being performed.
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As stated in Chief Justice Richard's report:

There was no question that Westray management knew that the levels of methane
underground at the coal mine were hazardous. Under section 72 of the Coa Mines
Regulation Act, such conditions mandated the withdrawal of workers from the
affected area, and that is the primary reason, management in this instance chose to
ignore that fact.

In this situation, as in al situations, the open door policy of
management could have helped prevent the deaths of the 26 coal
miners that devastating morning.

No employee ever wants to feel asiif his or her safety concerns
arefalling on deaf ears. A collaborative effort among upper, middle
and lower management must be invoked to create an environment
that is hazardous free for every employee across the country. Of
course, accidents happen, but measures must be in place to
minimize the risk of death or injury. No single environment is
100% danger free, but in most cases the risk of danger can be
significantly less with a bit of common sense.

Referring to the Westray coa mine tragedy, the inquiry was set
out to investigate the following: the occurrence of the explosion
that resulted in the loss of life; was the occurrence preventable;
whether any neglect caused or contributed to the explosion in any
way; and was the mine in compliance with applicable statutes,
regulations, orders, rules or directions. These questions which were
investigated at the time of the inquiry are many of the same
questions that should be reviewed with business executives on a
daily basis to ensure that they are operating a safe company. As
well, it would be agood opportunity to ensure that businessesarein
compliance with current regulations.

As representatives of the federal government we have to ensure
that accountability is upheld in this country so that situations such
as Westray and others do not ever again repeat themselves. The
devastation of the Westray explosion will be felt for many, many
years in the tiny community of Stellarton and, indeed, al of Nova
Scotia.

Today, on behalf of every individual affected by this horrible
tragedy, | ask members to lend their assistance to this motion and
give it their strongest consideration and support.

Mr. John Bryden (Wentworth—Burlington, Lib.): Mr. Speak-
er, in my riding, which is adjacent to Hamilton, there is a bronze
sculpture that was created a few years ago which caused a lot of
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controversy in my riding. It is to commemorate those who have
died in the workplace. What it is comprised of is a huge slab. A
workman is holding on to the edge of the slab backward and he is
headless. It is very, very dramatic. Many people in the Hamilton
community were almost offended by this piece of sculpture, and
yet it makes its point enormously eloquently.

| should say that Hamilton isan industrial town. It has two major
steel corporations and anumber of heavy industries. | hateto say it,
but industrial accidents are not an infrequent occurrence. Fortu-
nately they are much rarer than they used to be 20, 30 or 40 years
ago, but they still occur.

The problem with industrial accidentsisthat itisvery difficult to
determine if negligence occurred. Sometimes it may not be negli-
gence at al. It may be that the firm has done everything it thought
was correct, but still the accidents occur. The problem is, where do
we draw the line between no negligence, negligence and wilful
negligence. This motion is directed toward the idea of wilful
negligence.

For anumber of years during my youth | was a police reporter at
the local newspaper. | had the occasion to be on the scene of a
number of industrial accidents. | can tell you, Mr. Speaker, thereis
nothing more horrible than to see somebody who has been abso-
lutely crushed to a pulp by some sort of machine, or has been
pulled into a machine, or some young person who suffocated as a
result of going into a chamber in which the air was exhausted.
These things do occur and they are dreadful tragedies. When one
has any kind of experience with that one can certainly appreciate
and sympathize with the very strong feelings of the relatives of
those at Westray who lost their lives.
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The difficulty | have with the motion is twofold. One is this
concept of where one draws the line between criminal negligence
as aready defined in the criminal code and some other area of
wilful negligence that is not defined in the code. | am not certain
you can do that very easily, Mr. Speaker. | am just not certain at all.

The other point | would like to make is the problem that the
motion also uses the words ** corporate executives”. The motion is
directed against this idea that corporations, in their haste to make
profit, are the ones that are most likely to be negligent to the point
of risking their workers in a crimina way.

Mr. Yvon Godin: Right on. You have it.

Mr. John Bryden: That may be where the frustration occurs
with the Westray instance, but | have to point out to the member
opposite who is remarking that it would be more precise to use the
word businessman or entrepreneur because, in my experience as a
police reporter covering industrial accidents, | can tell the member
opposite that | saw more death associated with small business than
| did with large corporations. The redlity is that the large corpora-
tions, by and large, have the means to make sure that workplace
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safety provisions are in place. But the small entrepreneurs often
fail in this regard.

| will give an example. Not very long ago we had afatal accident
with a student employee in a bakery who was operating a machine
that kneads dough. If | understand this motion correctly, it is that
the person who is in charge of that small bakery should be subject
to some sort of criminal code provision, rather than the Ontario
labour code provisions that are already applicable.

Indeed, Mr. Speaker, you could reduce it even further. You could
take this problem of industrial safety to the farm.

I livein asmall community in Ontario in the countryside and we
have had several accidents within my memory where people have
been drawn into a combine or where people have climbed down
into a silo and have died as a result of the gases that are heavier
than air and form a pool at the bottom of the silo. Should these
farmers be subject to criminal code provisions because they
allowed an accident to occur on their farm, which may indeed have
actually happened to their very family? It might have been a son
who died or a farmhand who died.

While | have enormous sympathy for the frustration felt by the
people who lost loved ones at Westray, it seems to me that the
proper direction of the anger and the reform should be to bring in
better provincial laws regarding workplace safety. It is perfectly
possible to have provincial laws that have severe penalties if
employers do not provide adequate safety for the workers.

But, Mr. Speaker, | just want to make the point to all members
who are interested in this issue that you cannot make a distinction
between corporate Canada and then leave out every other type of
employer. Mr. Speaker, if you are going to apply the criminal code
or any other law you must apply it universally.

| see a member opposite nodding. | see some sympathy there.
Yes, by al means, if we can improve the law federally, perhaps not
through the criminal code, so that it enforces cross-Canada stan-
dards of workplace safety, whether it is on the farm, whether itisin
a small enterprise or in a large corporation, | would say yes,
absolutely, and amend the motion to that effect, except there isone
reality check here and that is the problem that unfortunately
workplace safety is primarily a provincial responsibility. Certainly
we who are MPs from Ontario find that it is amost impossible to
make any kind of meaningful dialogue with the provincia govern-
ment on any issue. | certainly do not think the provincial govern-
ment would accept any kind of standards brought in by the national
government on workplace safety, but | can assure you, Mr. Speaker,
if it were possible | would dearly love to do it.

® (1355)
[Translation]

Mr. Yvon Godin (Acadie—Bathurst, NDP): Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to rise today to talk about an important subject that is dear
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to my heart. | will try to easy, since it isaquestion that is very dear
to many hearts.

The reason al of thisis so dear to my heart goes back to the
accident at the Westray Mine on May 9, 1922. We lost friends in
this tragedy, 26 miners. Talking about this here in the House is a
very emotional thing for me, because | myself am a former miner.

| worked for more than 15 years in the depths of a mine, |
remember that, in 1976, in the mine where | was working, we
buried six minersin 18 months. It is really not easy to accept the
death of a colleague in one’'s workplace.

For exampl e, one of those guys drove to work with me every day.
One morning we came in together and by nighttime, he was gone.

| would like to congratulate the member for Pictou—Antigon-
ish—Guysborough for introducing this bill in the House. It reminds
me of another bill, introduced by the leader of the NDP, which has
not been drawn yet and which isintended to show Canadians that it
is absolutely unacceptable in Canada that a corporation, whether
small, medium or large, would not have a license to hire workers
and then be found guilty of criminal negligence causing the death
of a worker.

This is what Motion No. 79 is asking members to support. We
need a bill to forbid an employer to obtain alicenceto hire workers
and then do what it pleases.

If | recall correctly what happened in the Westray disaster, the
federal government should assume its responsibilities, becauseitis
partly to be blamed for what happened. | will explain.

If my memory serves me right, workers from the Westray mine
went to the employment insurance office and asked if they would
be penalized if they quit their job. They were told that if they quit
their job, it would not be justified. The same thing happened in
others mines in my riding.

Last year, afellow named Stéphane quit his job because it was
unsafe, but the employment insurance commission denied him
benefits. He appealed and lost his appeal. He then had to appear
before an adjudicator and won at long last.

Another similar case occurred when aworker refused to perform
an unsafe task with a truck. The truck had faulty brakes, and when
he quit his job the federal government turned down his application
for employment insurance benefits, stating that safety was not
sufficient grounds to quit on€e's job. He appealed to the employ-
ment insurance commission in Bathurst, and the commission
denied him benefits. He then appeared before an adjudicator and
won his case. The same thing happened at the Westray mine.

Workers from the Westray mine appeared before the employ-
ment insurance commission, asking to quit their jobs because of

safety concerns. | want to inform the House that the steelworkers
union had been approached to establish a local union at the
Westray mine because it was unsafe.

Today the hon. member for Wentworth—Burlington is changing
his mind to protect companies, to protect the big bosses.

® (1400)

| think he does not represent Canadians or workers of this
country. Today, if | get behind the wheel of my car after | had three
or four drinks and | kill someone, | would be guilty and | would go
to jalil.

When a corporate executive can blackmail his employees by
telling them “If you do not work, you will lose your jobs’ and
when the federal government condones that by refusing to pay
employment insurance benefits to those who want to leave their
jobs, | say that those who made those decisions and the ministers
who decided to impose such restrictions on workers should go to
jail too.

[English]

It istoo bad we have to plead with the government to pass alaw
that any person in charge of acompany should not have alicenceto
run an industry unsafely and jeopardize the lives of workersin a
mine or any workplace. That is what happened at Westray mine.
Those people claimed it was an unsafe workplace. When they
wanted to take the president of the company to court to be put in
front of ajudge, they were refused because there was no law to do
it. We are asking the Government of Canadato set an example and
show every province that no one will have alicence to have a place
of work which jeopardizes the safety of the workers because it is
totally unacceptable.

| worked underground for 15 years. In 1976 within aperiod of 18
months, we buried six workers. We buried one after the other for 18
months. It was no fun having to bury our friends and colleagues.
Remember how members of the House reacted when we | ost one of
our colleagues a few years ago and another colleague last year.
Hon. members know how they felt. The member who flew on a jet
to Windsor knows how he felt. | can tell him how | felt when we
lost our miners underground at Brunswick mine.

| know how the people at Westray felt when they lost 26 of their
miners. | know how hurt they were. The government can help them
by putting alaw in place so that acourt of law will judge whether or
not the person was negligent. We are asking for that basic principle,
that those who are negligent are judged in a court of law.

Why is the culprit, the vice-president of the company, getting
away with all of this? It is totally unacceptable and it should never
be tolerated in Canada. That is why | am asking the government to
rethink what is going on, to rethink its position on the motion by
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the member for Pictou—Antigonish—Guyshborough. Let us put a
committee together to look at some rules and regulations that will
take care of this.

If a miner or a worker is negligent and does something to kill
somebody else, hewill goin front of ajudge. Why do the peoplein
charge of a company have the licence to get away with that?

We are not asking for something that is out of the ordinary. We
are asking for justice. We are asking for justice for our workers, the
women and men who are forced by negligent people to work in an
unsafe place. We see it every day. We cannot hide behind facts
when culprits get people to work in unsafe places. We cannot hide
behind facts. The culprits should go before a court and be judged
like any other Canadian.

Mr. Dale Johnston (Wetaskiwin, Ref.): Mr. Speaker, it is a
pleasure for me to spend a few minutes on the private member’s
motion that is before us today. The motion is that that this House
should be called upon to amend the criminal code or other
appropriate federal statutes to be in accordance with recommenda-
tion no. 73 of the province of Nova Scotia's public inquiry into the
Westray mine disaster.

® (1405)

This motion is certainly supportable because of the aspect of
accountability for negligence. It makes good sense that people
should not be asked to work in obviously unsafe conditions. If there
is a requirement to work in an unsafe area, then the employee
should have the right to refuse that work. If an employeeisinjured
or killed in an unsafe work area and the employer could be shown
to be negligent, | agree that he or she should be held accountable.

We have been waiting for some time for amendmentsto part |1 of
the labour code which would deal with health and safety. | believe
there will be provisionsin that code which will come very close to
achieving these ends. We have indicated that we will be supporting
that legislation when it comes to the House.

The spirit and intent of the motion is to hold employers
accountable for providing a safe workplace. | know that Mr.
Speaker has been an employer for a good many years and has
always striven to provide a safe workplace for his employees. No
doubt his employees are his number one consideration. Thisisonly
reasonable.

We have to be very cautious and strike a balance. It is up to the
employer to provide a safe workplace. There also should be a
recommendation or at least an onus on the employee not to use the
clause frivolously and only to protest about bona fide unsafe
working conditions.

| have appreciated the opportunity to say a few words to the
motion. | am certain that when Bill C-12, the amendments to the
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Canada Labour Code, comes before the House we will have a lot
more to say.

Ms. Bev Degarlais (Churchill, NDP): Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to speak to the motion put forward by the member for
Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough. Our leader, the member for
Halifax, has already put in place a private member’s bill which has
not yet been drawn.

Although Judge Richard’'s recommendations came down on
December 18, 1997, sadly we have not seen the government come
up with any answers to his recommendations. Nothing.

There was no doubt in anybody’s mind whatsoever what hap-
pened at Westray. There was negligence on behalf of the corporate
executives and the owners of Curragh Resources, namely Clifford
Frame. There was no question, but what was missing wasthe law to
hold them accountable.

At one time we did not have laws that strongly enforced
impaired driving charges. At one time we did not have laws which
brought criminals to justice when they raped women. At one time
we did not have laws in place in regard to spousal abuse. At one
time we did not have laws in place for child molesters. But what
did we do to improve those situations? We brought in laws.

A government with any degree of conscience, leadership or
vision would have come forth with a maotion or bill to address this
issue. It should not be left to the members of the opposition, but
thank God members on this side have seen fit to address the issue
because the government has not.

We heard a lot about what happened at Westray. Canadians
nationwide were appalled. They could not believe that when
workers go into their workplace they give up the right to be treated
equally. They give up the right to be treated as human beings, as
any other Canadian citizen, if someone's negligence and outright
disregard causes their death.

® (1410)

Workers in this country are not treated fairly, not on this issue
nor on other issues. It does not happen. They give up that right.
Why are those rights not there? It is to protect corporations. Why
do we have worker’s compensation legislation in Canada? It is not
to protect the workers. It is to protect the corporations from being
sued by their workers if there is negligence and they become
injured on the job.

There were supposed to be no-fault insurance plansto protect the
corporations but what has happened? Workers do not have the same
rights. They cannot sue their employer for outright negligence.
What is even worse, we now find out that even if there are
numerous deaths as a result of that negligence there are no laws
that can bring those executives to task.

Thisis not about whimsical approaches. Thisis not about aone
time instance where something happened and the worker died. This
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was chronic negligence. This was repetitious disregard for health
and safety legislation. This was as a result not just of the company
but of the conflict of interest of provincial governments and federal
governments because they had been involved in making sure that
project took place, that the mine operated.

How can we expect justice when there was provincial and federal
government involvement in that whole Westray Project? How can
we ask for justice?

Let us not let the lives of those 26 miners and the hardship and
grieving of their families go for naught. Let us at least see one
inkling of good come from that disaster. Let us see the crimina
laws in this country change to bring those negligent employers—I
do not care whether they are large employers or small employers—
if they have been negligent, let them be taken to task before the
courts of this country and be held accountable.

Mr. Mark Muise (West Nova, PC): Mr. Speaker, | rise with
pleasure this afternoon to participate in this debate. | will take this
opportunity to congratulate and thank my hon. colleague from
Pictou—Antigonish—Guyshborough for bringing this motion for-
ward and for working so hard to make this Westray motion votable.

My colleague continues to shed light on the important matter of
workplace safety as a result of the Westray mine disaster in May
1992. | and indeed the entire caucus of the PC party support the
moation fully.

| wish to read Motion No. 79 to the House. It states:

That, in the opinion of this House, the Criminal Code or other appropriate federal
statutes should be amended in accordance with Recommendation 73 of the Province
of Nova Scotia's Public Inquiry into the Westray disaster, specifically with the goal
of ensuring that corporate executives and directors are held properly accountable for
workplace safety.

Aswell, | think that it isimportant for me to read Recommenda-
tion 73 of the Westray inquiry. It reads:

The Government of Canada, through the Department of Justice, should institute a
study—

—Of the accountability of corporate executives and directors for the wrongful or
negligent acts of the corporation and should introduce in the Parliament of Canada
such amendmentsto legislation as are necessary to ensure that corporate executives
and directors are held properly accountable for workplace safety.

Recommendation 73 clearly calls on the Government of Canada
through the justice department to institute a study to ensure the
accountability of corporate executives. The criminal code must be
amended to ensure that corporate executives and directors are held
properly accountable for workplace safety.

Let me inform members of the House what brought this motion
tolife. On May 9, 1992, an explosion occurred at the Westray mine
killing 26 workers. It was a horrible tragedy, one that was felt

throughout the province of Nova Scotia and indeed the country.
Many Nova Scotians acted in heroic fashion that deadly day back
in May 1992.

® (1415)

The devastation on that Mother’'s Day nearly eight years ago has
left along and painful memory in the hearts and minds of minersin
the province of Nova Scotia. The explosion at the Westray coal
mine sent a very chilling message to the people. The message was
that haste and financial gain often put peopl€e's lives in danger.

The death of the 26 coal miners was foreign and unexpected to a
peaceful community like Plymouth. The families of these miners
were left having to come to grips with how such a tragedy could
have occurred. That iswhy it isincumbent upon us as legislators to
ensure that there is a safe working environment for all workers
engaged in labour activity.

Days after the Westray mine explosion, on May 15, the Govern-
ment of Nova Scotia appointed Mr. Justice Peter Richard to head a
commission of inquiry established under the Public Inquiries Act.
The commission had a very broad mandate so as to shed light on
the explosion and al related circumstances. The commission’'s
work thus began immediately to prepare the public hearings set to
begin on October 19, 1992.

The final tabling of this report occurred five years later in
November 1997. The report entitled The Westray Sory: A Predict-
able Path to Disaster contained 74 recommendations. It concluded
that this tragedy could have been avoided if minimal occupational
safety standards had been met. Allow me to take a moment to read
from Justice Richard's report:

The Westray Story is a complex mosaic of actions, omissions, mistakes,
incompetence, apathy, cynicism, stupidity, neglect—viewed in context, these
seemingly isolated incidents constitute a mindset or operating philosophy that
appears to favour expediency over intelligent planning and that trivializes safety
concerns. Indeed, management at Westray displayed a certain disdain for safety and
appeared to regard safety conscious workers as the wimps in the organization. To its
discredit, the management at Westray, through either incompetence or ignorance,
lost sight of the basic tenet of coa mining that safe mining is good business.

There are ways to prevent such tragedies. There are ways to
eliminate criminal actions by corporations, and this is what the
motion seeks to address. There are ways it can be done by
amending the criminal code, some of which were proposed by
Justice Richard. One proposa would be to create a new criminal
offence that would impose criminal liability on directors or others
responsible for failing to ensure that corporations maintain an
appropriate standard of occupational health and safety in the
workplace. This is precisely what this motion would address.

In Nova Scotiamining is regulated by three pieces of legidlation:
the mineral resources act, the occupational health and safety act,
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and the coal mines regulation act. Mr. Justice Richard reviewed all
these provincia acts and concluded that their main purpose was to
ensure the safety of al workers.

Unfortunately we have seen many examples of occupational
safety in the workplace taking second spot behind the bottom line,
especially in the mining industry where the very nature of the work
involves a great deal of risk. It is the duty of company officers to
ensure that the work is done in the safest possible conditions.

We want to ensure that individuals inside and outside corporate
Canada are dealt with equally and fairly under the law. Executives
will not be able to hide behind their job titles in the commission of
their duties.

Corporate Canada understandably has two related functions: to
make a profit and to create jobs. Profit isagood thing but abalance
has to be struck between making a profit and the cost that is
sometimes incurred by the behaviour of some companies. There
must be a balance between making a profit and the means by which
to get there.

Section 220 of the criminal code refers specifically to crimina
negligence causing death. Similarly section 234 refers to man-
slaughter. There may be the need as well to introduce amendments
to these sections that would broaden the scope of culpability, or
perhaps even go so far as to make specific references to executives,
directors or persons in management positions.

® (1420)

It is my hope that the devastation of the Westray disaster will not
be forgotten. Just asimportant, the recommendations of theinquiry
cannot be forgotten either. The fundamental and basic responsibili-
ties for the safe operation of an underground coa mine, and indeed
any industrial undertaking, rest very much with the owners and
managers.

Westray management starting with the CEO was required by law,
and certainly by good business practices and good conscience, to
design and operate a mine safely. The significance of that failure
cannot be overstated. Simply because others were also abdicating
their responsibilitiesis not an answer. Shared responsibility can be
said to be implicit in the recommendations that came from Mr.
Justice Richard's report.

Companies must ensure that to avoid practising hazardous or
illegal practices these acts cannot be condoned in any capacity. If
companies have not aready done so, they should do everything
within their power to implement safe, ethical work practices.
Ethics such as these should be studied and followed everywherein
places of employment, even in upper management. If thisisnot the
case, actions must be taken to demonstrate the importance and the
seriousness of the issue.

Business executives must promote and nurture safe work ethics
and have an open, approachable attitude toward their employees.

Private Members' Business

No one ever wants to feel the effects that were felt in Plymouth
with the Westray mine.

| appreciate the opportunity to speak to this motion and thank my
colleague from Pictou—A ntigonish—Guysborough.

[Translation]

Mrs. Monique Guay (Laurentides, BQ): Mr. Speaker, | would
like to take a few minutes to speak to the issue we are addressing
today, the Westray mine disaster.

The federal government seems to forget such disasters quickly.
This is something that should leave a mark, that we should not
forget and, if possible, that should not happen again.

The inquiry into the Westray mine accident showed that there
was negligence, that part |1 of the labour code was not complied
with. A review of part |1 of the labour code has been tabled, but we
sense that thisisnot part of the government’s priorities at thistime.

It has been almost 10 years that this part of the labour code has
not been reviewed. This is something that should be reviewed
regularly, not every 10 years. Ten yearsis much too long; there are
too many adjustments and changes to be made.

In this part of the labour code, many things are written, but are
not done. It says we should do this and that. Also, fines for
non-compliance are ridiculously low. Employers take advantage of
this, particularly big companies such as the ones operating the
mine. They do not comply with the code and, in any case, do not
care about these ridiculous fines. They can afford to pay them.

Thisisacrucia point and | think it should be entirely reviewed.

Powers should also be given to these industries employees.
They should be able to lodge complaints. Currently, under the
labour code, in respect of occupational health and safety, officials
are sent by the government to inspect sites and mines.

® (1425)

It isinteresting to note that the new labour code provides for the
establishment of committees made up of inspectors, employees and
employer representatives, who will ensure compliance with the
occupational health code.

How it will be done is another story because the way the bill is
drafted, it seems very complicated. However, we will discuss this
in committee and make amendments if necessary. We must correct
what is wrong with respect to occupational health and safety.

| also noted other significant errors in this document. Fines are
imposed, but nothing is said about the way they will be collected.
Inspectors do not deal with that. Very often, the government does
not do itsjob. It makes tough laws, but does not provide the people
required to enforce those laws.
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Itisall fine and well to have avery tough and very clear piece of
legidation. It looks good, but we need the human and financia
resources to enforce it. It is not a job for the police, but for the
experts in labour code issues who inspect these sites. We must
never ever see such a tragedy again.

If | look at what is being done in Quebec, our labour code and
our legidlation are a lot tougher than those of the federal govern-
ment. That is why our miners are much better protected. There are
legal procedures for them to make formal complaints or take group
action against the employer if he does not do his job and does not
see to the safety and security of his workers.

We could take as an example what is being done in Quebec and
elsewhere where there are laws protecting employees, people
working in the mines, and their families. It is hard enough on these
peopl€e's health to work in a mine. We know how they suffer from
chronic diseases and other problems, how quickly these men and
women age because they work underground in an environment that
is not necessarily healthy. We must make sure they have what they
need, al the necessary tools and equipment to protect them
physicaly in the workplace.

If we cannot give this to miners, to people who work very hard
all their life for these companies, we are not worth much.

We have some work to do in thisarea. The labour code is not the
only solution. There are many other options. Legal proceedings for
instance. | know that often, and this is another problem, when one
tries to sue big companies, mine owners, the fina outcome is far
from certain. Obviously small miners, or the families affected by
these events, cannot afford to take on big companies like that, to
hire lawyers and pay court fees.

| believe justice must be done. Those who are really to blame,
who were negligent, must pay for their mistakes. Such a tragedy
should never ever be allowed to happen again, both for the sake of
the families and the children involved, and for all those concerned.

The Acting Speaker (Mr. McClelland): The hour provided for
the consideration of Private Members' Business has now expired.
The order is dropped to the bottom of the order of precedence on
the order paper.

[English]

It being 2.29 p.m. the House stands adjourned until Monday,
March 13, at 11 am., pursuant to Standing Orders 28(2) and 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 2.29 p.m.)
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Dhaliwal, Hon. Harbance Singh, Minister of Fisheriesand Oceans. . . .
Dion, Hon. Stéphane, President of the Queen’s Privy Council for
Canadaand Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs...............
Discepola, Nick
Dockrill,Michelle
Doyle, Norman
Dromisky, Stan, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Transport . .. .

Province of Political
Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Kings—Hants............. NovaScotia ......... PC
Oakville................... Oontario ............. Lib.
Wentworth— Burlington ...  Ontario ............. Lib.
Parkdale— HighPark ...... Oontario ............. Lib.
Humber — St. Barbe — Baie
Verte ...l Newfoundland . ... ... Lib.
Davenport ................. Oontario ............. Lib.
SurreyNorth............... British Columbia .. . .. Ref.
Dufferin— Peel —
Wellington—Grey ......... Ontario ............. Lib.
Scarborough Centre. . ... . ... Ontario ............. Lib.
Matapédia— Matane .. ..... Quebec ............. BQ
Thornhill .................. Oontario ............. Lib.
Sherbrooke ................ Quebec ............. BQ
Barrie— Simcoe— Bradford  Ontario ............. Lib.
Cumberland — Colchester ... NovaScotia ......... PC
Lethbridge ................ Alberta.............. Ref.
OttawaWest — Nepean ... . .. Oontario ............. Lib.
Outremont................. Quebec ............. Lib.
Guelph— Wellington... .. . .. Oontario ............. Lib.
Richmond ................. British Columbia .. . .. Lib.
Anjou — Riviere-des—Prairies Quebec ............. Lib.
Athabasca ................. Alberta.............. Ref.
Saint-Maurice ............. Quebec ............. Lib.
Frontenac— Mégantic . . .. .. Quebec ............. BQ
Renfrew — Nipissing—
Pembroke ................. Ontario ............. Lib.
Bourassa .................. Quebec ............. Lib.
DonValleyEast............ Oontario ............. Lib.
Thunder Bay — Superior
North ..................... Ontario ............. Lib.
HamiltonEast.............. Oontario ............. Lib.
Mount Royal .............. Quebec ............. Lib.
Kamouraska— Riviére-du—
Loup — Témiscouata—
LesBasques ............... Quebec ............. BQ
EtobicokeNorth............ Oontario ............. Lib.
Delta— South Richmond ...  BritishColumbia .. ... Ref.
LavalCentre............... Quebec ............. BQ
VancouverEast ............ British Columbia .. . .. NDP
Portneuf................... Quebec ............. BQ
LavaEast................. Quebec ............. BQ
Churchill .................. Manitoba............ NDP
Lotbiniére ................. Quebec ............. BQ
SimcoeNorth .............. Oontario ............. Lib.
Vancouver South — Burnaby  BritishColumbia ... .. Lib.
Saint—Laurent— Cartierville.  Quebec ............. Lib.
Vaudreuil — Soulanges ... ... Quebec ............. Lib.
Brasd' Or — CapeBreton ... NovaScotia ......... NDP
St.John'sEast ............. Newfoundland . ... ... PC
Thunder Bay — Atikokan ... Ontario ............. Lib.



Province of Political

Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Drouin,Claude. . ... ..o Beauce.................... Quebec ............. Lib.
DUDE ANLOING .. ...ttt e e e e L évis—et—Chutes—dea—

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

Diversification)(Francophonie) ................ ... ... ... .... SaintBoniface ............. Manitoba. ........... Lib.
DUMas,MaUriCe . ... ..o Argenteuil — Papineau —

Mirabel ................... Quebec ............. BQ
DUNcan, JONN ... .. Vancouver ISand North . . . .. British Columbia . . ... Ref.
EBarle, Gordon . ...t HalifaxWest ............... NovaScotia ......... NDP
Baster, Wayne . ... Malpeque ................. PrinceEdwardIdland . Lib.
Eggleton, Hon. Arthur C., Minister of National Defence ............ YorkCentre ............... Oontario ............. Lib.
Elley,Reed ... ..o Nanaimo— Cowichan ... ... British Columbia . . ... Ref.
Epp, Ken .o Elkidand ................. Alberta.............. Ref.
Finlay,John .. ... Oxford.................... Oontario ............. Lib.
Folco,Raymonde ........... ..o LavaWest ................ Quebec ............. Lib.
Fontana, JoB . ... London North Centre ... .... Oontario ............. Lib.
Forseth,Paul . ... NewWestminster —

Coquitlam — Burnaby ...... BritishColumbia . . . .. Ref.
Fournier,Ghiglain .............. ... Manicouagan .............. Quebec ............. BQ
Fry, Hon. Hedy, Secretary of State (M ulticulturalism)(Status of

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

SEIVICES . . ot Michel .................... Quebec ............. Lib.
Gagnon, Christiane . ....... ..ottt Québec ................... Quebec ............. BQ
Gallaway,ROgEr ... .. Sarnia— Lambton ......... Oontario ............. Lib.
Gauthier,Michd ......... ... ... . Roberval .................. Quebec ............. BQ
Gilmour, Bill . ... Nanaimo— Alberni ........ British Columbia . . ... Ref.
Girard-Bujold,Jocelyne. . ... Jonquiére.................. Quebec ............. BQ
Godfrey, John. .. ... DonValeyWest ........... Oontario ............. Lib.
Godin,MauriCe . ... ..o Chéteauguay ............... Quebec ............. BQ
Godin, YVON . ..o Acadie— Bathurst ......... New Brunswick . ..... NDP
Goldring, Peter .. ... EdmontonEast............. Alberta.............. Ref.
Goodale, Hon. Ralph E., Minister of Natural Resources and Minister

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

Okanagan ................. BritishColumbia . . . .. Ref.
Graham, Bill .. ... ... Toronto Centre— Roseddle . Ontario ............. Lib.
Gray, Hon. Herb, Deputy PrimeMinister ......................... WindsorWest.............. Oontario ............. Lib.
Grewal, GUIMaNt . . ...ttt e e e SurreyCentral ............. British Columbia . . ... Ref.
Grey,Deborah . ... ... Edmonton North ........... Alberta.............. Ref.
GroSE, IVaN ... Oshawa ................... Oontario ............. Lib.
Gruending, Dennis . ........... Saskatoon — Rosetown —

Biggar .................... Saskatchewan........ NDP
Guarnieri,Albina........ ... MississaugaEast ........... Oontario ............. Lib.
Guay, MONIQUE . ... Laurentides................ Quebec ............. BQ
Guimond,Michel ... ... ... ... Beauport — Montmorency —

Cote—de—Beaupré— lle-

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

Valley .................... British Columbia . .. .. Ref.



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

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



Province of Political

Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Mahoney, Steve . ... ..o MississaugaWest ........... Oontario ............. Lib.
Malhi,Gurbax Singh . ... Bramalea— Gore —
Malton— Springdale . .. .. .. Ontario ............. Lib.
Maloney, John, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Justiceand
Attorney Generalof Canada. . ... Erie—Lincoln ............ Oontario ............. Lib.
Mancini, Peter . ... . Sydney — Victoria .. .... ... NovaScotia ......... NDP
Manley, Hon. John, Minister of Industry .......................... OttawaSouth .............. Oontario ............. Lib.
Manning, Preston, Leader of theOpposition....................... Calgary Southwest ... ....... Alberta.............. Ref.
Marceau,Richard . ............. ... ... Charlesbourg .............. Quebec ............. BQ
Marchand,Jean—Paul .......... ... ... ... . QuébecEast ............... Quebec ............. BQ
Mark, INKy ... Dauphin— SwanRiver .. ... Manitoba............ Ref.
Marleau, Hon.Diane . . ...t Sudbury ... Oontario ............. Lib.
Martin, Keith ... o Esquimalt— JuandeFuca... BritishColumbia .. ... Ref.
Martin,Pat . ........ .. WinnipegCentre ........... Manitoba............ NDP
Martin, Hon. Paul, Ministerof Finance ........................... LaSdle—Emard .......... Quebec ............. Lib.
Matthews, Bill . ... Burin— St. George's .......... Newfoundland .. ..... Lib.
Mayfield, Philip ... ... Cariboo — Chilcotin. ... . ... British Columbia .. . .. Ref.
McClelland, lan, Deputy Chairman of Committees of theWhole .. ... Edmonton Southwest . ... ... Alberta.............. Ref.
McCormick,Larry ....... ..o Hastings— Frontenac —
Lennox and Addington. . .. .. Ontario ............. Lib.
McDonough, AleXa. . ... Halifax.................... NovaScotia ......... NDP
McGuire, Joe, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Agricultureand
Agri—Food ... Egmont ................... PrinceEdward Island . Lib.
McKay,John . ... ScarboroughEast ........... Oontario ............. Lib.
McLéllan, Hon. Anne, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of
Canada. . ... EdmontonWest ............ Alberta.............. Lib.
McNally,Grant . ... Dewdney — Alouette .. . . ... British Columbia .. . .. Ref.
McTeague,Dan ....... ..o Pickering— Ajax — Uxbridge Ontario ............. Lib.
McWhinney, Ted . ... VancouverQuadra. .. ....... British Columbia . . ... Lib.
Ménard,Réal ......... ... ... . Hochelaga— Maisonneuve.. Quebec ............. BQ
Mercier,Paul ........ ... . Terrebonne— Blainville .... Quebec ............. BQ
Meredith,Val . ... South Surrey — White
Rock —Langley ........... British Columbia . .. .. Ref.
Mifflin,Hon.Fred . ... Bonavista— Trinity —
Conception ................ Newfoundland .. ..... Lib.
Milliken, Peter, Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees of the
Whole . ... Kingstonandtheldands .... Ontario ............. Lib.
Mills, BOb . ..o RedDeer .................. Alberta.............. Ref.
Mills, DENNIST. ...t Broadview — Greenwood ... Ontario ............. Lib.
Minna, Hon. Maria, Minister for International Cooperation .......... Beaches— East York ....... Oontario ............. Lib.
Mitchell, Hon. Andy, Secretary of State (Rural Devel opment)(Federal
Economic Development Initiativefor Northern Ontario) ......... Parry Sound — Muskoka.... Ontario ............. Lib.
MOITISON, LeB . . ..o CypressHills— Grasslands..  Saskatchewan. ....... Ref.
MuUISE, MarK . ..o WestNova ................ NovaScotia ......... PC
Murray, [an . ... Lanark — Carleton ......... Oontario ............. Lib.
MYErs, LYNN ... Waterloo— Wellington ... . .. Oontario ............. Lib.
Nault, Hon. Robert D., Minister of Indian Affairsand Northern
Development . ....... ... Kenora— Rainy River . .. ... Oontario ............. Lib.
Normand, Hon. Gilbert, Secretary of State (Science, Research and Bellechasse— Etchemins—
Development) . ... Montmagny — L’Idlet .. .... Quebec ............. Lib.
NUNZIata, JONN .. .. York South— Weston ... . ... Oontario ............. Ind.
Nystrom, Hon. Lorne ... Regina— Qu'Appelle ...... Saskatchewan. .. ..... NDP

O'Brien, LawrenceD., Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Fisheries
ANAOCEANS . ..ottt et Labrador .................. Newfoundland . ...... Lib.



Province of Political
Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
O Brien,Pat ... London — Fanshawe ....... Ontario ............. Lib.
OReilly,John ... .. Haliburton — Victoria—
Brock .................. L Ontario ............. Lib.
Obhrai,Deepak . ..... ... CalgaryEast ............... Alberta.............. Ref.
Pagtakhan, Rey D. .. ... ... i Winnipeg North— St. Paul .. Manitoba............ Lib.
Pankiw, JIM ..o Saskatoon — Humboldt . .. .. Saskatchewan......... Ref.
Paradis, Denis, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Foreign Affairs ~ Brome— Missisquoi ....... Quebec ............. Lib.
Parent, Hon. Gilbert, Speaker ............... ... ... L. NiagaraCentre ............. Ontario ............. Lib.
Parrish, Carolyn, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Public Works
and Government SErVICES . . . ... e vt MississaugaCentre ......... Oontario ............. Lib.
Patry,Bernard . ........ ... Pierrefonds— Dollard ... ... Quebec ............. Lib.
Penson,Charlie ....... ... PeaceRiver ................ Alberta.............. Ref.
PeriC, Janko . ... Cambridge ................ Oontario ............. Lib.
Perron, GIllEeS—A. .. ... Riviére-des-Milleles. . .. .. QuebeC ............. BQ
Peterson, Hon. Jim, Secretary of State (International Financial
INSLtULIONS) . ... oo Willowdale ................ Oontario ............. Lib.
Pettigrew, Hon. Pierre S., Minister for International Trade ........... Papineau— Saint-Denis .... Quebec ............. Lib.
Phinney, Beth, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National
Revenue ........ ... HamiltonMountain ......... Ontario ............. Lib.
Picard,Pauline ....... ... Drummond ................ Quebec ............. BQ
Pickard, Jerry . ... Chatham — Kent Essex ... .. Oontario ............. Lib.
Pillitteri,Gary .. ... NiagaraFals............... Oontario ............. Lib.
Plamondon, LOUIS .. ... Bas-Richelieu— Nicolet —
Bécancour................. Quebec ............. BQ
Pratt, David . . ... Nepean— Carleton .. ........ Oontario ............. Lib.
Price, David . ... Compton — Stanstead .. . ... Quebec ............. PC
Proctor, DicK . ... Paliser.................... Saskatchewan......... NDP
Proud, GEOrge . .....oi Hillsborough .............. PrinceEdwardIdland . Lib.
Proulx,Marcel ........ ... Hull — Aylmer ............ Quebec ............. Lib.
Provenzano, Carmen . . ...ttt SaultSte. Marie ............ Oontario ............. Lib.
Ramsay,Jack ....... ... Crowfoot.................. Alberta.............. Ref.
Redman, Karen ... KitchenerCentre ........... Oontario ............. Lib.
Reed, Julian .......... Haton .................... Oontario ............. Lib.
Reynolds, John. ... West Vancouver — Sunshine
Coast ........cooiiiii BritishColumbia . . . .. Ref.
Richardson,John . ..... ... Perth— Middlesex ......... Oontario ............. Lib.
Riis, NEISON ... Kamloops, Thompson and
HighlandValleys........... British Columbia . .. .. NDP
RItZ, GOITY Battlefords— Lloydminster .  Saskatchewan........ Ref.
Robillard, Hon. Lucienne, President of the Treasury Board and Minister
responsibleforInfrastructure .......... ... ... .ol Westmount — Ville-Marie .. Quebec ............. Lib.
Robinson, Svend J. ...... ... . Burnaby — Douglas . ........ British Columbia .. . .. NDP
Rocheleal, YVES ... .o Trois-Riviéres ............. Quebec ............. BQ
Rock, Hon. Allan, Ministerof Health . ... ......................... EtobicokeCentre ........... Oontario ............. Lib.
Saada, Jacques, Parliamentary Secretary to Solicitor General of Canada Brossard— LaPrairie. ... . .. Quebec ............. Lib.
Sauvageau,Benoit . ... Repentigny ................ Quebec ............. BQ
Schmidt, WEINEr . ... Kelowna .................. British Columbia . . ... Ref.
Scott, HON.ANdy .. ..o Fredericton ................ New Brunswick . ..... Lib.
SCott, MIKE . .. Skeena. ... British Columbia . . ... Ref.
SEKOra, LOU . Port Moody — Coquitlam —
Port Coquitlam ............. British Columbia . .. .. Lib.
SETEBENOTt . ... Timiskaming— Cochrane... Ontario ............. Lib.
SOrO, JUAY . . e YorkWest................. Oontario ............. Lib.

Shepherd, Alex . ... Durham ................... Oontario ............. Lib.



Province of Political

Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Solberg, Monte . ... MedicineHat .............. Alberta.............. Ref.
S0lomON, JONN . . ..o Regina— Lumsden — Lake
Centre .................... Saskatchewan. ... .. .. NDP
Speller, Bob, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for International Haldimand — Norfolk —
Trade .. ..o Brant ..................... Oontario ............. Lib.
St. Denis, Brent, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Natural
RESOUICES . ..ot Algoma— Manitoulin . .. ... Ontario ............. Lib.
StHilaire,Caroline. ... Longueuil ................. Quebec ............. BQ
St=Jacques,Diane ... ... Shefford .................. Quebec ............. PC
SEIUHEN, GUY .. Abitibi — Baie-James—
Nunavik .................. Quebec ............. Lib.
Steckle, Paul .. ... Huron—Bruce ............ Oontario ............. Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Christine. . ... Northumberland. ........... Oontario ............. Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Jane, Minister of Human Resources Development .. . .. Brant ..................... Ontario ............. Lib.
Stinson, Darrel .. ... Okanagan— Shuswap ... ... British Columbia .. . .. Ref.
Stoffer, Peter . ... Sackville— Musguodoboit
Valley — EasternShore ... ... NovaScotia ......... NDP
Strahl, Chuck . ... FraserValey .............. British Columbia . . ... Ref.
Szabo, Paul . ... MississaugaSouth . ......... Ontario ............. Lib.
Telegdi, Andrew, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Citizenship
and Immigration . . ..........o. o Kitchener — Waterloo . .. ... Oontario ............. Lib.
Thibeault, Y olande, Assistant Deputy Chairman of Committees of the
Whole ... Saint-Lambert ............. Quebec ............. Lib.
Thompson, Greg . ... .o New Brunswick Southwest ..  New Brunswick ... ... PC
Thompson, Myron . . ... WildRose ................. Alberta.............. Ref.
Torsney, Paddy, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of the
Environment ........ ... Burlington................. Oontario ............. Lib.
Tremblay,Stéphan ..............c i Lac-Saint=Jean ............ Quebec ............. BQ
Tremblay,SUzanne ............co i Rimouski — Mitis.......... Quebec ............. BQ
Turp, Daniel ... Beauharnois— Salaberry.... Quebec ............. BQ
Ur,ROSE-Marie . ..o Lambton — Kent —
Middlesex ................. Oontario ............. Lib.
Valeri, TONY ... Stoney Creek .............. Oontario ............. Lib.
Vanclief, Hon. Lyle, Minister of Agricultureand Agri—Food. . ... ... PrinceEdward — Hastings .. Ontario ............. Lib.
Vautour, ANQela. . . ... Beauségour — Petitcodiac ... NewBrunswick ...... PC
VEIacott, MaUriCe . . ... Wanuskewin............... Saskatchewan........ Ref.
Venng Pierrette . ... Saint—-Bruno — Saint—Hubert  Quebec ............. BQ
Volpe, JOSEPN . . ..o Eglinton — Lawrence. . ... .. Oontario ............. Lib.
Wappel, TOM ... Scarborough Southwest . . . .. Oontario ............. Lib.
Wasylycia—Leis,Judy ....... ... Winnipeg North Centre ... ... Manitoba............ NDP
Wayne ElSie. . ... SantJohn ................. New Brunswick . ..... PC
Whelan, SUSan . ... EsseX ... Oontario ............. Lib.
White, Randy . ... ... Langley — Abbotsford . . . . .. British Columbia .. . .. Ref.
White, Ted ... .o NorthVancouver ........... British Columbia .. ... Ref.
WIlfert, Bryon ... ... OakRidges................ Oontario ............. Lib.
Williams, John ... ..o St.Albert.................. Alberta.............. Ref.
Wood, Bob, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of VeteransAffairs .. Nipissing.................. Oontario ............. Lib.
VACANCY St.John'sWest............. Newfoundland . ... ...

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

Anyone wishing to communicate with House of Commons members is invited to communicate with either the
Member’s constituency or Parliament Hill offices.
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Political
Nameof Member Constituency Affiliation
ALBERTA (26)
ADIONCZY, DIaNE . . ... Calgary — NoseHill .................. Ref.
Anders, ROD ... CalgaryWest ...t Ref.
Benoit, LEONE. .. ... Lakeland ............. .. ...l Ref.
Breitkreuz, Clitf .. ... Yellowhead.......................... Ref.
CassON, RICK . . ..ot Lethbridge ............ ... ... ... ... Ref.
Chatters, David .. ... Athabasca........................... Ref.
B, KON . Elkidand ............ ... ..ol Ref.
Goldring, Peter . . ..o EdmontonEast....................... Ref.
Grey,Deborah .. ... EdmontonNorth ..................... Ref.
Hanger, At . CalgaryNortheast .................... Ref.
Hill, Grant . . ... Macleod ............. ... ... . ..., Ref.
Jaffer, RaNim ... Edmonton — Strathcona .............. Ref.
JohNStoN, Dale .. ..o Wetaskiwin. .................ooon... Ref.
KeNNey, Jason ... ... Calgary Southeast .................... Ref.
Kilgour, Hon. David, Secretary of State (Latin Americaand Africa) ................ Edmonton Southeast .................. Lib.
LoWther, BriC .. ..o CalgayCentre . .................o... Ref.
Manning, Preston, Leader of the Opposition . ... Calgary Southwest . ................... Ref.
McClelland, lan, Deputy Chairman of Committeesof theWhole ................... Edmonton Southwest ................. Ref.
McLéllan, Hon. Anne, Minister of Justiceand Attorney General of Canada .......... EdmontonWest ...................... Lib.
Mills, BOD . oo RedDeer ... Ref.
Obhral, Deepak . .. ... CalgaryEBast .................. ... Ref.
Penson, Charlie .. ... PeaceRiver ........... ... ... ... ... Ref.
RamMSsay, JaCK . ... Crowfoot . ... Ref.
SOlbErg, MONte ... MedicineHat ........................ Ref.
Thompson, MYFON . .. ... e WildRose ... Ref.
WiIllIams, JONN . ... StAIbert ... Ref.
BRITISH COLUMBIA (34)
ADDOtt, JIM .o Kootenay — Columbia................ Ref.
Anderson, Hon. David, Minister of theEnvironment ............................. Victoria . ... Lib.
Cadman, ChUCK . . ... e e SurreyNorth.................. ... .. Ref.
Chan, Hon. Raymond, Secretary of State (Asia—Pacific) ................. ... ... .. Richmond ........................... Lib.
CUMMINS, JONN ..o e e e e e e e Delta— South Richmond ............. Ref.
Davies, Libby .. ... VancouverEast ...................... NDP
Dhaliwal, Hon. Harbance Singh, Minister of FisheriesandOceans. . ................ Vancouver South— Burnaby .......... Lib.
DUNCAN, JONN . .o Vancouver ISsandNorth ............... Ref.
Elley, Reed ... Nanaimo— Cowichan ................ Ref.
Forseth, Paul . . ... New Westminster — Coquitlam — Ref.
Burnaby ...
Fry, Hon. Hedy, Secretary of State (Multiculturalism)(Statusof Women) ............ VancouverCentre .................... Lib.
GiIlmour, Bill . ... Nanaimo—Alberni .................. Ref.
GOUK, JIM Kootenay — Boundary — Okanagan ... Ref.
Grewal, GUIMANT . . . ..ottt e e e e e e e e SurreyCentral ............. ... ... Ref.
Harris, Richard M. .. ... .. Prince George— Bulkley Valey ....... Ref.
Hart, Jim .o Okanagan— Coquihalla .............. Ref.



Name of Member

Political

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

MCEWhINney, Ted . . . ... e

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

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

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

MANITOBA (14)

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

Axworthy, Hon. Lloyd, Minister of Foreign Affairs

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

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

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

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

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

NEW BRUNSWICK (10)

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

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

Ref.

Provencher ........... ...t Lib.
Dauphin— SwanRiver ............... Ref.
WinnipegCentre ..................... NDP
Winnipeg North— St. Paul ............ Lib.
WinnipegNorthCentre ............... NDP
Tobigue— Mactaquac ................ PC
Moncton — Riverview — Dieppe ...... Lib.
Madawaska— Restigouche............ PC
Acadie—Bathurst ................... NDP
Fundy —Royal ...................... PC
Miramichi ................ .. ... ... Lib.
Fredericton ...................oiit Lib.
New Brunswick Southwest ............ PC
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Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
VaUtour, ANQEIA. . . ..o Beauséjour — Petitcodiac ............. PC
Wayne ElSie. . ... SaintJohn ........................... PC
NEWFOUNDLAND (7)
Baker, Hon. George S., Minister of Veterans Affairsand Secretary of State (Atlantic
Canada OpportunitieSAGENCY) . ..ot Gander — GrandFals ................ Lib.
BYI NG, GOITY . . oottt Humber — St. Barbe — BaieVerte ... .. Lib.
Doyle, NOrmMan .. ... St.John'sEast ....................... PC
Matthews, Bill ... ... Burin— St.George’'s . ................ Lib.
MiIfflin, Hon. Fred . ..o Bonavista— Trinity — Conception .. . .. Lib.
O'Brien, LawrenceD., Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of FisheriesandOceans... Labrador ............................ Lib.
VA CANCY St.John'sWest. ...t
NORTHWEST TERRITORIES(2)
Blondin-Andrew, Hon. Ethel, Secretary of State (Childrenand Youth) .............. WesternArctic ..., Lib.
NOVA SCOTIA (11)
Brison, SCOtt . . ... Kings—Hants....................... PC
Casey, Bill ... Cumberland— Colchester ............. PC
Dockrill,Michelle .. ... ... Brasd'Or — CapeBreton ............. NDP
Barle, Gordon . . ... HalifaxWest ......................... NDP
Keddy, Gerald . ... ... SouthShore .................cint. PC
LIl WeNdy . ... Dartmouth........................... NDP
MacKay, Pater . ... Pictou — Antigonish — Guysborough .. PC
ManCini, Peter . ... Sydney — Victoria ................... NDP
McDOoNoUGh, AIBXA . . . ..o Halifax...........oooiiii .. NDP
MUISE, MarK . oo WestNova ... PC
Stoffer, Peter . ..o Sackville— Musguodoboit Valley — NDP
EasternShore ........................
NUNAVUT (1)
Karetak—Lindell,Nancy . ......... ... Nunavut ............................ Lib.
ONTARIO (103)
AdamS, PEtEr . ... Peterborough ........................ Lib.
ASSAAOUN AN, SarKiS . . . ..o BramptonCentre ..................... Lib.
AUGUSEING, JEAN . . . oot Etobicoke— Lakeshore ............... Lib.
Barnes, SUE . . ... LondonWest ........................ Lib.
Beaumier, Colleen . . ... BramptonWest — Mississauga. . . ... .. Lib.
Bélair,REgIiNAld . ... Timmins— JamesBay ................ Lib.
Bélanger, Mauril, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Canadian Heritage ......... Ottawa— Vanier ..................... Lib.
Bellemare, Eugéne, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for International Cooperation . Carleton— Gloucester ................ Lib.
Bennett, Carolyn .. ... StPaul’s......... Lib.
Bevilacqua,Maurizio . .......... i Vaughan — King—Aurora ........... Lib.
Bonin, Raymond . . ...... ... NickelBelt .......................... Lib.
Bonwick, Paul . ... Simcoe—Grey ... Lib.
Boudria, Hon. Don, Leader of the Government in the House of Commons............. Glengarry — Prescott— Russell ... .. Lib.

Brown, Bonnie, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Human Resources
DeveElOpmMENnt . .. ... Oakville..............cooiiiint, Lib.



Political

Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
Bryden, John .. ... Wentworth— Burlington ............. Lib.
BUlte, Sarmite. . ... Parkdale— HighPark ................ Lib.
CacCia, HON. Charles . . ... Davenport ..., Lib.
Calder, MUITAY . .. Dufferin— Peel — Wellington— Grey .  Lib.
Cannis, John, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Industry . ..................... ScarboroughCentre................... Lib.
Caplan, Elinor, Minister of Citizenshipand Immigration .......................... Thornhill ............. ... ... ... Lib.
Carroll, ATLEEN ... Barrie— Simcoe— Bradford .......... Lib.
Catterall,Marlene . ... OttawaWest — Nepean ............... Lib.
Chamberlain,Brenda . ....... ... Guelph— Wellington................. Lib.
Clouthier, HeC .. ... Renfrew — Nipissing— Pembroke . . . .. Lib.
Collenette, Hon. David M., Minister of Transport ...t DonValleyEast...................... Lib.
COMUZZI, JOB . . ettt e e e Thunder Bay — Superior North ........ Lib.
Copps, Hon. Sheila, Minister of CanadianHeritage .. .................. ... ... .. HamiltonEast . ....................... Lib.
Cullen, Roy, Parliamentary Secretary toMinisterof Finance ....................... EtobicokeNorth...................... Lib.
DeVillers,Paul ... ... SimcoeNorth ........................ Lib.
Dromisky, Stan, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Transport .................. Thunder Bay — Atikokan ............. Lib.
Eggleton, Hon. Arthur C., Minister of National Defence .......................... YorkCentre ...........cooiiiiiin... Lib.
Finlay, JONNn ... Oxford ... Lib.
FONtana, JOB . . ... LondonNorthCentre ................. Lib.
Gallaway, ROGEr . ... Sarnia— Lambton ............. ... .. Lib.
Godfrey, JONN . . . DonValleyWest ..................... Lib.
Graham, Bill . . ... Toronto Centre— Rosedale ........... Lib.
Gray, Hon. Herb, Deputy PrimeMinister ................c i i WindsorWest . ....................... Lib.
GrOSE, IVaN . o Oshawa ... Lib.
Guarnieri, Albina . . ... MississaugaEast ..................... Lib.
Harb, MaC . ..o OttawaCentre....................vv.. Lib.
lanno, Tony, Parliamentary Secretary to President of the Treasury Board ............ Trinity—Spadina.................... Lib.
Jackson, OVId L. ..o Bruce—Grey ...l Lib.
JONES, JIM . .o Markham............................ PC
JOrdan, JOB . . ... Leeds— Grenville ................... Lib.
Karygiannis, JIM .. ... Scarborough — Agincourt . ............ Lib.
KOV ES, AN . . .o HamiltonWest ....................... Lib.
KIlger, BOb . . Stormont — Dundas— Charlottenburgh  Lib.
Knutson, Gar, Parliamentary Secretary toPrimeMinister .......................... Elgin— Middlesex—London ... ...... Lib.
Kraft Sloan, Karen . . ... YorkNorth .......................... Lib.
Lastewka, Walt . . . ... St.Catharines ........................ Lib.
Lee, Derek, Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the Government in the House of

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

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

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

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

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

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

Development Initiativefor NorthernOntario) ...t Parry Sound — Muskoka. ............. Lib.
MUITAY, L8N . . Lanarkk—Carleton ................... Lib.
MYEIS, LYNN .« e Waterloo— Wellington ............... Lib.
Nault, Hon. Robert D., Minister of Indian Affairsand Northern Development ...... .. Kenora— RainyRiver ................ Lib.
NUNZIAEa, JONN . ..o e e e York South—Weston ................ Ind.
O BIHEN, Pat . ... London —Fanshawe ................. Lib.
O Reilly, JoNN .. Haliburton — Victoria— Brock . . ... ... Lib.
Parent, Hon. Gilbert, Speaker ....... ... i NiagaraCentre ....................... Lib.
Parrish, Carolyn, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Public Worksand

GOVErNMMENESEIVICES . ..ottt e e e e MississaugaCentre ................... Lib.
PeriC, JanKO . ... Cambridge ................... L Lib.
Peterson, Hon. Jim, Secretary of State (International Financial Institutions) .......... Willowdale .......................... Lib.
Phinney, Beth, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National Revenue ............ HamiltonMountain ................... Lib.
PiCKard, JBrTY . Chatham — KentEssex ............... Lib.
Ptteri, Gary . . ..o NiagaraFalls......................... Lib.
Pratt, David . .. ... Nepean— Carleton................... Lib.
Provenzano, Carmen . . ...t SaultSte.Marie ...................... Lib.
Redman, Karen .. ... KitchenerCentre ..................... Lib.
Reed, Julian . ... Haton ..., Lib.
Richardson, JOhn . . ... Perth— Middlesex ................... Lib.
Rock, Hon. Allan, Ministerof Health . .. .......... ..o EtobicokeCentre ..................... Lib.
SETE BENOT . . .. Timiskaming— Cochrane ............. Lib.
SO0, JUAY . . e YorkWest. ...t Lib.
Shepherd, AleX . ... Durham ............. ..., Lib.
Speller, Bob, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for International Trade ............ Haldimand — Norfolk — Brant ........ Lib.
St. Denis, Brent, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Natural Resources........... Algoma— Manitoulin ................ Lib.
Steckle, Paul . . ... Huron—Bruce ...................... Lib.
Stewart, HON. Christine . . . . ... e Northumberland...................... Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Jane, Minister of Human ResourcesDevelopment ................... Brant ............c Lib.
Szabo, Pall . .. ... MississaugaSouth .................... Lib.
Telegdi, Andrew, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Citizenship and Immigration.  Kitchener— Waterloo ................ Lib.
Torsney, Paddy, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of theEnvironment ............ Burlington........................... Lib.
UI ROSE-MaAlE . .. e Lambton — Kent — Middlesex ........ Lib.
VA, TONY . Stoney Creek ...l Lib.
Vanclief, Hon. Lyle, Minister of Agricultureand Agri—Food .. ..................... PrinceEdward — Hastings ............ Lib.
VOIPE, JOSEPN . . .o Eglinton—Lawrence................. Lib.
WapPEl, TOM Scarborough Southwest ............... Lib.
WhEIAN, SUSAN . ... ESSeX .o Lib.
WIlTEIt, BIrYON ..o OakRidges ...........coooiiiiiiit. Lib.
Wood, Bob, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of VeteransAffairs ................ NipisSINg .. ..o Lib.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND (4)

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



Political

Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
QUEBEC (75)
Alarie HEBNE. . ... LouisHébert ........................ BQ
ASsad, Mark . ..o Gatineau ... Lib.
ASSEIN, GErard . . ... Charlevoix ............ccccoouioi... BQ
Bachand, ANdré . . ... Richmond — Arthabaska.............. PC
Bachand, Claude . .. ... Sant=Jean............c.coiiiiiiiiiinn. BQ
Bakopanos, Eleni . .. ... ... Ahuntsic ............... .. ... Lib.
Bellehumeur,Michel . ... ... . Berthier— Montcalm ................. BQ
Bergeron, StEphane . .. ... ..o Verchéres— Les—Patriotes ............ BQ
BENiEr, YVaN . .o Bonaventure— Gaspé— Tles—deda— BQ
Madeleine—Pabok ..................
Bertrand, Robert, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National Defence........... Pontiac — Gatineau— Labelle......... Lib.
Bigras, Bernard .. ... Rosemont ........................... BQ
BriEN, PIETe . . Témiscamingue ...................... BQ
CanuUEl, RENE . ... Matapédia— Matane ................. BQ
Cardin, SErgE . .ot Sherbrooke ................ BQ
Cauchon, Hon. Martin, Minister of National Revenue and Secretary of State
(Economic Development Agency of Canadafor the Regionsof Quebec) ......... Outremont........................... Lib.
Charbonneau, Y von, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Health . ................ Anjou — Riviere-des—Prairies . ........ Lib.
Chrétien, Right Hon. Jean, PrimeMinister ... Sant-Maurice ..................an. Lib.
Chrétien, JEanm—GUY . .. ...ttt e e Frontenac— Mégantic ................ BQ
Coderre, Denis, Secretary of State (Amateur Sport) . ... Bourassa ..., Lib.
CotlEr, INWIN L MountRoyal ........................ Lib.
Cré&te, Paul ... .. Kamouraska— Riviére-du—Loup — BQ
Témiscouata— LesBasgues . ..........
Daphond—Guiral,Madeleine. ............. . i LavalCentre......................o... BQ
deSavoye, Pierme . ..o Portneuf............................. BQ
Debien, Maud . . ... o LavalEBast ..............ccoiiii BQ
Desrochers, Odina . . .. ... Lotbhiniere ........................... BQ
Dion, Hon. Stéphane, President of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canadaand Minister
of Intergovernmental Affairs ............ . Saint—Laurent— Cartierville........... Lib.
Discepola, NiCK . ... ..o Vaudreuil — Soulanges ............... Lib.
Drouin, Claude. . . . ... Beauce............. Lib.
DUDE ANLOING . . ..ottt e e e e e e L évis—et—Chutes—-de-la—Chaudiere. . . . .. BQ
Duceppe, GIlleS . ... Laurier — Sainte-Marie............... BQ
DUMAS, MaUIICE . . . o e et Argenteuil — Papineau — Mirabel .. ... BQ
Folco,Raymonde . ....... . i LavalWest ...............cooiiii... Lib.
Fournier, GRiSlain .. ... Manicouagan ........................ BQ
Gagliano, Hon. Alfonso, Minister of Public Works and Government Services .. ... ... Saint—Léonard — Saint—Michel ........ Lib.
Gagnon, ChIiStiang . .......o.i i QUEDEC ... . BQ
Gauthier, Michel . ... ... Roberval ............ ... ... ... BQ
Girard-Bujold, JOCElYNE . . . ... JONQUIEre. ..o BQ
GOdiN, MaUMICe . ... e Chéteauguay ................coooiin.. BQ
GUAY, MONIQUE . ..o e e e e Laurentides................ ... BQ
Guimond, Michel .. ... . Beauport — Montmorency — Cote-de-  BQ
Beaupré— lle-d’'Orléans..............
Harvey, ANAre ... .o Chicoutimi ..............cccvvvo.... PC
Jennings,Marlene .. ... .. Notre-Dame-de-Grace— Lachine .. ... Lib.
Lalonde, FranCine . .. ...t Mercier ........coviiiiiiii BQ
Laurin ReNG . . .. Joliette . ... BQ
Lavigne, Raymond . .. ... ... i Verdun— Saint-Henri ................ Lib.
Lebel, Ghiglain . . ... Chambly ......................ool. BQ

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

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

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

SASKATCHEWAN (14)

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

theCanadianWheatBoard . ......... ... Wascana ..........ccooviiiiiiiin.... Lib.
Gruending, DenNiS .. ... Saskatoon — Rosetown — Biggar ... . .. NDP
Kerpan, Allan . . ... Blackstrap . ... Ref.
Konrad, DErrek . ... PrinceAlbert ........................ Ref.
Laliberte, RIiCK . ... ChurchillRiver ...................... NDP
MOITISON, LB . . . e CypressHills— Grasslands. . .......... Ref.
NYStrom, HON. LOMNE ... . e Regina— Qu'Appéelle ................ NDP
Pankiw, JIM oo Saskatoon— Humboldt ............... Ref.
Proctor, DICK . ... Paliser..........coo i NDP
RItZ, GOy . Battlefords— Lloydminster ........... Ref.
S0lOMON, JONN . ..o Regina— Lumsden — LakeCentre. . . .. NDP
VEIACO, MaUICE . . ..o e e e Wanuskewin. .............coovvnnn... Ref.

YUKON (1)

Hardy, LOUISE . . ... YUKON .o NDP
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LIST OF STANDING AND SUB-COMMITTEES
(Asof March 3rd, 2000 — 2nd Session, 36th Parliament)

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS AND NORTHERN DEVELOPMENT

Chair: Sue Barnes Vice-Chairs: John Finlay
Derrek Konrad
Claude Bachand Jim Gouk David Iftody John O’ Rellly (16)
Ray Bonin lvan Grose Nancy Karetak—Lindell Mike Scott
Paul DeVillers Louise Hardy Gerad Keddy Guy St—Julien
Ghidain Fournier
Associate Members
Carolyn Bennett Bill Casey Maurice Godin Gilles-A. Perron
Cliff Breitkreuz Pierre de Savoye Richard Harris Daniel Turp
René Canuel Gordon Earle Rick Laliberte Maurice Vellacott
Serge Cardin Reed Elley
AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD
Chair: John Harvard Vice-Chairs: Murray Calder
Howard Hilstrom
Hélene Alarie Odina Desrochers Joe McGuire Gerry Ritz (26)
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 Benoit John Maloney John Solomon Suzanne Tremblay
Rick Casson Lee Morrison Guy St-Julien Daniel Turp
CANADIAN HERITAGE
Chair: Clifford Lincoln Vice-Chairs: Inky Mark
DennisMills
Mauril Bélanger Irwin Cotler Rick Limoges Alex Shepherd (16)
Paul Bonwick Pierre de Savoye 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 MacK ay Daniel Turp
Rick Borotsik Gordon Earle Louis Plamondon Elsie Wayne
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CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION

Chair: Joe Fontana Vice—Chairs: L eon Benoit
Steve Mahoney
Rob Anders John Bryden Pat Martin Pauline Picard (16)
Jean Augustine Sophia Leung John McKay David Price
Bernard Bigras Rick Limoges Grant McNally Andrew Telegdi
Paul Bonwick
Associate Members
Claude Bachand Gordon Earle Réal Ménard Suzanne Tremblay
Serge Cardin Louise Hardy Deepak Obhrai Daniel Turp
Libby Davies Francine Lalonde Diane St-Jacques
ENVIRONMENT AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT
Chair: Charles Caccia Vice—Chairs: Rahim Jaffer
Karen Kraft Sloan
Marlene Catterall Jocelyne Girard-Bujold John Herron David Pratt (16)
David Chatters Gurmant Grewal Joe Jordan Julian Reed
Jean-Guy Chrétien Dennis Gruending Walt Lastewka Paddy Torsney
Nick Discepola
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Chuck Cadman Rick Laliberte Judy Sgro
Peter Adams Serge Cardin Clifford Lincoln Guy St-Julien
Héléne Alarie Aileen Carroll Peter Mancini Peter Stoffer
Leon Benoit John Duncan David Price Stéphan Tremblay
Bernard Bigras Louise Hardy Nelson Riis Daniel Turp
Pierre Brien
FINANCE
Chair: Maurizio Bevilacqua Vice—Chairs: Nick Discepola
Richard 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 Rick Limoges Nelson Riis
Rob Anders Paul Forseth Gary Lunn Benoit Sauvageau
Carolyn Bennett Christiane Gagnon Peter MacK ay Werner Schmidt
Rick Borotsik Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Alexa McDonough Alex Shepherd
Pierre Brien Monique Guay Bob Mills John Solomon
Serge Cardin John Herron Lynn Myers Guy St-Julien
Joe Comuzzi Dale Johnston Gilles-A. Perron Stéphan Tremblay
Odina Desrochers Jim Jones Pauline Picard Daniel Turp
Norman Doyle Jason Kenney Charlie Power Tony Valeri

Antoine Dubé
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FISHERIES AND OCEANS

Chair: Wayne Easter Vice-Chairs: John Duncan
Carmen Provenzano
Sarkis Assadourian Bill Gilmour Bill Matthews Lou Sekora (16)
Gérard Asselin Nancy Karetak—Lindell Lawrence O’ Brien Paul Steckle
Yvan Bernier Gerad Keddy Marcel Proulx Peter Stoffer
John Cummins
Associate Members
GillesBernier Ghidain Fournier Svend Robinson Mike Scott
René Canuel Yvon Godin Yves Rocheleau Suzanne Tremblay
Paul Forseth Philip Mayfield
SUB-COMMITTEE ON AQUACULTURE AND OCEANSACT

Chair: Carmen Provenzano Vice—Chair:

Yvan Bernier Bill Gilmour Peter Stoffer 4
FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND INTERNATIONAL TRADE
Chair: Bill Graham Vice—Chairs: Colleen Beaumier
Deepak Obhrai
Sarkis Assadourian Francine Lalonde Fred Mifflin Y ves Rocheleau (18)
Jean Augustine Diane Marleau Denis Paradis Bob Speller
André Bachand Keith Martin Bernard Patry Darrel Stinson
Maud Debien Ted McWhinney Svend Robinson
Associate Members
Claude Bachand Irwin Cotler Sophia Leung Marcel Proulx
Eleni Bakopanos Paul Créte Gurbax Malhi Nelson Riis
Eugeéne Bellemare Maurice Dumas Richard Marceau Alex Shepherd
Carolyn Bennett Raymonde Folco Pat Martin John Solomon
Bill Blaikie Gurmant Grewal Paul Mercier Diane St-Jacques
Sarmite Bulte Dennis Gruending Lee Morrison Chuck Strahl
Murray Calder Jim Hart Lorne Nystrom Stéphan Tremblay
Serge Cardin Jason Kenney Pauline Picard Suzanne Tremblay
Aileen Carroll René Laurin Charlie Power Daniel Turp
Rick Casson
SUB-COMMITTEE ON HUMAN RIGHTS AND INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT

Chair: Colleen Beaumier Vice—Chair:
Jean Augustine Eugeéne Bellemare Maud Debien Svend Robinson 9
Eleni Bakopanos Aileen Carroll Keith Martin Diane St-Jacques

SUB-COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE, TRADE DISPUTES AND INVESTMENT

Chair:

Sarkis Assadourian
André Bachand

Sarmite Bulte

Bill Blaikie
Murray Calder

Vice-Chair:

Richard Marceau
Deepak Obhrai

Alex Shepherd 9
Bob Speller
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Chair: Lynn Myers
Y von Charbonneau Réal Ménard
Christiane Gagnon Bob Mills
Bill Matthews Marcel Proulx
Ted McWhinney
Carolyn Bennett Libby Davies
Bernard Bigras Pierre de Savoye

Serge Cardin
Jean-Guy Chrétien

Michelle Dockrill
Jocelyne Girard-Bujold

HEALTH

Vice-Chairs: Reed Elley

Ovid Jackson

Karen Redman
Paul Szabo
Greg Thompson

Associate Members

John Herron
Grant Hill
Sophia Leung
John Maloney

Rose-Marie Ur (16)
Maurice Vellacott
Judy Wasylycia-Leis

Pauline Picard
Guy St-Julien
Suzanne Tremblay
Daniel Turp

HUMAN RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT AND THE STATUS OF PERSONSWITH DISABILITIES
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