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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Friday, February 23, 2001

The House met at 10 am.

Prayers

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

© (1000)

[English]

CANADA ELECTIONS ACT

The House resumed from February 22 consideration of the
motion that Bill C-9, an act to amend the Canada Elections Act and
the Electoral Boundaries Readjustment Act, be now read a second
time and referred to a committee.

Mr. Peter MacKay (Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough,
PC): Mr. Speaker, it is with pleasure that | rise to speak this
morning. | have but a few moments left to discuss Bill C-9 before
the House.

Mr. Speaker, allow me to congratulate you for the deportment
which you brought to this Chamber yesterday while you were
presiding over the official visit of the British Prime Minister. |
must say that you brought great humility, humour and your usual
candour to the Chamber. You certainly carried yourself well in that
role.

® (1005)

With respect to the hill, thisis a piece of legislation that will go
from this Chamber to the committee where there will be an
opportunity to review some of the prevalent sections of the
legislation itself.

We have been led to believe that the changes brought about by
the bill, which, as | mentioned yesterday, resulted from a decision
by the Ontario Court of Appeal, will in fact set this matter right.

The past election demonstrated the need to examine in greater
detail this issue of a permanent voters list. There were numerous
occasions where many members of parliament encountered con-
stituents who arrived at the polling booth and were sadly not able to
vote. This of course comes at a time when there is declining
participation in elections. Perhaps one of the most important
exercises in the examination of the legislation is to ensure that this
situation does not continue. We must ensure that we are encourag-
ing not discouraging people from taking part in this important
democratic process of voting.

Although thisisabill that is quite procedural in nature, thereisa
fundamental principle behind it that goes to the very heart of
parliamentary democracy, that is, encouraging voters to participate
in the electoral processes.

The definition with respect to the number of candidates that must
run in an election to allow a party to have the official designation
on the ballot is addressed. The situation surrounding donations and
the blackouts that occur during elections is also addressed, so that
information as to results in some regions is not brought into play as
afactor in another region because of the width and breadth of this
country and the attached time zones.

The Progressive Conservative Party, at this point, is certainly
supportive of the legislation. We look forward to full participation
at the committee level to bring forward possible amendments that
would improve and enhance the bill which is our role as members
of parliament.

Mr. Paul Szabo (Mississauga South, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
hon. member referred to voters lists and some of the problems we
had with them. | think the hon. member will know that this was the
first election under which we had permanent voterslists. | think all
members would probably concur that there was substantive diffi-
culty.

| wonder whether the hon. member has any comment with regard
to the propriety and the feasibility of a good voters list using a
permanent model, given what he knows from his own experience
about what happened.
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Mr. Peter MacKay: Mr. Speaker, as| mentioned in my remarks,
| think that is perhaps the underlying most important aspect of the
bill.

The difficulty, asthe hon. member is clearly aware, is the nature
of this country, the high level of mobility and the number of
students, for example, who are attending university. The perma-
nency of the residency | suppose is the very issue.

What | have found and | think the common experience of many
members was the need for the checking and what was traditionally
done prior to elections of having individuals go out and ensure the
veracity of the current list, which, to my way of thinking, is
tantamount to repeating the way the process was before.

This leads to questions as to how permanent the list is and
whether we should examine the list by going back to the old way of
doing things, which was to simply, with ample time prior to an
election, going out and enumerating and finding out where people
are and ensuring that the lists are correct.

® (1010)

Given the enormity of that job, it is natural that there will be
some mistakes. There will never be perfection in this system, but to
suggest somehow that a permanent list will capture everyone
would be fooling ourselves, given the high levels of mobility. The
enumeration process will be relied upon heavily in most instances,
and it is a return to a system that we have had for many years.

Mr. Jim Pankiw (Saskatoon—Humboldt, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, thisis not the first time | have spoken in the
House since the resumption of parliament, but it is my first time
participating in debate. | congratulate you on your election as
Speaker. | very much respect and appreciate the job that you did as
Deputy Speaker in the last parliament and | look forward to your
favourable rulings in this parliament.

We are continuing the debate on Bill C-9 from yesterday when
unfortunately the member for Regina—Qu’ Appelle made reference
to a private member’s hill that | introduced in the House. My
private member’s bill would seek to change the current number of
members required to be designated as an officia party in the
House. The proposa in my bill isthat a party would require 10% of
the seats in the House of Commons. | made the proposal on the
basis that | thought it was a reasonable amount. If a party cannot
achieve 10% representation then the benefits that accrue to official
parties ought not to be available.

In other words we use taxpayer money to assist us as official
partiesin carrying out our dutiesin the House of Commons and, as
in the case of the official opposition, holding the government
accountable for its actions. | am not speaking about benefits
available to each member of parliament to represent his or her

constituents. | am not proposing that should in any way be changed
or atered whatsoever, but | am referring to the parties in general.

The current rule is 12. If a party does not have 12 members it
does not get those benefits. My proposal is that 12 is too low a
number. It is less than 5%. My proposal is 10%. It was only a
proposal.

If the hon. member for Regina—Qu' Appelle would like to
amend my hill and suggest 5%, | would be open to that. | do not
think it is unreasonable to say that the benefits of being an official
party and the financial resources made available to it will be
allowed if the party has 5% of the seats in the House of Commons.
Surely that is not too onerous a level to achieve.

What | take particular offence to is the manner in which the
member, quite frankly, misled and misrepresented my bill and my
position. First, let me make it very clear that he went to great
lengths to say that this was official Canadian Alliance policy when
in fact it is a private member’s bill. He has been in the House long
enough that he ought to know the difference. He should not
misrepresent my private member’s bill or misrepresent the official
policies of the Canadian Alliance.

Mr. Paul Szabo: Mr. Speaker, | rise on a point of order. | am
becoming somewhat concerned about the usage of the terminology
misrepresented and misled in the context of the member referring
to another member in this place.

The Speaker: | do not think the hon. member has stepped over
thelineyet and | am sure that he will not. He knows the rules and |
think he will exercise judicious restraint.

Mr. Jim Pankiw: Indeed | will, Mr. Speaker. That is exactly the
type of favourable ruling | was referring to.

What | am saying is that it is a private member’s bill which |
introduced to engage members in debate on what number of MPs a
party ought to have to receive the resources provided to officially
recognized parties. |1 do not think 5% or 10% is an unredistic
number to have. However, | was pointing out that the member for
Regina—Qu’ Appelle tried to link that to the Canadian Alliance
when in fact it was not fair for him to do so.

® (1015)

| took further offence when | reviewed Hansard today. Unfortu-
nately | was not in the House to draw attention to the fact that the
hon. member was misrepresenting my position. According to
Hansard he made, quite frankly, vicious personal attacks on
members of our caucus. He referred to us as Fred Flintstone and
Barney Rubble people and then made disparaging comments about
members of our caucus who wear cowboy hats.

| am sure there are many farmers and ranchers in the riding of
the member for Regina—Qu’ Appelle who wear cowboy hats. Is he
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saying that they are somehow prehistoric people? That is what he
was insinuating about members who have been elected to the
House of Commons to represent their constituents.

It raises this question: Why was he engaging in that type of
gutter politics and smear tactics? He was doing so to distract
attention from the issue. He does not want to engage in the debate
on whether or not 5% or 10% is a reasonable number to havein the
House of Commons in order to receive official party status. He
therefore engages in the longstanding New Democratic Party
technique of trying to distract attention from the issue by engaging
in persona attacks. It is highly inappropriate.

The member was confusing my private member’s bill with Bill
C-9. Bill C-9 is about the elections. It is about getting one's name
on a ballot, what would constitute an official party and being able
to put a party’s name on the ballot. | am in no way opposed to the
number of members being 12. | would support it being two. If two
people want to run in afederal election and call themselves a party,
they ought to be able to do that. Whatever rules and privileges we
can extend to people who are running in elections, we ought to
accommodate that and encourage people to participate and engage
in the democratic process.

| want to highlight that my private member’s bill in no way has
anything to do with that. My bill is after the fact. Once the election
is held, once we have accommodated people as much as possible to
engage in the democratic process, to call themselves parties and to
participate in elections, once the people have spoken, then we need
to apply acertain standard. Indeed, right now we do; it is 12 MPs. |
am simply suggesting it should be a percentage, and that 5% or
10% would not be unreasonable.

The purpose in that, further to what | have aready said, is to
eliminate official party representation in the House of fringe or
marginal parties, such as the New Democratic Party, and to stop
financial resources from accruing to them. If there is any doubt
about that, we had the privilege yesterday in the House of being
addressed by the prime minister of Great Britain, Tony Blair, the
leader of the labour party. | would like to quote from his speech. He
said:

Finally on trade | just want to say thislast point. It istime | think that we started to
argue vigorously and clearly asto why free trade isright. It is the key to jobs for our
people, to prosperity and actually to development in the poorest parts of the world.
The case against it is misguided and, worse, unfair. However sincere the protests,

they cannot be allowed to stand in the way of rationa argument. We should start to
make this case with force and determination.

Clearly the opinion of the leader of the labour party of Great
Britain, the prime minister of Great Britain, is that the NDP's
opposition to expanding our free trade zonesisirrationa and, in his
words, misguided and unfair. That just highlights and underscores
the type of fringe, margina party that the hon. member for
Regina—Qu’ Appelle represents. My private member’s bill was
simply designed to prevent resources from accruing to fringe
parties.

Government Orders

® (1020)

I will also take the opportunity to criticize the Liberal govern-
ment. If we are interested in electoral reform, why would we not
extend the discussion and the scope of the bill to include Senate
reform?

For decades regional alienation has been occurring in the
country, and part of the reason is because of the poor democratic
processes that are in place. We could undertake a lot of initiatives
to improve democracy and improve the ability of members of
parliament to represent their constituents. | will not get into al the
things we could do in the House of Commons but | do want to talk
about the Senate.

Why would we not elect our senators? It would obviously be
more democratic and more representative of the will of the people.
Senators supposedly represent people in the provinces they come
from. They debate and review legislation that comes from the
House. However, to have those people appointed is an affront to the
very regions they are supposed to represent.

| have taken the initiative of writing to the former premier of
Saskatchewan, Mr. Roy Romanow, on a number of occasions over
the past several years while he was still premier. | urged him to
enact a senatorial election act that could be done in conjunction
with municipal or provincia elections in order to minimize cost
and ensure efficiency. It would allow the people of Saskatchewan
to choose who they wanted to represent them in the Senate as
opposed to the current practice in which the Prime Minister
appoints friends and people who have benefited the Liberal Party in
some way. This is not a unique or even novel idea.

Alberta has a senatoria election act and has elected senators in
waiting. Unfortunately the Prime Minister refuses to respect the
democratic will of the people of Alberta and appoints people he has
chosen to represent them in the Senate. Ideally we need to reform
the system so that senators who are elected automatically become
senators. However, as afirst step, surely the Prime Minister could
recognize and respect the democratic will of the people of Alberta
and appoint their chosen and elected representatives, Bert Brown
and Ted Morton, to the Senate.

My purpose in writing the premier of Saskatchewan was to
encourage him to enact asimilar piece of legislation in his province
so that we could elect senators in waiting and increase the pressure
on the Prime Minister to abandon his undemocratic ways and start
appointing democratically elected senators.

Unfortunately the premier of Saskatchewan at the time, a New
Democrat, refused to accede to my request and implement such an
act. That was most regrettable, but it underscores some of the
hypocrisy in the New Democratic Party. The member for Regina—
Qu’ Appelle talks in the House about fairness and trying to improve
the democratic process and yet the former New Demacratic
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premier of Saskatchewan would not enact a senatorial election act
that would let people choose who they want to represent them in
the Senate. It is quite unbelievable.

| have taken the initiative to write to the new premier in
Saskatchewan and | am waiting for his reply. | hope he is more
favourable toward my suggestion. | hope he will be more demo-
cratic and try to assist the democratic process in Canada, something
the former NDP premier was unwilling to do.

Mr. Peter MacKay (Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough,
PC): Mr. Speaker, | could not help but notice the righteous
indignation the hon. member cloaks himself in when he speaks of
hypocrisy and of his efforts to bring about an elected Senate.

® (1025)

| hope that would include the newest member of the Senate
under the reform aliance banner. In that other place, | would
suggest it is only appropriate that, in keeping with official party
stance, he would step down and run in British Columbia. | would
hope the hon. member would encourage him to do so.

| also must refer briefly to the member’s private member’s bill,
Bill C-273, in which the Progressive Conservative Party isreferred
to as a fringe or marginal party. | take exception to that and think
the hon. member, in al humility, might rethink the wording of the
bill.

The Progressive Conservative Party, as we all know, goes back
to the very origins of the country. It has run candidates in every
election since Confederation and has run candidatesin every region
of the country. | ask the hon. member to reflect with some hubris
upon the roots of his own party, the Reform Party.

When his party first arrived in the Chamber many people used
the same unkind words, fringe party or marginal party. From those
humble roots his party has now achieved official party status and
has become the official opposition.

| caution the hon. member to perhaps choose his words carefully
and reflect alittle bit more broadly on the origins of his own party
when he starts castigating and using that type of inflammatory
language in the Chamber.

I would be very interested to hear his comments.

Mr. Jim Pankiw: Mr. Speaker, the hon. member raised a couple
of questions. First, of course, he drew attention to the fact that the
former president of the Progressive Conservative Party, Gerry St.
Germain, a very respected and noble Senator, is now a member of
the Canadian Alliance caucus. We are very proud and happy about
that.

The question though was whether, in keeping with our official
party policy, | would encourage Senator St. Germain to resign his
position and seek to be elected as a Senator. | very much encour-
aged him to do so, and he himself has offered to do that. Should the
Prime Minister be willing to commit himself to appointing the
democratically elected senator, Senator St. Germain would resign
his seat and seek to be elected. | hope that adequately addresses the
guestion from the hon. member.

The second point the hon. member made is that my private
member’s bill describes not only the NDP but the Progressive
Conservative Party as fringe parties. | think he has a legitimate
point. Although the NDP is very marginal and hasideasthat are, in
the words of the prime minister of Great Britain, misguided, unfair
and irrational, | think that meets the definition of fringe.

On the other hand, | agree with the hon. member with regard to
the Progressive Conservative Party. It has a proud tradition in this
parliament. Unfortunately it has lost favour with the general public
to quite a degree, although its principles and policies are very much
consistent with our own. Very often members of both parties find
themselves in agreement with each other.

Indeed, the PC Party does not meet the definition of fringe party.
My bill perhapsis unfair in the sense that there is alot of common
ground between our parties and our principles. It does not make
sense that such good progressive ideas are held in two parties
divided. Seeking to find more and better ways of co-operating and
working together against the regressive policies of the Liberal
Party should be encouraged, and | would certainly welcome that.

Hon. Lorne Nystrom (Regina—Qu’Appelle, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, | notice the member took offence to some of the things |
was saying. People who are watching and listening today should
redlize that the Alliance Party, through the hon. member, has
introduced a bill stating that an official party should have at least
10% of the members of the House, which is 31 members, or should
have members in three provinces. The Bloc, of course, comes from
only one province.

The member would classify as a fringe party 63 members of
parliament: al the Bloc, al the Conservatives, al the New
Democrats, the voices of one-third of the Canadian people. Those
three parties received about 33% of the vote. Is that democracy? Is
that inclusiveness? Is that empowering people? Is that what the
Reform Party and the Alliance Party stand for? Do they stand for
excluding the voice of the people in the House of Commons?

® (1030)

There is the party with a former leader who went across the
country talking about the equality of people, saying “Let the
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people in. Let the west in. Let the people speak. Let us treat
everyone equally” . Now those members have abill in the House of
Commons that would mute the voices of one-third of the peoplein
the country.

People should know where the reform alliance party stands.
Never has anyone in the history of the House of Commons moved
such a draconian bill. No one has ever tried to do this before. It
would mute the voices of one-third of the people.

The left in the country will be around here for a long time after
the Reform Party disappears. | do not know whether the member
has any sense of history in terms of the contribution of the CCF and
the NDP in health care, socia programs, the mixed economy and
the charter of rights, al of these institutions. Maybe he was not a
very good student of history.

| want to ask him this: why would he propose an idea that is so
contrary to what his former leader used to say about the equality of
the people, which was that everyone is equal and should have a
voice in the House of Commons in the Parliament of Canada? He
wants to exclude 63 MPs representing a third of the electorate. That
is the most draconian idea | have heard since the ideas that came
out of the era of Joe McCarthy in the United States.

Mr. Jim Pankiw: Mr. Speaker, the member isdoing it again. He
says ‘‘the Alliance Party through this member” . In another part of
his missive he asks *Is this what the Alliance Party stands for?”’

| tried to be as clear as | could in my speech. | will reiterate it.
Thisis not official Canadian Alliance policy. It is simply a private
member’s bill. His question is, why would | propose such an idea? |
proposed such an idea because in the words of the prime minister of
Great Britain, the NDP is misguided, unfair and irrational. If such a
fringe party is represented in the House, maybe we ought to
examine the rules around that.

The member for Pictou—Antigoni sh—Guyshborough pointed out
that his party is not really a fringe party, that it in fact has a proud
tradition and often advocates very progressive ideas and policies
which would improve the prosperity of all the citizens of our
nation. | agree with him.

The member for Regina—Qu'Appelle takes offence to the
number of 10% and the fact that my bill would also exclude the
Bloc because there would have to be MPs from three provinces. My
rationale, my purpose, in doing this is that a lot of Canadians are
offended that the Bloc Quebecois gets financial resources even
though it represents only one province and has as a specific purpose
the splitting up of our country.

It isjust a private member’s bill. | am open to suggestions and
amendments. If the hon. member for Regina—Qu’ Appelle wants to

Government Orders

propose that we delete the three province requirement because it is
unfair to members of the Bloc and that we lower the 10% to 5%, |
am open to that proposal.

| therefore seek the unanimous consent of the House to make my
bill votable with the proviso that the member for Regina—Qu’' Ap-
pelle would propose an amendment to lower the 10% requirement
to 5% and drop the three province rule.

The Speaker: | guess it is a proposal. | do not think the hon.
member is asking for consent for all that, surely, at this point. We
are not debating his bill today. We are on debate on a government
bill a the moment. Given the complicated nature of this matter, |
think asking for unanimous consent might not advance his cause.

Mr. Rick Borotsik (Brandon—Souris, PC): Mr. Speaker, we
are on government business and | wish we would get back to that
piece of legislation. However, it was the member himself who
brought up private member’s Bill C-273 at great length during his
conversation.

| have a simple question. As one of those parties that he has
deemed to be fringe, is the 10% requirement a defence mechanism
that the member is putting forward because he recognizes that the
official opposition has fallen down miserably in trying to put
forward that opposition to the government and must depend now
upon those same fringe parties that he refers to, that is, the NDPR,
the Conservatives and the Bloc members? Quite frankly, the
credibility of the official opposition has been eroded to the point
where no one will believe them or listen to them any longer. Isthis
only a defence mechanism to try to make sure we do not have the
opportunity, with the limited resources and the limited questions
we have, to in fact put forward questions in a much more effective
manner than the member’s party has been able to do?

® (1035)

Mr. Jim Pankiw: Mr. Speaker, first of all the hon. member says
that he is representing a party that | have deemed to be fringe. |
thought | clarified that and highlighted the idea that really the only
fringe party in the House of Commons, by definition of the prime
minister of Great Britain himself, is the NDP, because it is, in his
words, misguided, unfair and irrational.

The other question the hon. member had was about why | am
introducing the bill, whether is it a defence mechanism or some-
thing. In fact, | reintroduced the bill in the House of Commons. |
introduced it in the last session of parliament. | think it is a good
cause and is something the House of Commons should examine:
what is areasonable level of representation in parliament before an
opposition party gets access to the resources that are provided to
hold the government to account? That is the purpose of my bill.
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Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Calgary East, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Spesaker, | would like to tell my colleagues from the other side that
the Canadian public only two months ago gave their verdict on that
party and that is why those members are sitting at the other end of
the Chamber, almost on the way out. Perhaps they will understand,
since they are sitting here talking about democracy, that it was the
Canadian public that made them lose their seats to the other party.
Let us keep that in mind.

An hon. member: You guys did well in Ontario, did you?

Mr. Deepak Obhrai: We went up. You went down. Perhaps they
can understand that the Canadian public has made its choice. The
public has said where those members are going to sit.

Let us go back to Bill C-9. It is a pleasure for me to rise and
speak on Bill C-9. Thisisabill the government brought in because
of acourt ruling. It seems to me, and | can never understand what
the government seems to be doing, that this bill is destined to go
back to the courts. It came from the courts and it is destined to go
back to the courts because it is a flawed hill.

The bill is saying, based on the ruling from the courts, that the
government will recognize a party with 12 or more candidates. The
government will recognize that party only on an election ballot.
The government will not recognize it as a registered party. The
difference between being on the ballot and having registered party
favours the old parties, including my party—the Canadian public
has chosen us to be the official opposition, contrary to whatever the
members opposite want to say—and it favours the government.

It seems to me that the government is trying to protect itself. If
the trend carries on and the NDP and the other parties keep losing
ground, then the bill will apply to them too. If they lose one or two
candidates, they will lose party status in the House as well.

We are talking about registered parties. Let me tell the House
what aregistered party gets. A registered party gets electoral voter
lists. A registered party gets the ability to issue tax receipts, which
allowsit to do fundraising. It is also alowed to provide rebates on
election expenses. Most importantly, if for some reason the party is
suspended, the bill would allow the party to have its assets
liquidated.

What is happening here is that we are creating two classes of
parties in the country, registered parties and eligible parties. | do
not understand why we would want to do that.

© (1040)

Smaller parties ran in my riding in the November election: the
Marijuana Party, the Communist Party and the Natural Law Party.
There were aso five from the other registered parties.

The Marijuana Party was running on the basis of getting out its
message. That isfine. | thoroughly enjoyed having their members
as my opponents and debating with them on the issues. They had
one simple message they wanted to get out to the public, which was
that marijuana be legalized for medicinal purposes. That was their
only message, because a Mr. Krieger, who isin jail at thistime, was
and is using marijuana as a medicina purpose to counteract pain.
He wanted this message to get out. That was fine. There is nothing
wrong with wanting to get out one's message. After al, we do talk
about freedom of speech. We cherish freedom of speech.

Why can we not have these eligible parties become registered
parties? Perhaps the government can give me agood reason. If it is
good enough to recognize a party’s official status in this esteemed
House, why can we not recognize anyone who is putting up 12
candidates as a registered party? Why are we creating two systems
here? | will never understand this.

We have a lot of things we can do, but here is a bill that is
destined to go back to the courts. The bill addresses nothing, yet we
have important issues to be addressed. There are issues about
reform. There is the reform of the Senate, and my friend talked
about reforming the House so that members of parliament can
speak on behalf of their constituents. Asis evident and as has been
stated time after time, the power of what is happening in the House
is with the Prime Minister’s office.

We are on the committees, but we know they are irrelevant
because at the end of the day everything comes from one person.
Democracy in parliament has been eroded over the years, a legacy
from past governments of the Conservative Party and the Liberal
Party. That is why the Conservative Party has been relegated to the
back rows of the House. Thisis the legacy that party left, alegacy
of the eroding of democracy, of all aspects of power being
concentrated in the hands of the PMO.

These issues need to be addressed. The Alliance has put forward
a lot of good proposals for debate. The other parties even agree
with us on this, in regard to a private member’s bill. We are elected
by the people of Canada. We are their voice. However, thisis my
second term and, based on experience, | can tell my colleagues that
our voices here are not heard, nor are the voices of government
backbenchers.

Let us address the issues that are important. Let us address the
fundamental points of freedom of speech, transparency and the
ability to allow those who want to speak on behalf of Canadians
speak. Let them be allowed. The bill before us does not do that. For
these reasons we are opposed to the hill.

® (1045)

Mr. Joe Comartin (Windsor—St. Clair, NDP): Mr. Speaker, |
made my first address in the House yesterday. You were not in the
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chair at the time, so | take this opportunity to congratulate you on
your election. | wish you well in your position and | wish you the
best in terms of dealing with the stress that the job creates.

With regard to the legislation before us | wish to make severa
points. We are in support of the thrust of the bill to provide party
status to those groups that can muster 12 members to run on their
behalf.

Our concern is much more with the inadequacy of the bill on a
number of other points. Recognizing the time | have, | wish to
address the lack of updating the permanent enumeration list from
the perspective of the experiences | have had. | have now ran on
three occasions, and on each occasion | was confronted with
similar problems that resulted in the inability of people in my
riding to vote on election day.

I will use one example. As a result of the unfortunate desth of
Shaughnessy Cohen, there was a byelection in my riding in 1999.
There was construction going on at the time in the town of
Tecumseh in one of the suburban areas.

When | ran again in the November 2000 election, | happened to
be canvassing door to door in that area. | was knocking on doors of
some people that | had met in the previous two election campaigns,
but then | crossed the street and | began consistently running into
residents that had clearly not been put on the voterslist. | was with
a couple of supporters and we decided to cover the whole area to
see who was not on the list. It turned out that it was a new
subdivision and well in excess of 100 voters were not on the voters
list.

The point | suppose | should emphasize isthat at this stage it was
only about seven or eight days before the election and all these
people had some significant difficulty voting on November 27. If a
regular enumeration had been conducted prior to the vote and
during the election period, these people would have been easily
picked up and they would have had minimal or no difficulty on
election day.

| should make a point that the returning officer in our area was
not somebody who neglected her responsibilities. In fact | thought
she was quite positive in the way she did her job. She did it as
effectively as she could but was hampered both by the shortness of
the election period and by the other tools that she did not have.

There were other areas where we had trouble. The one of
particular concern to me was with immigrants to Canada who had
only recently achieved the ability to vote under the Canada
Elections Act. We have had a major in-migration in my riding,
particularly from the Middle East. There are some difficulties with
language. As aresult a number of people in two areas of my riding
where they tended to settle were not on the voters list. If an
enumeration were conducted we would have been able to identify
those people, get them on to the voters list and facilitate their
ahility to vote.

Government Orders
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In many cases, when these individuals did go to the polls, they
had particular difficulty because of language. Often they spoke
English or French but they had difficulty with the language. They
needed extra support in order to work their way through the system
and had to bring the proper identification in order to vote on
election day. Again, a good number of them ended up being
disenfranchised.

There are certain areas in my constituency with people who are
of low income. We have, asis the case in a number of other major
municipalities, a housing problem. These individuals often have
difficulty affording housing and are moving on aregular basis. The
lack of enumeration of these individuals during the election period
again tends to disenfranchise them. They end up being disenfran-
chised aimost on a class basis because they are forced to move
often due to the cost of housing. We are caught in a situation where
we disenfranchise them.

A number of these people often have difficulty with their
identification and are not able, even if they are determined enough
to go to the polls on election day, to produce the necessary
identification.

In one area of my riding it isafinancia issue. If people show up
at the poll and do not have their identification with them, they have
to actually take a bus, because the poll is so large, go back home,
get their identification and then come back. Those few dollars that
it cost them is often enough to dissuade them from voting on
election day. So we disenfranchise them.

The University of Windsor, although not located in my riding,
has a number of students who come in from outside to vote in the
riding where they may be residing while they go to school. The lack
of enumeration restricts a number of them and they often have
difficulty on election day producing identification that would make
it possible for them to vote. They end up being disenfranchised.

We all know the figure that has been publicized, the one million
plus voters who were not on the voters list on election day on
November 27, 2000. That, by any standards, is unacceptable in a
democratic country.

We would ask the government to reconsider the legislation and
to provide additional amendments that would make it possible to
have enumeration conducted during the course of the election.

Mr. Derek Lee (Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the
Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
throughout the debate today and yesterday, | could not help but
notice that the flow and the subject of the debate involved issues
way beyond the scope of the bill that is before the House for
discussion.
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| am a little disappointed in the debate because there are some
important issues that lie behind the court decisions that the House
is now acceding to in considering the hill. | am not referring to
the speaker who just spoke, but most of the previous speakers have
wanted to address issues like the voters list or other issues related
to democracy and the effectiveness of the electoral machinery that
we use in Canada.

In an attempt to bring our record closer to the issues that are in
front of us, | would ask the member a couple of questions.
Hopefully he has had alook at the bill and knows the issues that are
in there. There are of course the technical issues and a few
amendments that are referred to as technical amendments. Howev-
er, there is also the issue of alowing individuals, who are part of
political parties that do not meet the 50 candidate threshold, to
show themselves as members of parties.

® (1055)

| am trying to elicit an acknowledgement from the member that
the proposals in the legislation to alow an individua and at least
11 other candidates to show themselves as a party on aballot isfair,
and that the 12 person threshold is fair.

This has not come up very often, but sometimes the House and
the government are called upon by the court to reconsider an issue
based on the court’s opinion. In this case, the proposed amend-
ments are as a direct result of court of appeal decisions and
opinion. The government has introduced a hill to do that.

| am asking the member to comment on the appropriateness of
the House responding directly to an exhortation or an opinion from
acourt to revise our laws so that they are more charter compliant.

Mr. Joe Comartin: Mr. Speaker, at the outset of my comments
today | made it clear that | was in support of the number 12. | felt
that the legidlation as far as it went on that point was appropriate.
We need to have some number. | think as a House we have accepted
that, and the Ontario Court of Appea has made it clear that the
number 50 was unreasonable. The use of 12 seems to be appropri-
ate. It isin keeping with the acknowledgement of party statusin the
House if that many members are elected.

Should the number be 10, 14 or 15? | suppose arguments could
be made in that regard, but 12 seems to be accepted because of the
historical significance of elected members within the House. |
thought | had made that clear at the start of my comments but if |
did not, | apologize to my friend across the House.

I will go back to the point the member raised about the way the
debate has gone and the fact that so many people have raised other
issues. | think that is the inadequacy of the legislation. It does not
address a number of other very crucial issues, some of which | have
spoken to. Enumeration, in particular, should have been addressed.
| thought we had some sense of that from the House leader earlier
in the session, that something more extensive would be forthcom-

ing.

| reassert al the comments that | made in my original address,
but to address his particular question, | made it obvious that we do
support the number 12 in order to achieve party status for electoral
puUrposes.

STATEMENTSBY MEMBERS

[English]

AKD INTERNATIONAL

Hon. Andy Scott (Fredericton, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | have the
pleasure to rise today to congratulate AKD International, a busi-
nessin my riding which participated in the team Canada mission to
China.

AKD International signed a contract valued at $2 million with an
educational bureau in Shenzhen to deliver high school and commu-
nity college programs using an integrated Chinese-New Brunswick
curriculum. It signed a contract valued at $3 million to establish a
broadband information technology infrastructure at the Beijing
Concord College.

AKD International also signed a memorandum of understanding
and letters of intent for projects worth $22 million, of which $7
million is Canadian content. | want to congratulate AKD.

| also commend the Prime Minister for raising the important
issue of human rights while on this trade mission. The recognition
of fundamental human rights must be a prerequisite for any form of
interaction between civilized societies.

TRANSPORTATION

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, in 1992 the Minister of Transport surrendered
control of the Vancouver International Airport to a privately
controlled airport authority. This authority learned well from the
government that created it. According to a Vancouver Board of
Trade report, the authority operates with alack of explicit account-
ability, something that has become a trademark of the government.

® (1100)

Calls from the business community at the airport for the
authority to make itself more accountable to the users of the facility
have been dismissed as unnecessary. The authority is quite happy
to leave things as they are.
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No wonder. Its biggest decision last year was how to spend a
$49.5 million surplus, yet it continues to overtax passengers with
its terminal user fee. Taxing when there is a surplus, where have
we heard that before? The authority must be Liberal.

It isway past time the federal government took a second look at
just how autocratic this authority has become. The contractors and
thousands of employees who work for it deserve more accountabil-

ity.

ESTONIA

Ms. Sarmite Bulte (Parkdale—High Park, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
on February 24 Estonians mark the 83rd anniversary of the
declaration of Estonian independence.

Thisis not only a day of celebration for Canadians of Estonian
heritage, but also an opportunity to thank Canada and Canadians
for offering Estonians refuge in a new homeland in the aftermath of
World Wer 1.

It is an opportunity to thank Canada for its steadfast support of
Estonian independence through the dark days of the Soviet occupa-
tion of Estonia. It is an opportunity to thank Canada for its support
in rebuilding Estonia after the re-establishment of Estonian inde-
pendence in 1991. Finaly, it is an opportunity to thank Canada for
its support of Estonia's aspirations to join NATO in the very near
future in order to secure a lasting peace and stability in Europe.

On this special day, Canadians of Estonian heritage look forward
to the future with hope and optimism for both Canada and Estonia,
and for even closer economic, political and diplomatic ties between
these two countries.

To this end, | am pleased to announce that on February 22
Estonia officially opened its embassy in Ottawa.

* k% %

AVIATION

Mr. Mauril Bélanger (Ottawa—Vanier, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
earlier thisweek | had the opportunity of commenting on scientific
achievements of last week, including landing a satellite on an
asteroid and installing a lab in the International Space Station.

Those two achievements in and of themselves are quite astound-
ing, but they are also rooted in other achievements of note. For
instance, 92 years ago today, on February 23, 1909, the Silver Dart,
designed by Canadian engineer John McCurdy, made the first
powered heavier than air flight in Canada, in Baddeck, Nova
Scotia, to be precise. A few years before that, in December 1903,
the Wright brothers had achieved the first ever controlled powered
flight at Kitty Hawk, North Carolina.

I would like to suggest that the 100th anniversary of the first ever
powered flight, December 2003, would be an ideal time to official-

S0.31

ly open the long delayed new wing of the National Aviation
Museum and dedicate it to the indomitable spirit of the men and
women who gave us this marvellous adventure of human flight.

* k%
[Translation]

LONG DISTANCE CHARGES

Mr. Marcel Proulx (Hull—Aylmer, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
Quebec government’s bill 170 will force the merger of the cities of
Hull, Aylmer, Gatineau, Buckingham and Masson-Angers on Janu-
ary 1, 2002.

Unfortunately, a number of the 220,000 residents of the big new
city will have to pay long distances charges if they want to phone
each other. This is the case between Aylmer and certain areas of
Gatineau, as well as between Aylmer and Buckingham-Masson-
Angers.

All these fellow citizens of the newly created municipality will
not be able to speak to each other without paying long distance
charges.

| have therefore made representations so that they will not have
to phone each other long distance, from the very first day of the
existence of the new city of Hull-Gatineau.

| invite the management of the CRTC and of Bell Canada to
co-operate in this matter and to abolish these long distance charges.

* k%
[English]

CANADA CUSTOMS

Mr. Myron Thompson (Wild Rose, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, amost a year ago the minister for customs publicly
announced to smugglers and cross border criminals that he planned
to increase security at 32 of our 147 border crossings in Canada.

The minister went a step further and listed the 32 crossings and
what he planned to do at each site. | compliment the minister on
giving this practical guide to criminals on which border points to
avoid.

The only thing these initiatives have accomplished is to increase
traffic a our unmanned border crossings where criminals know
they can cross into Canada without even slowing down.

The government has single handedly created a punishment free
zone for all international criminals. We have |oosened our border to
the point where our American neighbours no longer trust our
citizens travelling south, where jets are free to land without
inspection and where international felons know that our justice
system is reluctant to extradite.

Only Walt Disney himself could have designed this resort for
criminals that Canada is fast becoming.
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NUNAVUT TRADE SHOW

Ms. Nancy Karetak-Lindell (Nunavut, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, on
March 1 the 10th annual Nunavut trade show will take place in
Igaluit. Small business owners, entrepreneurs, retailers and govern-
ment organizations from all over Nunavut will enjoy opportunities
to promote their goods and skills to the public. Interesting work-
shops will take place.

| thank my friend, the hon. member for St. Catharines, who will
be attending the Nunavut trade show to learn about the unique
challenges of northern businesses and to share his expertise on
small and medium size enterprises.

I look forward to this dynamic trade show which highlights the
energetic and creative businesses that populate Nunavut.

[Translation]

EMPLOYMENT INSURANCE

Ms. Madeleine Dalphond-Guiral (Laval Centre, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, the auditor genera is clear, and | quote:
The employment insurance act does not specify how decisions on €ligibility are
reached or how appeals are to be carried out. This situation has gone on for several
years now, and to date no steps have been taken to make the process transparent.

Employers and unemployed workers are still at a disadvantage when dealing with
the federal bureaucracy.

It is a regular occurrence for people who have been treated
unjustly to be deprived of benefits for years. The Liberal govern-
ment’s attitude is unacceptable and disdainful.

By neglecting to follow up on the constructive criticism by the
Auditor Genera of Canada, the government is demonstrating how
little importance it attaches to treating workers fairly.

JOB CREATION

Mr. Eugene Bellemare (Carleton—Gloucester, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, Statistics Canada announced this week that the number of
people on employment insurance had decreased by an average of
7.2% since last year.

This fact shows the enormous job the federal has done in
creating jobs. The throne speech pointed out, in fact, that at least 2
million jobs had been created since the Liberals took office.

It must be said that this announcement occurs in a particular
context. We note that Canada has experienced the longest period of
economic growth since the 1960s.

The federal government is doing everything it can to make
Canada a leader in the economic community. And it has met its
objectives. Even the boldest.

[English]

HOCKEY

Ms. Carol Skelton (Saskatoon—Rosetown—Biggar, Cana-
dian Alliance): Mr. Speaker, this morning | recognize an event that
will be going on this weekend in my riding of Saskatoon—Rose-
town—Biggar. The Hull Canadiens, an over 50 hockey team from
Hull, Quebec, have travelled to Biggar, Saskatchewan, to play
hockey in the communities of Landis, Saskatoon and Biggar.

Twenty people from Hull are staying in Biggar this weekend and
are enjoying the hospitality of the Biggar Oldtimers and the Biggar
community.

Last year the Hull Canadiens, with hockey players from Hull and
Montreal, and Stuart Busse from Biggar, travelled to Austria,
Germany, Italy and Switzerland to play hockey as ambassadors of
Canada and Canadian recreational hockey.

| congratulate the Hull Canadiens and all the organizers from
Biggar for thiswonderful cultural exchange and | wish them a great
weekend.

SRI LANKA

Mr. Irwin Cotler (Mount Royal, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, Sri Lanka
is not only one of the worst of contemporary killing fields, but one
of the most tragic in terms of humanitarian consequence.

The indicators are chilling. Over one million internally displaced
people with UNHCR have a limited mandate for protection. There
are over 12,000 unresolved cases of disappeared persons, second
only to Irag. Both government and LTTE forces have been impli-
cated in a variety of humanitarian abuses, with civilians as target
and victim. The UN specia rapporteur on violence, who is herself
Sri Lankan, has emphasized government complicity by security
personnel in sexual violence. UNICEF has expressed concern for
child victims of war and denounced the LTTE's use of child
soldiers.

Given the above, we should therefore be encouraged by two
lesser known developments. First, we are in the second month of an
agreed upon and long awaited ceasefire in Sri Lanka and, second, a
Quebec codlition for peacein Sri Lanka has been founded by one of
my own constituents, which ought to augur well for an enhanced
humanitarian sensibility within Quebec and Canada to develop-
ments in Sri Lanka



February 23, 2001

COMMONS DEBATES

1099

FOREIGN AFFAIRS

Hon. Lorne Nystrom (Regina—Qu’'Appelle, NDP): Mr.
Speaker, the Government of Canada endorsed the cruel and useless
bombing of Irag by the United States and the United Kingdom
without any regard for the consequences of those illegal bombings
on the people of Irag, wounding many and probably killing some.

 (1110)

Ironically, one of the consequences of our country endorsing that
bombing of innocent civilians is that it has also thrown a financial
bomb at Canadian wheat producers.

Last year our farmers exported 262,000 tonnes of wheat to Iraq,
worth about $50 million, primarily from my home province of
Saskatchewan. One of the results of the endorsement by our
government of the bombing of Iraq is that Iraq has now informed
our Canadian wheat exporters that it will no longer accept wheat
from Canada. This has just driven another financial spike into the
coffin of our prairie grain producers.

Our farmers are aready suffering enough. They are in Ottawa
today lobbying for better prices and for a better deal from our
federal government and now they have lost yet another market
because of the action of the government across the way.

Let us stop the bombing in Irag. Let us lift the economic
sanctions and save another market for Canadian grain producers.

[Translation]

OIL INDUSTRY

Mr. Yvan Loubier (Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, the Conference Board of Canadatells us that there is no problem
in the ail industry, that everything is doing the best it can. The
petroleum free market isin good shape. But who isin good shape?

Shell Canada has announced unprecedented profits of $858
million over the past year. Petro-Canada’s profits are $893 million
and Imperia Qil’s, $1.4 hillion. Clearly, the oil companies are in
good shape.

These three companies control 75% of the market. They are
suspected of collusion in setting their prices and they are governed
by toothless competition legislation.

Most importantly, however, they were involved in the Confer-
ence Board report analyses. And so how, as judge and jury, could
they do otherwise but say that everything is fine and nothing must
be changed?

When will the federal government stop mocking the public and
pass real legislation on competition that will have teeth as pointed
as those of the oil sharks?

S0.31
[English]

NATALIE MACMASTER

Mr. Rodger Cuzner (Bras d'Or—Cape Breton, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, as the member of parliament for Bras d’ Or—Cape Breton
it is a great pleasure to stand in the House today and offer
congratulations to a constituent of mine, Natalie MacMaster, on her
recent Grammy nomination for best traditional folk album.

The fiddling sensation from Troy, Inverness County, has dazzled
audiences in community halls from Judique to Glencoe to sold out
performances on the world stage. Earlier this month she was named
instrumental artist of the year at the East Coast Music Awards and
her latest CD In My Hands won a Juno award for best instrumental
album in 2000.

Her energy and ability are matched only by the passion she
demonstrates for her musical roots. Natalie MacMaster is truly a
remarkable young woman and has emerged as a wonderful ambas-
sador for Cape Breton Island. We wish her continued success in her
future endeavours.

MEMBER FOR WINDSOR WEST

Mr. Rick Borotsik (Brandon—Souris, PC): Mr. Speaker, | rise
today disheartened to have heard the comments made yesterday by
the member for Windsor West. The words from the Deputy Prime
Minister were inexcusable given his long years of experience as a
parliamentarian.

In response to a question from the right hon. member of
parliament for Calgary Centre, the Deputy Prime Minister stated
““He has a lot of nerve lecturing to me about the law. Which law
school did he ever graduate from?’ These base and appalling
comments by the member for Windsor West are insulting to every
member of parliament in the House. It is our duty as legislators to
question the government on any matter of concern to Canadians. It
is our right.

| am not a lawyer. My right to question the laws of the House
comes not from alaw school but from my democratic right given to
me by my constituents. My question to the Deputy Prime Minister
is this: because | am not alawyer do | have the right to stand and
make this statement today in the House?

[Translation]

GUIDE-SCOUT WEEK

Mr. Serge Marcil (Beauharnois—Salaberry, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | would like to remind the House that this is Guide-Scout
Week.
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It is essential that Canadians support the activities of the
Guide-Scout program. In Canada, this program began in 1910.
Since then, it has enriched the lives of many young Canadians.
Together, the Association des scouts du Canada and the Boy
Scouts of Canada have close to 253,000 young members.

| salute the contribution of the scouting movement to our society.
Since their creation, boy scouts and girl guides organizations
have been helping young people thrive. At a time when we are so
concerned about the health of young Canadians, the scouting
movement helps them develop physicaly, intellectualy, socially
and morally.

| invite Canadians to show their support for a movement that
does an excellent job with young people.

* k% %
[English]

CRIMINAL CODE

Mr. Deepak Obhrai (Calgary East, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, Canadians view break and enter crime as more than a
property offence. They view it as a personal violation worthy of
firm punishment.

A 1997 report by the city of Calgary police service indicated that
break and enter offences were the number one concern of Calgari-
ans.

o (1115)

I will be introducing a private member’s bill on Wednesday that
will amend the criminal code and impose a minimum two year
sentence for repeat break and enter offenders. Statistics show that a
high rate of repeat offenders are committing 80% of all break and
enter crimes. This says to me that existing penalties are not
deterring repeat offenders.

Many provinces are aso calling for tougher sentences. Home
invasions, because of break and enters, have led to violent inci-
dents. Keeping thisin mind, | hope my colleagues will support this
initiative.

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

[English]

FUNDRAISING

Mr. Chuck Strahl (Fraser Valley, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, we now know that the CIA, our own foreign affairs
department and the Sri Lankan government warned that the

organization called FACT has been used at times as a front for an
international terrorist group. The immigration department is also
saying the same things in its arguments at the supreme court this
week.

The minister responsible for CIDA attended the fundraising
dinner. Did she or did she not receive a confidential briefing note
warning her that FACT has been associated with an internationa
terrorist group?

Hon. Maria Minna (Minister for International Cooperation,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | have said many timesin the House that | went
to a community cultural event that was celebrating new years.
Hundreds of people were at the celebration. In fact when | spoke
that evening | explicitly discussed the importance of peace negoti-
ations in Sri Lanka. That was very well received by the people.

My main concern is to ensure that there is negotiated peace in Sri
Lanka and that we have peace.

Mr. Chuck Strahl (Fraser Valley, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, the question was pretty straightforward: Did she receive a
confidential briefing note?

The answer is, yes, she did. | have a copy of that note in front of
me. The note clearly indicates that the minister was warned ahead
of time that the organization at times raised funds for international
terrorism, yet she ignored it.

When she had this briefing note in her hands prior to the FACT
dinner, why did she decide to support a group that she knew was
used at times as a front for an international terrorist group? Why
did she do it?

Hon. Maria Minna (Minister for International Cooperation,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, there were a great many organizations there
that evening which were part of the festivities. | do not judge all the
Tamil community as being part of aterrorist group. | attended, as |
said, acultural event that evening which was attended by hundreds
of people, Canadian citizens and contributing citizens of the
country.

| spoke very openly that evening about the importance of peace
and negotiated peace in Sri Lanka, for which | received a great deal
of support. Other members on this side of the House are working
toward that kind of solution for that country.

Mr. Chuck Strahl (Fraser Valley, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, the minister stands in her place and says that it is okay to
go to these dinners because everyone else is doing it, but everyone
else did not have access to a confidentia briefing note warning
them about the association between FACT and that crimina
organization, the international terrorist group.

FACT has been associated as a front organization for an interna-
tional terrorist group. The CIA confirmed it. Our own foreign
affairs department confirmed it. The Sri Lankan government
confirmed it. Immigration officials confirmed it. CSIS confirmed
it. Her own personal briefing note confirmed it.
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When everyone else in the country seemed to know about it,
why did the minister attend a fundraising dinner for an organiza-
tion associated with international terrorism?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the hon. minister gave a very clear answer. She attended what she
considered to be a cultural event. She made a vigorous plea for
settling problems in Sri Lanka by peaceful negotiations.

Why does the Alliance oppose that type of constructive effort
and engage in what amounts to a smear of hundreds of thousands of
people of Tamil origin in the country who are not involved in
terrorism or anything inappropriate in this country or in Sri Lanka?

IMMIGRATION

Mrs. Diane Ablonczy (Calgary—Nose Hill, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Spesker, there is worse to come.

News stories in today’s La Presse and the Globe and Mail raise
still more questions about the Liberal government’s commitment to
and fitness to protect public safety and its openness to terrorism
and organized crime.

An alleged top mafiafigure who is wanted for murder and is on
Interpol’s 500 most wanted list was given a Canadian visitor's visa
by the government.

Why on earth would the government give a safe haven in Canada
to someone who is known and wanted as a criminal?

® (1120)

Mr. Mark Assad (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Citizenship and Immigration, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, when the
department learned about the case the officials proceeded to detain
the person. We will do everything possible to remove these persons
from the country as soon as possible. That is what is being done
now.

Mrs. Diane Ablonczy (Calgary—Nose Hill, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, is the parliamentary secretary seriously
suggesting that we give visitor visas to people who are on
Interpol’s most wanted list and that we do not have a clue that is
happening? That is ridiculous. Canadians should not be sleeping
easy in their beds with that lot in charge of the public safety.

What we do know isthat the public works minister wrote aletter
trying to get permanent landed immigrant status for the wife of this
character. The status was granted in record time and then the wife
turned around and made a sponsorship application for her husband
who is on Interpol’s most wanted list.

Oral Questions

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the hon. member said something about the minister of public works
that is absolutely inaccurate and has been categorically denied by
him. | want to read in part from a statement that he issued today.

[Translation]

Mr. Gagliano repeats that the only correspondence by the staff in his constituency
office. . .

—this is not from him—

—sought to enquire about the progress in the file of Maria Sicurella, who had
applied for permanent resident status.

[English]

The hon. member should withdraw her allegation. The minister
did not write aletter in the way she said, or any letter, in support—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Longueuil.

[Translation]

Ms. Caroline St-Hilaire (Longueuil, BQ): Mr. Speaker, this
morning, we read in the newspapers that Immigration Canada has
granted one of Interpol’s 500 most wanted criminals entry into
Canada.

How does the Minister of Citizenship and Immigration explain
the fact that Gaetano Amodeo, who has been charged with murder
and Mafia connections in Italy, made it through her department’s
entire investigation process?

Mr. Mark Assad (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Citizenship and Immigration, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as we men-
tioned, departmental officials are looking into this. All the people
involved in this kind of situation are detained as soon as possible.

The department did its job and now we will wait and see.

Ms. Caroline St-Hilaire (L ongueuil, BQ): Mr. Speaker, setting
aside the far from reassuring comments of the parliamentary
secretary, how does this government explain the ease with which
Mr. Amodeo got through the entire Immigration Canada system,
unless there was active and direct intervention by the minister of
public works?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
| have before me the statements made today by the minister in
which he categorically denies having intervened directly or indi-
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rectly in the case of Gaetano Amodeo, an Italian national now
being detained by Citizenship and Immigration Canada.

| am replying to the question because | have the statements by
the minister, who is not in the House today.

Mr. Réal Ménard (Hochelaga—Maisonneuve, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, this is incredible.

Let us recall that in 1994 the minister of public works admitted
that his past and his relationship with Augustino Cuntrera were an
error in judgment and kept him from a cabinet post.

Will the Deputy Prime Minister agree that this same minister of
public works ought to be relieved of his duties until such time as an
independent inquiry has been carried out and the matter fully
clarified? It is a matter of honesty and integrity.

® (1125)

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the hon. member is spreading false statements concerning the
Minister of Public Works and Government Services because, | say
again, the minister categorically denies any direct or indirect
intervention in the case of Gaetano Amodeo.

Once again | would add that the minister has again said that the
only correspondence from his riding office was an inquiry into
progress with the case of Maria Sicurella. This was merely a
standard administrative follow up and in no way a—

The Speaker: The hon. member for Hochelaga—M aisonneuve.

Mr. Réal Ménard (Hochelaga—Maisonneuve, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, let us get serious here. Are we as parliamentarians not
entitled to expect that a man admitting to having committed an
error in judgment in 1994, and heading the massive government
contracting machinery, would not only be totally above suspicion
but also committed to having no relationship whatsoever with
anyone who was connected with the Mafia in any way?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
| believe that the premises in the question of the hon. member must
be rejected categorically.

The underlying premises are false, since the minister has
categorically denied having intervened in the case of Gaetano
Amodeo either directly or indirectly. It is his staff, not the minister
himself, who carried out what was nothing more than a standard
administrative follow up. The words of the hon. member are
therefore wrong and | feel obliged to correct them.

[English]

NATIONAL DEFENCE

Mr. Bill Blaikie (Winnipeg—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
my question is for the Minister of National Defence.

The Prime Minister seems to be sowing a bit of confusion with
respect to not just the Canadian position but also the American
position on national missile defence. On the one hand he appeared
to suggest that they would not proceed without the approval of
NATO, China and Russia, and then the next day he appeared to
backtrack on that position.

What is the Canadian understanding of the American position?
Are they prepared to proceed even if China, Russia and NATO
partners object, or not?

Hon. Art Eggleton (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | think the member would have to ask President Bush and
the United States government that kind of question.

The Americans have said that they will consult with al those
who are interested, the alies, as well as those who are concerned
about global security issues, such as Russia and China, although
Russia itself seems to admit that there is a problem with security.
Russia is proposing an alternate missile system. It understands, as
the Americans do, that there is a proliferation of weapons of mass
destruction.

However, the Prime Minister has stated quite clearly that we
have not been asked to take a position. The Americans have not put
this in place yet and have not indicated the parameters of it.

Mr. Bill Blaikie (Winnipeg—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
it does not seem to bother the Prime Minister to pronounce on the
American position. | thought maybe the Minister of Nationa
Defence might be willing to at least do what the Prime Minister
does, but perhaps he could help us with respect to the Canadian
position.

The minister talked about parameters, technology and it not
having been put in place yet, but what is the position of the
Canadian government in principle with respect to anational missile
defence, something which in principle violates the ABM treaty. Do
we have any principles on this or do we just wait and see how the
situation develops? Is there any principle in the Canadian position?

Hon. Art Eggleton (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, we are consulting on the matter. How can we make a
decision when the Americans have not even made adecision? It is
the Americans who are proposing this as a security and protection
for themselves, but they have not told us exactly what it isor when
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they will do it. How can we possibly make a decision based on
that?

| think the Prime Minister, the foreign affairs minister and | have
been quite clear about this. Let the Americans continue to consult
with their dlies, the Russians and the Chinese, and to concern
themselves with the various treaties that exist, such as the ABM
treaty, and then we will have something further to talk about in a
decision making context.

COAST GUARD

Mr. Loyola Hearn (St. John’s West, PC): Mr. Speaker, my
guestion is for the Minister of Fisheries and Oceans.

The Canadian Coast Guard in Newfoundland plans to decommis-
sion one of its search and rescue vessels, remove staff from 11
lighthouses and pull 50% of its helicopter service. It is also
planning to get out of the business of freeing whales trapped in
fishing gear, the results of a cutback in the work at the St. John's
and Stephenville maintenance yards.

How does this jive with the coast guard vision statement, to lead
the way in marine safety, service and protection of the marine
environment?

e (1130)

Hon. Herb Dhaliwal (Minister of Fisheries and Oceans,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the government has taken a number of actions
to improve our search and rescue. When we came into government,
we put the fisheries and the coast guard fleet together to create
synergy so that we could provide more service and respond more
quickly.

The hon. member should stand up and congratul ate the govern-
ment. Last year we made an announcement of $115 million to
improve search and rescue across Canada.

Mr. Loyola Hearn (St. John's West, PC): Mr. Speaker, the
minister should read the auditor genera’s report. Due to the
minister’s refusal to let fishermen move to larger boats, more and
more smaller boats are forced to go further and further to sea to
catch their quota. More marine activity is being generated around
the oil and gas offshore activity. The main shipping lanes in the
western world are around the coast of Newfoundland.

In light of this, how can the minister even consider cutting back
on the safety, service and protection, not only of the marine
environment but of lives as well? Why is Newfoundland the only
place to be punished? How are we going to free Willy?

Hon. Herb Dhaliwal (Minister of Fisheries and Oceans,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the hon. member is totally wrong. If he would
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look at the facts on what we have done in search and rescue, he
would see that we have actually improved search and rescue and
continue to do that.

The government is very committed to the public safety of
Canadians. This is a priority for us. Our coast guard men and
women will continue to do the excellent work they have been doing
right across the country.

NATIONAL DEFENCE

Mr. Charlie Penson (Peace River, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, this week we learned that Canada is mothballing almost
half our military planes and helicopters. Ironically, at almost the
same time, a Mexican newspaper reported that Canada has pro-
vided a $65 million loan to Mexico to purchase 29 military
helicopters for them to fight crime in its country.

Does the government believe it is more important to fight crime
in Mexico than it is to patrol our own borders for drug smugglers
and illegal immigrants?

Hon. Art Eggleton (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, yesterday we had Prime Minister Blair complimenting the
Canadian forces as peacekeepers and their great skills. Today we
have the Canadian Alliance running them down again.

The truth is that we will not sacrifice any of the patrolling that is
necessary of our coastline to ensure our sovereignty.

Mr. Charlie Penson (Peace River, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, | am not quite sure how the government will do it. It is at
it again over there. This is the same government that has not
replaced all the helicopters needed to protect Canada’s borders, the
helicopters it cancelled in the military helicopter deal a few years

ago.

The Export Development Corporation could find $65 million in
its budget to loan Mexico money to purchase its helicopters. Is it
not ironic? This pattern is becoming all too familiar. National
interests are being sacrificed so those folks across the way can play
international boy scout. When will they get their priorities straight?

Hon. Art Eggleton (Minister of National Defence, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the dedicated men and women who make up our Canadian
forces are doing an excellent job. We are making sure that we are
investing in the equipment they need to be able to do their job. We
have new helicopters on order. We have new helicopters coming
this year for search and rescue, even more than we had before. We
have a maritime helicopter program that is well under way to
replace the Sea King as well. We will provide the tools that our
dedicated men and women need to do an effective job.
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[Translation]

GASOLINE PRICING

Mr. Pierre Brien (Témiscamingue, BQ): Mr. Speaker, rather
than assume its responsibilities and calm consumers in the face of
the high cost of gasoline, the federal government was satisfied with
astudy by the conference board at a cost of over $500,000, whose
conclusions were favourable to the industry and supported govern-
ment inaction. It was released yesterday. However a document
dated last October contains word for word the same conclusions as
yesterday’s report.

Why did the government wait until after the election to release
this study? Why did it not have the courage to make it public during
the elections when it had the conclusions of the report in hand?

[English]

Hon. Ralph Goodale (Minister of Natural Resources and
Minister responsible for the Canadian Wheat Board, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, when the report was commissioned last year, we indicated
at the outset that we expected to receive the final documentation
from the conference board around the end of the year 2000. That is
approximately when the material was available. The conference
board has proceeded to publish the official document almost on
time. As was originally expected, it had absolutely nothing to do
with any election campaign.

® (1135)

[Trangation]

Mr. Pierre Brien (Témiscamingue, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the
conclusions of the conference board have been known since
October but the government waited until February 22 to release
them.

Finally, it seems clear that the conclusions were probably known
ahead of time, since the start of committee deliberations, even.

Could we not say the Minister of Industry or the Minister of
Natural Resources is mocking the public, since we know full well
that Shell, Petro-Canada and Imperia Qil influenced this work, and
the conclusions could be only favourable to the major oil compa-
nies and unfavourable to consumers? Who are the minister and the
government protecting: the consumers or the petroleum industry?

[English]

Hon. Ralph Goodale (Minister of Natural Resources and
Minister responsiblefor the Canadian Wheat Board, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the hon. gentleman tries to impugn the integrity of the
conference board. | point out to him that the membership of the
conference board includes Caisse de dépét et de placement du
Queébec, Confédération des caisses populaires et d économie Des-

jardins du Québec, Ecole des Hautes Etudes commerciales du
Queébec, Institut de la statistique du Québec and le ministére des
Ressources naturelles du gouvernement du Québec.

CORRECTIONAL SERVICE CANADA

Mr. Keith Martin (Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca, Canadian
Alliance): Mr. Speaker, Maurice Boucher is avicious gang leader.
Heisin jail for murdering two prison guards, yet he has two TV
sets, unlimited food and his own gym.

Could the government explain to the Canadian public why aman
who is convicted of killing two prison guards has these privileges
while they do not? Is this Liberal justice?

Mr. Lynn Myers (Parliamentary Secretary to Solicitor Gen-
eral of Canada, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the government continues to
work effectively, not only with Correctional Service Canada but
with all law partners across the country to ensure that people who
must beinjail are putinjail in amanner consistent with the values
of Canadians.

That is precisely what happened here. We are ensuring that
somebody who should not be on the street is not and somebody
who should be put away is. That is what we on the government side
do.

Mr. Keith Martin (Esquimalt—Juan de Fuca, Canadian
Alliance): Mr. Speaker, | think the hon. member is mistaking
Liberal values for Canadian values.

Let us take another example. We have lan Gordon. What does he
do? He murders his girlfriend with an axe. He goes out, teaches a
course, comes back and murders two little girls with an axe. What
is happening? Liberal values say that this man has to serve only two
years of a maximum security sentence in a maximum facility.
Where is he now? He is in a medium facility.

Maybe the member across the way would like to explain to the
Canadian public and the House why this murderer is spending time
in a minimum security prison and not in maximum security.

Mr. Lynn Myers (Parliamentary Secretary to Solicitor Gen-
eral of Canada, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, Libera values aways say that
we will ensure that people who break the law will have the
consequences they deserve. After that we will try to rehabilitate
them in a manner consistent with the values of Canadians.

What | reject out of hand are the values of members of the
Alliance: the Alliance values of scaring Canadians, the Alliance
values of always fearmongering and the Alliance values of playing
cheap politics with very serious cases. That is who they are. They
are not the way we are. We defend Canadian values.
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[Translation]

HEALTH

Mr. Michel Guimond (Beaupor t—M ontmorency—Cote-de-
Beaupré—Ile-d’ Orléans, BQ): Mr. Speaker, with the chief veteri-
nary officer of the Canadian Food Inspection Agency just back
from Brazil, where he led an investigation into food safety, we
learn that the European Union feels that Canada is not complying
with the essentials of community food safety requirements.

If the minister can invoke the principle of precaution to justify
the embargo on Brazilian beef, can he explain why he is not
applying this same principle of precaution here in Canada? The
problem is here, not somewhere else. Here in Canada.

® (1140)
[English]

Mr. Larry McCormick (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Agricultureand Agri-Food, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, Canadais very
fortunate to have one of the best tracking systemsin the world. Our
food is exported around the world. Our reputation is second to none
around the world. The country has been BSE free for years and our
tracking system will keep it that way.

[Tranglation]

Mr. Michel Guimond (Beaupor t—M ontmorency—Cote-de-
Beaupré—Ile-d’Orléans, BQ): Mr. Speaker, | do not know wheth-
er the parliamentary secretary is going to—

Some hon. members; Oh, oh.

The Speaker: Order, please. The House seems to be full of
exuberance today, but it is difficult to hear thg hon. member for
Beauport—M ontmorency—Cote-de-Beaupré—Ile-d’ Orléans.

Mr. Michel Guimond: Mr. Speaker, thisis not the first time that
Health Canada has been on the hot seat. There was the tainted
blood scandal, cancer causing breast implants, the whistleblowing
by scientists on bovine growth hormones.

What the European Union objects to is Canada allowing the
unrestricted sale of cancer ijcausing hormones that might pose a
threat to human health.

How can the minister justify allowing the use of these hormones
in Canada when they are banned in Europe because they are athreat
to health? Is this the best system in the world?

[English]

Mr. Larry McCormick (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Agriculture and Agri-Food, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the Canadian
government is strongly committed to providing the highest
possible level of food safety to consumers of Canadian food
products. The food safety system has served Canada well. In fact,
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as late as yesterday the EU, based on its own sampling, found that
there was no evidence of drug residues in Canadian products. We
have the safest food in the world.

MULTICULTURALISM

Mr. Gurmant Grewal (Surrey Central, Canadian Alliance):
Mr. Speaker, in preparation for the upcoming United Nations world
conference against racism, the multiculturalism minister is hosting
anational consultation in Ottawa today. Canadians will remember
that during the recent federal election the immigration minister’s
name calling fanned the fires of racism in Canada.

Did the multiculturalism minister insist that the immigration
minister attend the consultation given her antisocia behaviour and
misunderstanding of the fight against racism, or is the immigration
minister refusing to attend?

Hon. Hedy Fry (Secretary of State (Multiculturalism)(Status
of Women), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, what | have heard from the
consultations that | have done, regional as well as this national
consultation, is that the slippery slope on the first step to hate and
to any kind of racism is stereotyping.

We have heard day after day in the House stereotyping, which
means taking one group and giving them all kinds of epithets. It is
called McCarthyism. It is attributing to people in the country who
belong to aracial minority that they are terrorists, et cetera. That is
stereotyping and it leads to hate. That is what we have to deal with
in the House.

Mr. Gurmant Grewal (Surrey Central, Canadian Alliance):
Mr. Speaker, the immigration minister offended millions of Cana-
dians who supported and voted for the Canadian Alliance. While
the multiculturalism minister spent her time and taxpayer money
running a campaign to fight racism, the immigration minister ran
around labelling Canadians.

Will the Prime Minister demand that the immigration minister
apologize for her catcalling and order her to attend the conference
so that she may begin her schooling to learn some respect for
Canada's cultural diversity?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the immigration minister is doing an outstanding job as minister, as
a member of parliament and as a representative herself of the
diversity of our great Canadian family. When the hon. member
asserts otherwise, it shows why he and his party are totaly
unworthy of the support of Canadians, especiadly those from
groups other than the traditional majority groups.
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AGRICULTURE

Mr. David Pratt (Nepean—Carleton, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
Agriculture and Agri-Food.

Given the recent and very serious events in other countries
regarding food safety, | would like to ask the parliamentary
secretary a more pointed question with respect to what specifically
the Government of Canada is doing to ensure that the food that we
eat is safe.

® (1145)

Mr. Larry McCormick (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Agricultureand Agri-Food, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as| mentioned
previoudly, the government is strongly committed to the health of
Canadians.

As proof of this commitment, | am pleased to announce in the
House that our government has approved an investment of an
additional $32 million to ensure that in the future Canada's food
safety system could continue to provide Canadians with the highest
level of protection.

This investment represents funding to improve the control and
regulation of veterinary and drug residues in food producing
animals and food products of animal origin. Canadians have aright
to expect an effective and efficient food system, and that is what

they get.

PENSIONS

Mr. Svend Robinson (Burnaby—Douglas, NDP): Mr. Spesker,
my question is for the Minister of Human Resources Development.
The minister will recall that the House unanimously passed a
motion in 1998 condemning the discriminatory treatment of British
pensioners living in Canada and the failure of the British govern-
ment to uprate their pensions.

| understand that yesterday Prime Minister Tony Blair, in a
meeting with our Prime Minister, effectively said that his govern-
ment was not prepared to take any action on behalf of these
pensioners.

What action is our government now prepared to take on behalf of
the 140,000 pensioners? Specifically will the government launch a
challenge in the European Court of Human Rights to end this
discriminatory treatment?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the hon. member unfortunately is wrong in his assertions. The
Prime Minister raised this matter vigorously with Prime Minister
Tony Blair of Britain. Prime Minister Blair of Britain confirmed
that in his press conference and Prime Minister Blair said, based on

my recollection of the transcript of the press conference, that he
would look into the matter further.

This was raised vigorously by the Prime Minister. Mr. Blair in
his press conference responded to this by saying he would look into
it further. | think that should be recognized by the hon. member.

* x %

SOCIAL SECURITY

Mr. Joe Comartin (Windsor—St. Clair, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
the Deputy Prime Minister may feel satisfied with the way he has
dealt with the legitimate concerns of British pensioners living in
Canada by saying the matter is being dealt with in the U.K.

However, perhaps he would explain why his government contin-
ues to ignore a problem clearly within the scope of his government:
thousands of Canadian citizens facing crippling taxes on their U.S.
social security benefits. They have been calling for relief from the
government for over four and a half years without success.

Both the finance minister and the Deputy Prime Minister have
acknowledged the problem yet have chosen to do nothing about it.
When will the government take action to address the gross injustice
faced by the Canadians asking for social security fairness?

Hon. Jim Peterson (Secretary of State (International Finan-
cial Institutions), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | assure members thisis an
issue we have under consideration and we are pressing for changes.

* Kk %

FISHERIES

Mr. Bill Casey (Cumberland—Colchester, PC): Mr. Speaker,
my question is for the Minister of Fisheries and Oceans. For 60
years the Cobequid Federal Fish Hatchery of Cumberland county
served industry and government, but in 1997 the department of
fisheries announced a great new policy of divestiture with a great
ded of fanfare.

Now, only two and a half years later, the experiment has failed;
the policy has failed; and the fish hatchery is closed for the first
time in half a century. Will the Minister of Fisheries and Oceans
restore the fish hatchery to its former level and not punish the area
just because the policy failed?

Hon. Herb Dhaliwal (Minister of Fisheries and Oceans,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, fish enhancement has been an extremely
important part of DFO and we do that across the country.

| am not familiar with the particular hatchery the hon. member
has referred to, but if he provides the details for me | will certainly
want to get back to him and make sure | provide afull answer to his
question.

Mr. Gerald Keddy (South Shore, PC): Mr. Speaker, the
Minister of Fisheries and Oceans should be familiar with the
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Cobequid hatchery. He should be familiar with Coldbrook hatchery
and the Mersey hatchery because lots of questions have been asked
on them before.

The issue is simple. His government and his department gave
Salmon Care hundreds of thousands of dollars worth of supplies,
juvenile fish and other things, and it was a colossal failure, a
complete and utter failure. What was the total cost to Canadian
taxpayers and where is the new plan?

Hon. Herb Dhaliwal (Minister of Fisheries and Oceans,
Lib.): Mr. Speaker, as | said in my earlier answer, | will take this
question under advisement.

Fish enhancement is an important part of DFO. | am not familiar
with all the details in this question, but | will get back to him with a
full response.

® (1150)

EMPLOYMENT

Mr. Jim Pankiw (Saskatoon—Humboldt, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, the Liberal government has posted a job
advertisement for an administrative position with correctional
services, but the criteriafor determining who will get the job is not
ability, education or experience but rather race.

Since 90% of al Canadians oppose racist employment equity
and affirmative action programs, will the Libera government
abandon its prejudiced and discriminatory hiring policy?

Mr. Lynn Myers (Parliamentary Secretary to Solicitor Gen-
eral of Canada, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | can tell the member that
when the government hires people it wants qualified, good people
to do the work of the government in an effective and efficient
manner consistent with the values of &l Canadians.

What | reject out of hand is any kind of allegations members of
that party opposite are prepared to make about racism and other
things. They are the last to talk.

Mr. Jim Pankiw (Saskatoon—Humboldt, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, thisis not an allegation; thisisfact. | have the
ad right here. Race is the criteria that it will use for hiring.

The Liberals need to understand that it is not possible to
discriminate in favour of somebody on the basis of race without
discriminating against somebody else because of their race.

What does the minister say to people who are discriminated
against because they are not eligible to apply for ajob on the basis
of their skin colour?

Hon. Hedy Fry (Secretary of State (Multiculturalism)(Status
of Women), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, Statistics Canada and other groups
have now done studies which have shown that because of the
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colour of their skin there are people with equal qualificationsin the
country who do not get jobs and who get half of the jobs they are
qualified for.

It is our duty as a government to ensure that al Canadians,
regardless of the colour of their skin, are able to find work fitting
their qualifications and to remove the barriers that race creates in
this effort. It is a clear statistical fact.

[Trandation]

SOFTWOOD LUMBER

Mr. Jean-Yves Roy (Matapédia-Matane, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
yesterday, on the issue of softwood lumber, the Minister for
International Trade told the House, and | quote, we hope ** that we
are headed toward free trade, and we want to make sure that—we
will have a smooth transition to free trade”.

The minister’s wishy-washy approach puts Canada in a vulner-
able position in its negotiations with the United States.

Can the minister tell us what he meant yesterday when he used
the word “‘transition”, if not that he is considering negotiating
other quotas to please the Atlantic provinces and the United States,
at the expense of Quebec producers of softwood lumber?

[English]

Mr. Pat O'Brien (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for
International Trade, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the minister was quite
clear that there is a consensus in Canada against proceeding with a
quota type arrangement. The long range goal of Canada is very
clear in softwood lumber. It is to have free trade in softwood
lumber with the United States.

The minister will be in Washington on Monday and he will be
raising this question very vigorously with U.S. trade representative
Zoellick.

[Translation]

Mr. Jean-Yves Roy (Matapédia-Matane, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
the minister says he hopes for areturn to free trade with the United
States as regards softwood lumber.

If thisistrue, isthe minister prepared to support a motion from
all members of the House simply asking that Americans go back to
free trade and nothing else?

[English]

Mr. Pat O’'Brien (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for
International Trade, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the member would
hardly expect me to arrogate unto myself the right to speak for the
Minister for International Trade. That is exactly what he asked me
to do. | will not take up that silly suggestion.
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| will reiterate what | said. The minister has been very clear
on the fact that the goal of Canadais to have free trade in softwood
lumber with the United States. | repeat, he is raising that issue
on Monday with trade representative Zoellick.

* Kk %

TRANSPORTATION

Mr. Brian Fitzpatrick (Prince Albert, Canadian Alliance):
Mr. Speaker, Canada has no established process to deal with rail
mergers. The transport minister claims that the government will
not be caught flat footed, as it was with the Air Canada-Canadian
Airlines merger.

As CN and CP both operate in the U.S. they would be subject to a
very substantial review process while Canada has no similar
process. There is much discussion about a possible major rail
merger. Does the transport minister have a plan and a process in
place to deal with any such merger?

® (1155)

Hon. David Collenette (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, my hon. friend is correct in saying that parliament in its
wisdom or lack thereof in 1996, when it passed the Canada
Transportation Act, took away the merger review provisions that
were previously in the National Transportation Act, 1987.

This was somewhat controversia as the hon. member will know
if he reads Hansard from those times. That is why there was
specifically a clause included in that bill to have the act reviewed
within five years.

| have named a panel of five prominent people who are looking
into the act and | have specifically mentioned coming up with a
strategy on rail mergers.

Mr. Brian Fitzpatrick (Prince Albert, Canadian Alliance):
Mr. Speaker, when the government was confronted with the Air
Canada-Canadian Airlines merger it was quite apparent there was
no review process in place for such a merger.

The Canadian travelling public has paid a very high price for this
crisis management approach to mergers. Other than the ineffective
Competition Act, when will the government have a meaningful rail
merger review process in place?

Hon. David Collenette (Minister of Transport, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, the hon. member talks about the crisis management
approach with respect to the airlines, but | might remind the hon.
member, who is from western Canada, that in December 1999
Canadian Airlines was two days away from bankruptcy. It did not
have the cash to meet payroll. That would have meant 16,000
people, many of them in western Canada, out of their jobs and
absolute chaos in the air system.

| admit it has not gone 100% the way we wanted it to go, but |
would challenge the hon. member. | think the airline restructuring

has gone incredibly well, considering the huge number of issues
that had to be dealt with in a very short period of time.

VOLUNTEERS

Mr. John McCallum (Markham, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the
United Nations has declared 2001 the Year of International Volun-
teers. As we know, many Canadians benefit from the tremendous
efforts of volunteers across the country.

My question is for the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister of
National Revenue. Could she tell the House how volunteers are
assisted by her department’s community volunteer income tax
program?

Ms. Sophia Leung (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
National Revenue, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the CCRA has sponsored
the community volunteer tax program since 1971. This year marks
its 30 year anniversary.

CCRA trains volunteers throughout the country to help seniors,
people with disabilities and low income groups complete their
income tax returns and receive their benefits. We are very proud to
have such a program for volunteers to make such a contribution.

AGRICULTURE

Mr. Garry Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Melville, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, yesterday about 3,000 farmers joined arally
in Winchester, Ontario, to get the Liberals finally to pay attention
to the ongoing farm income crisis. They have been forced to take
drastic action because the Libera government refuses to pay
attention.

The agriculture minister’s delaying tactics and refusal to take
any real action will force thousands more producers off the land.
This hurts al Canadians. How many bankruptcies, how many
suicides, how terrible does the disaster have to become before the
agriculture minister wakes up and gets emergency funds into the
hands of farmers?

Mr. Larry McCormick (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Agriculture and Agri-Food, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, certainly alot
of farmers gathered together yesterday. We on this side of the
House have been meeting with producers from across the country.
We feel for them because the grains and oilseed sector has been
heavily attacked by the subsidies from the European Union and the
United States.

We did sign a very historic agreement with the provinces this
past year. In fact we are already committed to providing up to $5.5
billion to help these people. It is not enough. Our minister has been
looking for every resource possible, and we will deliver.
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Mr. Garry Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Melville, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, this is the problem; al talk and no action.
The agriculture minister’'s AIDA program has failed to help the
majority of farm families.

Over two years ago he announced his meagre attempts to help.
® (1200)

He has given the impression to the media and our city cousins
that he has done alot to assist farmers, but barely 50% of the funds
announced have reached farmers.

Yesterday Statistics Canada confirmed what everyone but the
Liberals know. Cash receipts are down for the third year in a row
for grain farmers and soaring input costs are pushing farmers
further into the dirt. Why does the government not keep its
promises?

Mr. Larry McCormick (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister
of Agriculture and Agri-Food, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, for my hon.
colleague’s information, it is nice to tell one-half of the story but
under the former AIDA program 90% of the money has gone out to
these producers. They have the money.

We provided tens of millions of dollars last year, hundreds of
millions of dollars in interest free money for our producers in the
spring. We also made available several hundreds of millions of
dollarsin thefall, interest free so they could sell their crops. In fact
we have done alot in the last seven years. In the Speech from the
Throne we committed to that and we will be doing more.

[Translation]

EMPLOYMENT INSURANCE

Mr. Paul Créte (Kamouraska—Riviere-du-Loup—Témis
couata—L es Basques, BQ): Mr. Speaker, on Friday, February 9,
the television program Vr showed that the Minister of National
Revenue, who is responsible for that part of the Employment
Insurance Act, was not at all aware of the fact that it discriminates
against employees working for their spouse or for a relative, by
imposing on them the burden of proving their insurability, and by
treating them like cheaters.

Since Bill C-2, which is currently under review, is silent on this
discrimination, is the minister prepared to correct the section of the
act that equates workers who are related to their employers with
cheaters?

[English]

Hon. Jane Stewart (Minister of Human Resour ces Develop-
ment, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is very important to ensure that those

Routine Proceedings

receiving employment insurance benefits are indeed €eligible for
them. In certain cases where there are family organizations we have
to ensure that there is an arm’s length relationship. We will
continue to do this in an effective way.

| would like to confirm that very few are turned down, but in the
interest of applying and ensuring the act is adhered to the minister
of revenue does these investigations.

* x %

POINTS OF ORDER

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

Hon. Jim Peterson (Secretary of State (International Finan-
cial Institutions), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | rise on a point of order.
The member for Windsor—St. Clair asked me a question relating
to U.S. social security benefits. Just so that | do not mislead him |
will undertake to get back to him.

Mr. Jim Pankiw (Saskatoon—Humboldt, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Spesker, | rise on a point of order. During question
period | made reference to a job advertisement and | would like to
table the document.

The Speaker: Does the hon. member have unanimous consent
of the House to table the document?

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

Mr. Jason Kenney (Calgary Southeast, Canadian Alliance):
Mr. Speaker, | rise on apoint of order. With respect to the tabling of
that document, | would point out that Canadians can see on the
Internet that the government is posting job descriptions with arace
based hiring criterion.

The Speaker: | think the hon. member for Calgary Southeast,
with his extensive experience, knows that he is engaging in a
debate and not realy raising a point of order.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

[English]

SALES TAX AND EXCISE TAX AMENDMENTS ACT,
2001

Hon. Jim Peterson (for the Minister of Finance) moved for
leave to introduce Bill C-13, an act to amend the Excise Tax Act.

(Motions deemed adopted, hill read the first time and printed)
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QUESTIONS ON THE ORDER PAPER
Mr. Derek Lee (Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the
Government in the House of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | ask
that all questions be allowed to stand.
The Speaker: |s that agreed?

Some hon. members. Agreed.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

® (1205)

[English]

CANADA ELECTIONS ACT

The House resumed consideration of the motion that Bill C-9, an
act to amend the Canada Elections Act and the Electoral Bound-
aries Readjustment Act, be read the second time and referred to a
committee.

Mr. Gurmant Grewal (Surrey Central, Canadian Alliance):
Mr. Speaker, | rise on behalf of the people of Surrey Central to
speak to Bill C-9, the Liberal government’s proposed changes to
the Canada Elections Act.

The purpose of Bill C-9 is to amend the Canada Elections Act
which became law on September 1, 2000. The Liberals passed the
bill only a few months ago, but we are correcting their mistakes.

We are doing the work today that we asked them to do in the 36th
parliament. We do not mind helping them again to do their
homework, but we are disappointed that Canadians did not choose
to send us to Ottawa to do our work, because we would have done
our work right the first time.

Bill C-9 will overturn the current law that requires a party to
have at least 50 candidates before it can be identified as a political
party on the election ballot. The Liberals will now require partiesto
possess 12 candidates in order to be recognized as political parties
and be entitled to certain benefits and privileges.

Only registered parties are eligible to obtain the final list of
electors, to obtain free broadcast time for political announcements
and to issue tax receipts to donors on behalf of the party. Only
registered parties are entitled to such benefits and privileges.

Canada’s chief electoral officer confirms the number of candi-
dates. The 12 candidate minimum conforms to the requirement that
a party have at least 12 members of parliament to receive official
status in the House of Commons, as the fifth party has.

Let me explain how the Liberals arrived at the magic number of
12. The Liberals are trying to make it as hard as possible for any
political group to challenge them at the ballot box. In their twisted
logic they have figured out that they would be too ashamed and
embarrassed to make the required number of seats any higher than
the number of seats required by the House for a party to qualify to
be recognized as a political party.

| am sure that members will remember that in the last parliament
the Liberals originaly set the bar high at 50. It is a lot more
difficult to field 50 candidates in an election than 12 or so. The
Liberals like the number 50. They were crushing a number of
parties and preventing them from qualifying for certain privileges
and benefits. They have been forced to lower the bar and to alow
smaller parties to have a greater level of participation in our
democracy.

In the last parliament the Liberals kept the bar high at 50
candidates for what they knew would be the last time. In the most
recent election the Liberals could put in a fix by denying parties
with less than 50 candidates from being major political parties in
Canada.

Before the Liberals passed the previous Canada Elections Act
during the last parliament, the official opposition warned the
Liberal government that the 50 candidate rule should be dropped.
We told them upfront, but who listens on the other side? | spoke to
that bill in various debates in the last parliament.

® (1210)

We had the approval of most of Canada's smaller political
parties for the proposal, but the Liberals did not listen at that time.
It appears perhaps that they are listening now.

Even so, parties with 12 candidates will be allowed to have their
party’s name on ballots but will still not be able, as will partieswith
50 candidates, to provide donors with tax receipts, to access the list
of electors or to obtain free broadcasting time on TV.

Those three things are crucia for a political party to be able
campaign and to have its message communicated across the
country. Those three things are very important, and parties with 12
members will not be entitled to such privileges.

With Bill C-9, the hill we are debating today, the government
would create two tiers of political parties with different sets of
privileges. On one hand, registered political parties with 50 or
more candidates would possess all possible benefits. On the other
hand, political parties with less than 50 candidates would possess
few benefits other than having their name on the ballot if they have
at least 12 candidates.

Bill C-9 continues to discriminate against smaller parties. It is
not only undemocratic, it is anti-democratic as well. The Canada
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Elections Act should be neutral and should treat everyone equally
and fairly. Canadian voters, not the government, should decide
whether a political party or candidate is worthy of their vote. It
should not be up to the government to decide, it should be up to
Canadians.

The Liberals are trying to pass the legisation because a court
case has necessitated changes to the Canada Elections Act. As the
House will recall, in my speech in the last parliament | warned the
House of possible legal action. | told the Liberals that they were
exposing the Canada Elections Act to alegal tussle, and now here it
is. If they had listened at the time this probably would not have
happened.

The Ontario Court of Appeal decided the case in August 2000.
The court decided that the Canada Elections Act provisions
concerning the identification of political parties on election ballots
was invalid. The court said that the provisions were invalid and
suspended its decision for six months, until February 16, 2001, so
that parliament could address the court’s decision.

If this had been done right the first time we would not be doing it
again. We could be spending the valuable time of the House, as
well as of the court, on something more important.

Bill C-9 aso clarifies the calculations of the electoral expenses
limit. If the revised list of electors differs from the original list, the
candidate’s expenses will be adjusted accordingly.

The reimbursement of election expenses is also covered in the
bill. Under section 435 of Bill C-2, which was abill in the previous
parliament, only registered parties, and not the small parties we
must define today, will be reimbursed for election expenses
providing they obtain either 2% of the national vote or 5% of the
votes in the ridings in which they endorse candidates. Those are
two conditions parties must satisfy before they get any reimburse-
ment for election expenses.

Bill C-9 does not amend the reimbursement of election expenses
provision that was in Bill C-2 in the last parliament. Therefore this
section will be discriminatory against smaller parties.

® (1215)

Again | am standing in the House and warning the government.
It should get its act together and correct these mistakes so that the
Canada Elections Act is neutral, fair and treats everyone equaly.

The Canadian Alliance, and my colleagues on this side, proposed
election rebates. We do not believe it is fair that only registered
parties, and not the smaller political parties, are eligible for these
benefits.

Another important point in the bill isthe fundraising activities. If
Bill C-9 isnot amended, aswe are asking, it will be difficult for the
smaller parties to engage in fundraising activities.

Government Orders

Bill C-9 does not make amendments to the income tax provi-
sions of Bill C-2 which was debated in the House and passed in the
last parliament. The provisions are discriminatory. Receipts can be
issued on behalf of registered parties during and in between
elections. Whereas, candidates of non-registered political parties,
the ones we talked about earlier, can only issue receipts during the
writ period. How can they prepare themselves to have their
messages conveyed to Canadians when they do not have enough
resources? They are not permitted have fundraisers between elec-
tions.

During those 36 or 37 days they can receive funds and issue tax
receipts to donors. Other than the writ period, they are not entitled
to raise any funds or issue tax receipts. When tax receipts are not
issued, it is very difficult to get money donated from someone to a
political party or a political cause. That is very unfair.

I will move on to another point about asset liquidation. Under
clause 394 of the former bill, Bill C-2, with respect to registered
parties which failed to run 50 candidates, they become suspended
and the assets of a suspended party need not be liquidated if the
party applies for re-registration within six months. However, if
they do not apply within those six months then they are suspended.
Bill C-9 does not amend this very important provision. The
Canadian Alliance does not believe that a party should have to
liquidate its assets under any circumstances, which is exactly what
the Ontario Court of Appea decided.

The Liberal government may be facing another court challenge
over thisiif this clause is not amended. We are telling the Liberal
government what to do about this bill to avoid any potential
lawsuits. Whether or not it listens to us is another story.

The voting process is another issue. Among other technical
matters, Bill C-9 also stipulates that if the chief electoral officer
wishes to examine alternative voting processes, such as electronic
voting, the aternative cannot be used without the approval of the
House of Commons and Senate committees. Why does the chief
electoral officer, who is supposed to monitor elections in Canada,
have to get permission for electoral aternative electronic voting,
for example, or other aternative methods to make the process
efficient and effective?

There are some other changes in the bill but most of them are
housekeeping changes. Under the current legislation, only the
approval of the House of Commons committee is required. This
sounds to me like a way to prevent change, but | will reserve my
comments and allow the committee that will hear this bill, and
many witnesses over time, to decide what this section really means.

| look forward in seeing how the committee proceeds. | look
forward to seeing whether it will give afair chance to witnesses to
come forward and whether or not its recommendations will be
taken into consideration. The amendments to the former Bill C-2,
which were discussed in the committee, were ignored.
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Let me talk about the relationship of Bill C-9 to Canadian
Alliance policy. Canadian Alliance policy states:

To improve the representative nature of our electoral system, we will consider
electoral reforms, including proportional representation, the single transferable
ballot, electronic voting, and fixed election dates, and we will submit such optionsto
voters in a nationwide referendum.

The government House leader isin charge of the bill. Hewasin
charge of the last bill during the last session and did a very bad job.
| apologize for making this comment, but all the good amendments
which we proposed and those which were discussed in committee
were not taken into consideration. Even when the red light was
flashing signalling a warning that there might be some court
actions, the House leader ignored it. Now, the House leader is
heckling me on this.

While the bill does abandon the 50 candidate rule, it does not go
far enough to democratize our electora process. We believe all
parties should be treated equally and fairly, not merely those with
50 or more candidates. All political parties should be treated fairly
and equally. That is called rea democracy.

The Canada Elections Act is a mess. Not only are the Liberals
not learning fast enough, | do not know if they are learning at al.
They do not have the political will to make afair and level playing
field for al political parties to contest an election.

The level playing field is very important. Equal opportunity for
al political parties is very important but it is not there. The
Liberals not only have it in the back of their minds but they also
have it in the front of their minds to have an elections act that will
benefit the governing party, which in this case is the Liberal Party.
That is why they did not listen to the Alliance amendments in the
last parliament and will try to ignore our amendments once again.

The bill maintains the most objectionable provisions of the
Canada Elections Act. Our €elections should be democratic, free and
fair, offering equal opportunity to all candidates and all political
parties. This would be a great way to start a new session of
parliament.

The weak, arrogant and corrupt Liberal government that lacks
vision is wasting an opportunity to modernize and democratize the
patronage ridden Canada Elections Act. It has this opportunity
again. Our election act is even worse than the election acts in
developing countries and where this government’s representatives
go to monitor elections. If our own elections act is a mess, is not
democratic, how can we send our representatives to developing
countries to monitor their elections? | do not know if we are
practising what we are preaching at home.

The members of the official opposition have proposed a number
of worthwhile amendments to the bill. We will continue to do that.

It is our job, not only to criticize the government, but also to
propose amendments, suggest new ways and worthwhile change to
open Liberals' eyes. As usual we are holding aflashlight for them
but they are closing their eyes. They refuse to look when we shine
the light into their intellectual darkness.

® (1225)

The Liberals resist change. That is why they do not want
parliamentary reform. That is why they do not want to democratize
our electoral system. The more | think about it, | am quite
convinced that the Liberals' actions are not just undemocratic, they
are anti-democratic. The government is the dictatorship of the 21st
century. It is nothing short of a dictatorship when it will not accept
amendments that would improve the system.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): |s the House ready for
the question?

Some hon. members: Question.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): The question is on the
motion. Is it the pleasure of the House to adopt the motion?

Some hon. members. Agreed.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): | declare the motion
carried.

Mr. Gurmant Grewal: Madam Speaker, | rise on a point of
order. | heard some members on this side of the House say no. |
said no. | would suggest to the Speaker that the no was probably not
heard because some members were making noise. This should be
taken into consideration.

Ms. Marlene Catterall: Madam Speaker, these things do hap-
pen, and athough | believe your ruling was quite correct, there
were not five members in the House who stood. We would be quite
willing to accept the objections of the opposition if it were willing
to agree, by unanimous consent, to defer the vote until Tuesday
night.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): Is that agreed?
Some hon. members: Agreed.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): The recorded division
on the motion stands deferred until Tuesday.

* Kk %

MARINE LIABILITY ACT

Hon. Maria Minna (for the Minister of Transport) moved that
Bill S-2, an act respecting marine liability, and to validate certain
bylaws and regulations, be read the second time and referred to a
committee.

Mr. Ovid Jackson (Bruce—Grey—Owen Sound, Lib.): Mad-
am Speaker, it is my pleasure to rise and speak to Bill S-2, the
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marine liability act. It is the reincarnation of Bill S-17 which died
on the order paper during the last session of parliament.

The bill introduces for the first time Canadian legislation
regarding shipowners' liability for the carriage of passengers and
new rules for the apportionment of liability in maritime law. At the
same time, it will consolidate existing marine liability regimes,
which are currently scattered throughout various statutes, into a
single statute.

This important Canadian legislation will modernize the Canada
Shipping Act to make sure it concur with the legislation. Some 40
million Canadians travel by sea. There are various oil spillages.
Liabilities have resulted all around the world, in Europe, in Canada
and in Greece. The act will consolidate and make shipowners
responsible. It will take away the fact that in the fine print on
tickets and so on they can exempt themselves from looking after
their liabilities to Canadians.

® (1230)

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Canadian Al-
liance): Madam Speaker, | was taken aback a bit by my hon.
colleague along the way in that he made quite a succinct speech on
an important piece of legislation. Obviously there is a need to
adjourn the House for the weekend or something. | am not sure
exactly what is happening here.

At the outset of my remarks this afternoon on Bill S-2, the
marine liability act. and because | only had 10 minutes to reply to
the Speech from the Throne, | will begin by congratulating you,
Madam Speaker, on your appointment to the chair; the Speaker on
his election; and your colleagues who occupy the chair from time
to time. | know it isnot an easy task riding herd on this place. | not
only congratulate you but will endeavour to support you in as
non-partisan a way as possible from time to time when you are
called upon to make a tough ruling.

| also wish to thank my supporters as | did in quite a succinct
manner during my brief remarks in reply to the throne speech a
couple of weeks ago. Asal of us know, regardless of what party we
represent in the House of Commons, we would not be here without
the support, hard work and monetary donations of many individu-
als back in our respective ridings from coast to coast to coast. In
light of that, | assure the people who supported me back home that |
indeed greatly appreciate their support.

| have been very fortunate. | have run in four election campaigns
dating back to 1988 when | was unsuccessful. People who sup-
ported the Reform Party of Canada’s principles and policies at the
time stepped forward to work hard on the party’s behalf and
ultimately on my behalf when | became the candidate, which saw
me elected with about 56% of the vote. | believe that increased to
66% in 1997 and almost 70% in the latest election in November
2000.

Government Orders

| am always quick to point out that | do not take it as a great
affirmation that | am doing such a terrific job that 70% of the
people who show up at the polls would mark their ballots for me. |
takeit as 70% of the people who were looking at the alternatives on
election day decided to support in this case the Canadian Alliance's
principles and policiesfirst and foremost. They obviously decided
to support the leadership of our present leader. The reason | would
get those types of numbersis primarily the support and the word of
mouth translated throughout the riding of Prince George—Peace
River by the people as much as by me.

| thank each and every one. | obviously would not have time to
record the hundreds of people who are members of the Canadian
Alliance in Prince George—Peace River and all the people who
gave so willingly hours of their time to volunteer to make my
re-election campaign ultimately successful.

Hon. Don Boudria: And now to the bill.

Mr. Jay Hill: Madam Speaker, | will get to the bill. The hon.
House leader of the government probably has some urgent business
back in hisriding that he must attend to and would like to see the
House adjourn early today, it being Friday afternoon.

® (1235)

| wanted to describe as well, as alot of my colleagues did when
they gave their first speech, the riding that | am so pleased to
represent and have represented now for seven years in the House of
Commons.

The hon. government House leader might be interested to know
that the riding of Prince George—Peace River isthe only riding in
Canada that actually straddles the Rocky Mountains. It is some
200,000 sguare kilometres in size. It is the eighth largest riding as
far as geographic size is concerned. While it is difficult to get
around in ariding so large, and certainly my hon. colleague from
Skeenais well aware of the problems that are inherent in that, the
reality isthat it is enjoyable as well to represent alarge rural riding.
There are terrific grassroots, hard-working people from one end of
the riding to the other.

| am very pleased and honoured, as | have been for the last seven
years, to represent the people of Prince George—Peace River not
only in the House of Commons, but also try to be a worthy
representative of those people when | am out in the rea world
speaking on their behalf.

Bill S-2, the marine liability act, is a multifaceted bill that will
finally legislate protection for Canadians travelling by water in a
manner similar to the protection that has existed for decades in the
aviation industry. Many Canadians have been waiting a very long
time for the House to resolve that issue.

The reason | say that Canadians have been waiting a long time
for the MLA is that thisis its third incarnation. It has died on the
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order paper twice, the first time as Bill C-59, the carriage of
passengers by water act, and the second time in October of last
year. Both times were the as a result of a premature, unnecessary
election call by the present Prime Minister. | am hopeful that the
Minister of Transport and his government are serious about passing
the legidation this time.

When we think about it, marine travel is one of the oldest modes
of transportation in the world. One only needs to think of Samuel
de Champlain, Eric the Red and Christopher Columbus to realize
just how long we have been travelling the high seas. However, it is
now the year 2001 and we are without comprehensive laws
defining liability for those travelling and working in the shipping
industry.

If one has spent any time in Vancouver or elsewhere on the west
coast, one will appreciate the incredible volume of cruise ships that
travel the Strait of Georgia and the inland waterways toward
Alaska. The port of Vancouver alone handled over 800,000 cruise
ship passengers just last year. The cruise industry has also grown
on the east coast of Canada, with the ports of Halifax, Saint John
and Quebec City showing considerable growth in cruise ship
traffic.

On both coasts, greater numbers of people are taking to the water
on ferries, whale watching ships, fishing boats and pleasure craft. It
is hard to believe that these vessels and their millions of passengers
operate without a legislative framework defining liability for
damage to property, injury, loss of life and the economic and legal
consequences of maritime accidents.

It is also hard to believe that the government opposite has
allowed the bill, as | said earlier, to die twice on the order paper,
leaving a void of liability in one of Canada's busiest modes of
transportation. We are fortunate that the void in shipping liability
does not extend to the protection of our coastlines and marine
environment. We have had for some time legidation establishing
civil liability for pollution from ships.

One of the merits of Bill S-2 is that it extracts these laws from
the Canada Shipping Act and combines it with other relevant
marine liability legislation into a single act.

® (1240)

We do, however, have concerns about whether the wording of the
provisions for civil liability accurately reflect the intent of the
legislation. The clause in the bill devoted to establishing civil
liability for pollution from a ship deals with al types of pollution,
yet the clause creating this liability itself speaks only of ail
pollution. We believe that this clause requires closer examination
to ensure that the marine environment is adequately protected from
all sources of pollution.

The remaining pieces of legidlation that found their way into the
marine liability act included the Carriage of Goods by Water Act

provisions for the limitation of liability and marine accidents and
the Canada Shipping Act provisions for fatal accidents.

In addition to consolidating existing liability laws into a single
reference, Bill S-2 also introduces two new liability regimes that
are long overdue. | am referring to the rules regarding apportion-
ment of liability and to the rules defining the liability of shipown-
ers for the passengers they carry on their ships.

The introduction of rules for apportioning liability will finally
bring the federal court up to speed with developments in the
provincial court systems. The provincial courts have had rules
regarding apportionment of a liability for years, but because
marine claims are considered to be exclusively a federal jurisdic-
tion, claimants and their families have been unable to rely on these
rules when suing for compensation for injuries or in the case of the
death of a family member.

Asaresult of thisvoid in federal law, claimants have had to rely
on antiquated common law principles. These laws provide that if
the defendant can prove that the claimant contributed in any way to
his or her injuries, awards would be forfeited. That is avery unjust
and unacceptable situation. With the passing of this federal hill,
courts will now have the ability to hold each party accountable for
their actions. The percentage of liability will correspond with the
percentage of fault.

| wish to illustrate this with an example. If a tour boat were to
sink as the result of the captain’s negligence and all the people on
board wearing life jackets survived except the one individual who
refused to wear a life jacket, the captain would be liable for the
accident but not 100% liable for the loss of life. By refusing to wear
the life jacket some liability would be assumed by the passenger
and under the existing law he or she would not be entitled to any
compensation. Clearly this is unacceptable and we are pleased to
see that the government is finaly taking steps to correct that
situation.

Another new provision of the bill is the introduction of a system
for establishing a shipowner’s liability for commercial passengers.
As | mentioned previously, it is unconscionable that a country
which sees in excess of 40 million passengers carried by water each
year does not have legislation protecting those passengers. While
we are pleased to see the reintroduction of the passenger liability
provisions, we do not believe that this protection goes far enough.
Put simply, the limits are too low and there is no guarantee that the
claimant will ever see the money.

The passenger liability section of the bill caps the maximum
amount a shipowner will ever have to pay a claimant at $350,000,
regardless of the extent or severity of his or her injuries. Thisisa
result of basing our domestic legislation on an international
agreement that has not been updated since 1990. | encourage the
government to take the lead internationally on this issue and set
limits that would provide real benefit to passengers injured in
Canadian waters.
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When comparing the amount of compensation available to
passengers on ships, it is interesting to note that there is no limit
for liahility for passengers travelling by air.

Our other concern, and the most significant one, is that there is
no requirement for shipowners to provide proof that they can meet
their financial commitment to passengers after an accident. |
believe this omission seriously undermines the entire premise of
the legidation.

I urge the government to act quickly to establish an enforceable
regulatory framework for issuing operating certificates and requir-
ing proof compulsory insurance or financial responsibility.

The area of commercia shipping is not the only area of water
activity where the government is not doing enough to protect
Canadians. The government is very quick to assert its authority
over al Canadian waters, including the lakes and rivers of the
provinces, but it is very slow to develop policy relating to the use of
those waters.

® (1245)

Here | would like to give a personal example. When | was a
young man | was fortunate enough to be able to save enough money
to purchase a boat for waterskiing. | learned to water ski at quite a
young age. It is interesting to note that while | had to insure and
license the trailer for the boat there was no requirement, other than
a sort of convenience requirement, to register the boat itself.

My understanding is that this continues to this day, that there are
a lot of boats for which the province or the federal government
requires no registration. It is a matter of convenience. The view is
that if the boat owner registers and gets a bow number for the boat,
in the event of an accident or misuse of the boat the number would
be helpful to the authorities in ascertaining the actual legitimate
owner of the boat.

However, in many cases | have found that the new owner of a
boat does not actually transfer that number with the registry of
shipping for small watercraft. It is never transferred to the new
owner. There are probably thousands, if not tens of thousands, of
watercraft on our rivers and lakes that have never had their
ownership transferred to the new owners. There is no real strong
deterrent to force them to do so.

There is no requirement for insurance, none whatsoever, when
one operates a small pleasure craft. It astounds me that this
situation is allowed to continue.

By way of an example of that, one day we were waterskiing on
the lake that is near my hometown of Fort Saint John. As is often
the case when dlaloming, if people are not used to starting out on
one ski they start on two skis and drop one. At some point in time
hopefully they can remember where the other ski is and go back
and pick it up. On that particular day, we came back after the skier
had finished. | was operating my boat. We picked up the ski, threw

Government Orders

it up on the bow of the boat and took off. The wind caught the ski,
flipped it and quite severely cut a friend of mine. He had to be
taken to the hospital and get some stitches.

| was very fortunate that he was a good friend of mine. | was
quite young at the time and was not worth a lot of money anyway,
so even if he had not been agood friend and had decided to sue me
for damages, | do not think he would have got a lot. That is the
whole point of the story.

Hon. Don Boudria: But is he still your friend?

Mr. Jay Hill: Heisstill my friend and that is quite remarkable. |
thank the hon. government House leader for his interventions. It
certainly keeps the debate a bit more lively and keeps me on track.

The point of the story is that today in Canada, with the situation
of small pleasure craft not being required to be properly licensed
and insured, if someone is injured or is fatally injured and dies,
there is no way other than civil litigation in which to sue the owner
of the boat for damagesif it is proven that he or she was operating
the craft in anegligent way. One never knows if that person has any
net worth to make it worthwhile suing.

It seems to me that there is something wrong with that. In every
other mode of transportation in Canada, there is a requirement that
the operator be licensed and insured, either federally or provincial-
ly. What isit that makes watercraft so specia that they are exempt
from these concepts?

® (1250)

| encourage the government to bring in legislation that would
grant the provinces the ability to regulate recreational boaters. It is
time that we recognized that Sea-Doos should be treated equally to
Ski-Doos and that yachts are no different from cars when it comes
to responsible and safe operation.

| would be remiss if | did not express that we take exception to
the fact that the bill originated in the other place. | note that thisis
the second time the bill originated in that other place and that
during this session the Senate gave first, second and third reading
to the bill in asingle day. | also note that the bill is not identical to
Bill S-17, the previous incarnation that was introduced.

In the previous version of the bill there were provisionsin part 1
dealing with the relationship of dependency that could not be
defined because the matter was under debate in this House. Thisis
a prime example of why this place is the only place where it is
acceptable for legidation to originate and to be debated, amended
and voted on.

Had the previous version been introduced in this House, it would
have been debated after the debate on dependency had been
concluded. This would have ensured that the bill would have been
passed correctly the first time and would not have required
amendment after the fact, as it were.
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| understand the rationale behind utilizing the other place when
this House is congested with business, but at the beginning of a
session, indeed, at the beginning of a parliament, | do not feel that
this is the case.

The fact is that this House is the only one with elected
representatives who are accountable to their constituents. The other
place lacks the legitimacy, credibility and accountability to serve as
the originator of government legislation. Until such time as the
other place is true triple E—elected, equal and effective—my
colleagues and | will be opposed to its intervention in legislative
matters prior to their consideration in this Chamber.

The mgjority of marine industries affected by this legislation
support it, as do the majority of the provinces. The sole exception is
Quebec, which believes the bill interferes in provincia jurisdic-
tion.

Earlier in my remarks | addressed the official opposition’s
concerns with the bill. Although these concerns are serious, it is our
intention to support this legislation at second reading.

| am pleased to sum up by saying that we will be supporting this
legislation. | look forward to other interventions from my col-
leagues about this legislation as they point out whatever they feel
are the flaws or the attributes of the legislation.

| aso look forward to having the Standing Committee on
Transport and Government Operations deal with the legislation. |
suspect it will be the first legislation referred to the standing
committee once we pass it at second reading. In that light | must
relay aconcern that | have in regard to the inaugural meeting of the
standing committee on transport, which occurred just yesterday.

| need to explain something to the viewing audience, the people
out in the real world, because they probably will not be able to
make the connection as to why what | am about to relate to them
should be of importance to them.

At an inaugural meeting of a standing committee a number of
things take place. The clerk takes the chair initially until such time
as a chairman is chosen by the committee. | have no dispute with
the fine gentleman who spoke just before me and who has been
acclaimed as the chairman of the standing committee on transport.
Likewise, there are two vice-chair positions and two individuals
are elected to fill those roles.

A number of other procedural things take place at the inaugural
meeting, one of which iswhat | want to discuss right now for afew
moments. It is the matter of time allocated for questioning witness
who appear before the committee. A motion was put forward
yesterday at the standing committee for transport which basically
suggested that after a witness appears before the committee and
makes a presentation, there will be questions—as at al commit-
tees—but the time allocated to the parties to question the witnesses
will be equal.

® (1255)

In other words, the original motion was that it would start with
the Canadian Alliance, the official opposition, for 10 minutes of
questioning, then go to the government, the Liberals, for 10
minutes, and then to the other three parties, the Bloc Quebecois, the
New Democratic Party and the Progressive Conservatives, each for
10 minutes.

If that had been allowed to stand, it is very easy to see that on one
front people watching on television might think it is fair, because
there are five recognized political partiesin the House of Commons
and they would all receive 10 minutes to question a witness. |
respect the fact that committees are a power unto themselves and
they decide, but | think it isimportant that we relate these types of
stories to the Canadian electorate so that it understands what takes
place.

Theredlity isthat on any committee on which | have served there
was some balance for the representation in the House of Commons.
In other words, if the government is a mgjority and has over 50% of
the seats in the House of Commons, legitimately it has a larger
number of people serving on the committee, seven or eight
members versus three for the Canadian Alliance, a couple for the
Bloc Quebecois and one each for the two smaller parties.

Thereis afairness aspect. If there are seven or eight members of
the Liberal Party sitting on that committee and participating, and
they all have to share, as in this case, a 10 minute spot to ask
questions, it stands to reason that many of them would not get to
ask even one question of awitness on behalf of their constituents. |
think that is unfair.

The original motion was defeated. | voiced that objection on the
part of both the Liberal government and the Canadian Alliance:
that if that motion were allowed to go forward it would be unfair to
the parties that have the largest number of people or the largest
representation in the House of Commons. It was defeated, where-
upon an amendment was put forward and the motion was re-
introduced. It basically said that questioning of witnesses would go
to the Canadian Alliance, as Her Majesty’s loyal official opposi-
tion, for 10 minutes, then to the Liberals on the committee for 10
minutes, then to the next party, the Bloc Quebecois, for 10 minutes,
and then to the Liberals for 10 minutes, to the New Democrats for
10 minutes and the Liberals for 10 minutes. It would alternate back
and forth.

While that solved one problem in the sense of being fair to the
Liberal members who sit on the committee, because we would now
have a situation where the Liberals, the government, would get half
the questioning time of the witnesses who appeared, it was grossly
unfair to the official opposition. Anybody who does any math can
understand that there are 66 members of the official opposition,
whereas the two smaller parties have 12 members and 13 members
each. If the Alliance has its full alotment of MPs sitting on that
committee, we have three people present to share one 10 minute
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dlot to question someone, whereas the NDP and PCs get a full 10
minutes for one member.

| raised that as a concern, but it did not seem to resonate well
with the other four parties, as one can imagine, because of
partisanship. The Liberals got what they wanted, and of course the
other parties, in particular the two smaller parties, had representa-
tion totally out of balance with the representation they have in the
House of Commons.

| raised that matter, but we were constrained by time because the
bells were ringing for a vote. Even when a standing committee is
sitting, a call to come to the Chamber for a vote takes precedence;
the committee meeting has to adjourn so that members can attend
to the House and their duties here. | respect that fact. It is
unfortunate that the debate was cut short on such an important
matter.

® (1300)

| have been made aware through the official opposition whip’s
office that negotiations have been taking place and | appreciate
that. Hopefully we can resolve this.

We must ensure that standing committees, as much as possible,
operate in a non-partisan manner. | made the comment that it was
grossly unfair to the official opposition. It might have been fun for
the other four parties to al agree because they can simply raise
their hands and vote. Our party has only three members on the
committee, and whether we vote for or against is irrelevant. The
government can set whatever procedures it wants.

If the Canadian Alliance is to properly represent the millions of
Canadians who voted for it and who believe in its principles and
policies, then the time its members are alotted to question
witnesses should be in equal proportion to the support they have
enjoyed.

Mr. Garry Breitkreuz: Democracy.

Mr. Jay Hill: My colleague from Yorkton—Melville isright. A
fundamental issue of democracy is to have proper representation,
and that is the way in which a standing committee should operate.

A lot of members of parliament from all parties question the
work that can be accomplished and the amount of effort that is
expended on standing committees. | have not had the opportunity
to be around this place nearly as long as the hon. government
House leader but it has been my observation over the past seven
years that there is a huge variance in how standing committees
operate. Part of it comes down to the way the chairperson chairs the
meetings. The chairperson can set the stage for the operation of the
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committee, which may then operate in a quite non-partisan way and
accomplish a lot of good on behalf of Canadians and parliament.

Conversely, | and many of my colleagues have had the misfor-
tune of sitting on standing committees that operate in a very
partisan manner. In many cases, for members from all parties who
sit on such committees and endeavour to get something done, it is
questionable whether they should even waste their time showing

up.

With the Standing Committee on Transport and Government
Operations starting off by taking this step, it was a gross unfairness
to the official opposition. | made the comment that | shuddered to
see where it would lead if the stamp that was put on the operation
of the committee at itsinaugural meeting was one of unfairness and
partisanship. How can members of that committee be expected to
put in the effort, to work hard and endeavour to accomplish
something on behalf of parliament and of the citizens of Canada?

All too often we are constrained by time. When legidation
comes forward we are given a 20 minute time slot in the House.
When that is further divided in half it gives us 10 minutes to
discussissues of importance. We all know it is sometimes extreme-
ly difficult to get a point across in 10 minutes.

I recognize and have often had the opportunity to remark, when |
speak in my riding of Prince George—Peace River, that in some
ways | am becoming a politician. It now takes me 20 minutes to say
what | used to say in three or four. Bearing that in mind, it is
probably good that we are a bit constrained. Otherwise we would
go on and on, dare | say, ad nauseam.

| wanted to bring that issue to the attention of colleagues, as well
as to the Standing Committee on Transport and Government
Operations, which will soon be discussing, debating and calling
witnesses on Bill S-2 and other legislation and projects that the
committee wants to undertake on behalf of parliament. | wanted to
sort of red flag that issue in the hope that we could negotiate some
other agreement between members of that committee, but also
between members of all the other standing committees. We need to
get a structure in place.

® (1305)

| do not think my two colleagues and | are asking for anything
outlandish. We are simply asking for fairness in respect to the
numbers. | suggested that perhaps questioning at that committee,
and indeed at all committees, should bear some resemblance to
what was agreed upon for question period where there is a
weighting according to the number of seats each party has in the
House of Commons.



1118

COMMONS DEBATES

February 23, 2001

Government Orders

| believe it should be similar to what happens in standing
committees, with the exception | fully respect that they are
supposed to operate in a non-partisan manner. In fairnessto Liberal
members sitting on those committees, they should have at a
minimum 50% of the questioning time because they have a larger
number of members present listening to the presentations of
witnesses.

| draw my remarks to a close. Hopefully the government will see
fit to communicate not only to members of the standing committee
on transport but of all standing committees that they should
endeavour to launch the committees and indeed operate in as
non-partisan a manner as possible, in fairness to al committee
members regardless of the party they represent.

We would like to see this thorny issue dealt with as quickly as
possible. Then the committee could get on with the important work
| am sure it will have over the life of this parliament.

[Translation]

Mr. Mario Laframboise (Argenteuil—Papineau—Mirabel,
BQ): Madam Speaker, first, | would like to congratulate you on
your position of Assistant Deputy Chairman of the Committees of
the Whole, and the hon. member for Bruce—Grey—Owen Sound
on his election as chairman of the Standing Committee on Trans-
port and Government Operations.

I would just like to inform the hon. member for Prince George—
Peace River that the procedure in the Standing Committee on
Transport and Government Operations is, obviously, the same as
the one adopted when the Reform Party was the official opposition,
and when the Bloc Quebecois formed the official opposition. So it
is high time certain people stopped putting on airs. Obviously, we
have adopted the same standard and the same procedure as in the
past in the Standing Committee on Transport and Government
Operations.

We are here today to discuss the bill on marine liability. Thisis
an example of abill onwhich all partiesin the House were virtualy
unanimous. Why then isit not yet passed as we speak? We need to
take some time to look at this, for it brings the whole Canadian
parliamentary system into question.

Hon. members realize that the bill originated in the Senate. It
could just as well have originated in the House of Commons. Then
it would probably have had a chance to get passed before the last
election. Once again, this is an example of how the parliamentary
system complicates things, particularly for abill of such benefit not
only to the people of Canada but to people everywhere. Members
understand because this bill deals among other things with oil
spills, a major environmental concern.

Contrary to what the hon. member for Saskatoon—Humboldt
kept saying this morning, members know that any reform of the
Canadian parliamentary system would require a close look at the
Senate and at the millions of dollars it costs the parliamentary
system, as well as all the endless delays without which Bills S-17
and S-2 for instance would have been passed much more quickly in
the best interest of the people in Quebec and in Canada.

For the benefit of Quebecers and Canadians, | would like to
briefly review the purpose of Bill S-2. The first part deals with
personal injuries and accidents. It would allow the dependants of
any person injured or killed in a marine accident to recover
damages, which is not possible under the current legislation which
will be replaced by this bill as soon as possible, hopefully in the
days or the weeks to come.

® (1310)

Members will surely understand that, in the interest of all
families, the Bloc Quebecois agrees with these new provisions that
would alow, as| said, dependants of any person injured or killed in
amarine accident to recover damages, as is often done under civil
|aw.

The second part sets the rules for the appointment of liability.
Obviously, this is based on the principle that, if severa persons or
ships were responsible for an accident, their liability should be
proportionate to the degree to which they are respectively at fault.
If it is impossible to determine who was at fault, then the parties
involved should be jointly liable for losses and damages, as is the
case in Quebec civil society.

The Bloc Quebecois cannot be against such a principle, which
respects the logic of Quebec law.

Part 3 of the bill deals with the limitation of liability for
maritime claims. The purpose of these provisions is to limit
maximum liability in terms of cash amounts or units of account.
Obviously, this can be somewhat complicated for the general
public.

Units of account are special drawing rights issued by the
International Monetary Fund under the 1976 convention concluded
in London and under the Canada Shipping Act. This liability in
terms of cash amounts or units of accounts will now cover owners
of docks, canals and ports who are responsible for an accident.
Again, thiswould ensure that all parties responsible for an accident
assume their share of liability.

The Bloc Quebecois totally agrees with this position with regard
to maritime claims.

Part 4 of the bill deals with liability for carriage of passengers by
water. The objective is to apply the liability of carriers that was
included in the 1974 Athens convention regarding the carriage by
sea of passengers and their baggage to the carriage by water under
a contract involving passengers or passengers and their baggage
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from a place in Canada to any other place in Canada, and which
could even transit through a destination outside the country.

This includes compensation for passengers and their baggage.
Therefore, from now on, all those who engage in the transportation
of passengers by water will be responsible for damage caused to
passengers and to their baggage under any contract or tour that
would begin and end in Canada, even if the purpose of the tour isto
go outside Canada, or to travel to foreign destinations. If they come
back, these carriers will be held responsible for the passengers and

their baggage.

The Bloc Quebecois supports this proposal, which is in the best
interests of Quebecers and Canadians.

Part 5 of the bill deals with the liability for the carriage of goods.
The idea is to implement the Hague-Visby rules and the Hamburg
rules to the transportation of goods by water. This applies to amuch
more commercial type of transportation that involves ships and
large shipments. In this bill, carriage by water is the same as
carriage by sea. Shipowners will be responsible for marine trans-
portation in Canada’s territorial waters.

Part 6 deals with liability and compensation for pollution.
Pollution is among the most important issues in this bill.

® (1315)

The goal is to make shipowners responsible for damage caused
by an oil spill but that liability is limited in the case of shipowners
governed by the international convention on the limitation of
liability, the 1969 Brussels convention which was amended in
November 1976 and in November 1992.

Ships governed by that convention are required to provide a
compliance certificate that compels them to have an insurance
contract or a guarantor who shares with them responsibility for any
damage. This would permit those suffering damage to take action
against the shipowner, the insurer and the guarantor.

The principle of Quebec civil law permitting proceedings against
all those responsible, including the insurers and the guarantors is
applied to the principle of shipping and marine damage. The Bloc
Quebecaois fully supports the bill’s recommendations.

The second section of part 6 of the bill concerns compensation
for pollution. It involves the implementation of the international oil
pollution compensation fund. The public must understand that the
transportation of oil will be covered by an international compensa-
tion fund. Clause 73 provides as follows:

73. If aclaimant commences an action against the owner of a Convention ship or
the owner’s guarantor. . .the International Fund may appear—
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The international fund is required to pay compensation through
the fund administrator drawn on a compensation fund opened from
a Government of Canada account and known as the ship-source oil
pollution fund.

Clause 88 of Bill S-2, under the heading “‘ Claims for Loss of
Income”, enables an individual deriving income from fishing, the
production of fish or the culture of marine plants, the owner of a
fishing vessel and the individual processing fish on shore, who
suffer aloss of current or future income or a loss of supply as the
result of a discharge of oil from a ship to be compensated by the
said fund.

All citizens, al workers in the fishing sector, al those who
benefit from the product of fishing, may now, in the event of an
environmental disaster resulting from a shipping accident causing a
discharge of oil, be compensated by a special fund, the ship-source
oil pollution fund. This is a bank account opened by the Govern-
ment of Canada. | will explain later how shipowners will deposit
money in this account.

The Bloc Quebecois agrees fully with this provision of the hill. It
istime that not only al those who depend on products of the fishery
for their livelihood are provided with some security, but also all
those who benefit from commercial fishing, even those who farm
aquatic plants, those who may benefit from the ocean’s resources.
These people will be compensated if ever there is spill resulting
from a shipping accident.

Even though we are in agreement with the bill, there are always
important questions to ask. We will no doubt have an opportunity
to discuss these in committee before the bill is passed.

Clause 91 sets a maximum on the amount that the ship-source oil
pollution fund may pay. This maximum is the same as the
maximum in effect on March 31, 1990. This bill adds annual
indexing based on the ** Consumer Price Index, excluding the food
and energy components’”.

It is al very fine and well to decide to have a fund, to pay
compensation and to set a ceiling, but the problem is that thisisthe
same amount that applied on March 31, 1990, indexed but ““ exclud-
ing the food and energy components’.

® (1320)

It isinconceivable that the energy component would be excluded
for a company or industry whose business involves energy, petro-
leum products and their transportation, given the millions and
billions of dollars in profits they have made in recent years.

I hope the government will have the courage to force them to pay
compensation that is indexed to include the energy component in
the consumer price index.
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Under the heading ** Payments into the Ship-source Oil Pollution
Fund”, sections 93 and following require shipownersto pay alevy
of 40 cents per metric ton in excess of 300 metric tons for
shipments of oil imported by ship into Canada as bulk cargo or
shipped by ship from any place in Canada in bulk as cargo.

Obviously this amount of 40 cents can be considered important,
but once again we are back with the same problem as with the
maximum amount. It is the same amount the industry was paying
back on March 31, 1990. The bill states that the amount will be
indexed annually according to the consumer price index, but again
excluding the food and energy components.

The Bloc Quebecois will be insisting in committee on an
amendment to this part of the bill so as to include the energy
component for shipowners who are precisely the ones drawing
benefit from this industry, which has become highly profitable in
recent years.

This would represent a simple gesture of good faith toward all
those who might incur damages and would like to see added to the
annually indexed 1990 figures the cost of the energy component,
which in this country has been one of the major causes of the
increased cost of living.

Those who are listening will surely agree with us that the energy
component has been the one most responsible for the rise in the
cost of living, in the higher costs for Quebec and Canadian
families. Energy costs have in large part been responsible for the
increase in household costs in the past year and one-half, if not
longer.

Moreover, the Government of Canada has even acknowledged
this with the cheques it recently issued. This got a poor reception
from the people who actually have to pay energy costs, who have to
buy fuel oil, but many of whom were not included in this Liberal
government largesse. Once again, because of the elections, they
made another promise without calculating the impact on the good
citizens of Quebec and of Canada. We trust that the energy
component will be included.

| take the opportunity to pass the following message on to the
Liberal government. Correct this error as quickly as possible. It is
serious for anyone heating with oil, anyone facing increases in
heating costs and should have received a cheque, regardless of their
income.

These people have had a significant increase, sometimes as
much as 80%, in the cost they pay for heating in recent years. Once
again the industry benefited and not the public of Quebec and
Canada.

We will agree with part 6, apart from the fact that, according to
the consumer price index, the energy factor should be added to this
indexing and not excluded from it.

The seventh part of the bill validates certain regulations, includ-
ing those of the Canada Ports Corporation Act of 1983 and 1985, in
addition to the regulations made under the Pilotage Act, the
Laurentian Pilotage Tariff Regulations, 1992. We fully support the
bill, which validates the tariffs for the Laurentian Pilotage Author-

ity.

The Bloc Quebecois would like to point out the work of the
Canadian Marine Pilots Association and the International Mari-
time Pilots Association, including the work of the lower St.
Lawrence pilots and the pilots of central Quebec, who have had to
fight for over 30 years for their profession.

® (1325)

Shipowners and members of the industry are constantly harass-
ing pilotsin the St. Lawrence Seaway and in central Quebec, in an
attempt to eliminate their work, on the grounds that it is an
excessive cost for their industry.

When a ship plies the St. Lawrence River and its affluents, it is
taken care of by a pilot who is a member of the pilots' association
towhich | just referred. This pilot has the experience, skill, wisdom
and knowledge required to avoid marine disasters.

It is important that in the bill we accept and recognize the
Laurentian Pilotage Tariff Regulations.

| take this opportunity to ask the Liberal government to stop
listening to shipowners who, again, are trying to make profits at the
expense of pilots from the maritimes, the St. Lawrence River and
central Quebec. These pilots are competent and they take charge of
ships precisely to avoid natural disasters and oil spills in the St.
Lawrence River.

We must stop criticizing and instead consolidate the work of
these pilots, who are not the only ones in the world doing that job.
There are pilots' associations on the Mississippi and elsewhere in
the world, including in countries with large rivers and affluents.

Once again, we must try to send a clear message to these pilots,
whose role it is to protect our environment and particularly to be
responsible for a ship, regardiess of its destination, whether it is
Canadian or foreign owned, that they must take responsibility for it
and ensure its safe arrival at ports along the St. Lawrence and dl its
tributaries.

| think that this is the best security we can obtain as Quebecers
and Canadians. We must ensure our constituents, the people we
know, Quebecers and Canadians, those around us, that there are
people who are working to try to stave off future environmental
disasters, the human errors made by captains unfamiliar with the
difficulties of the St. Lawrence and its tributaries.
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We are therefore taking this opportunity to pass this message
on to the government and also to congratulate and thank marine
pilots of whatever allegiance—because there are several marine
pilots associations—but especialy those working on the St.
Lawrence and its tributaries, the St. Lawrence and central Quebec
pilots associations, and all those doing a good job of trying to
protect the environment of Quebec and of Canada.

The Bloc Quebecois is in agreement with part 8 of the bill
concerning transitional provisions.

It has been my pleasure to present my position on a bill which, |
repeat, should be passed as quickly as possible.

As| said at the beginning, it is sad that the Canadian parliamen-
tary system, such asit is, delayed the passage of this bill before the
last election. Thisis abill originating in the Senate, with the result
that there are very tight deadlines. The result was that a good bill,
supported by al parties in the House, was significantly held up.

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Madam Speaker, if no other member wishes
to speak on this hill, | wonder whether we could put the question
immediately to refer it to committee. | think that all parties are in
favour of the bill, because | discussed this earlier.

[English]
The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): Is that agreed?

Some hon. members. Agreed.

® (1330)

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): Isit the pleasure of the
House to adopt the motion?

Some hon. members: Agreed.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): The motion is carried.
Accordingly, the bill stands referred to the Standing Committee on
Transport and Government Operations.

(Bill read the second time and referred to a committee)

[Tranglation]

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): It being 1.30 p.m., the
House will now proceed to consideration of private members
business as listed on today’s order paper.

Private Members' Business

PRIVATE MEMBERS BUSINESS

[English]

DIVORCE ACT

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Canadian Al-
liance) moved that Bill C-237, an act to amend the Divorce Act
(joint custody), be read the second time and referred to a commit-
tee.

He said: Madam Speaker, at the outset of my remarks | thank my
hon. colleague for Skeena for seconding my bill today.

| am pleased to have the opportunity this afternoon to address
my proposal for what | believe to be an important amendment to
the Divorce Act. Thisis contained in private member’s Bill C-237.

The purpose of the bill isto establish anew basis for sharing the
custody of children following the divorce or separation of their
parents. The bill would ensure that courts grant custody of a child
to both parents unless there exists evidence that to do so would not
be in the best interests of the child.

In 1985, Bill C-41 amended the Divorce Act, making it easier for
Canadian couples to file for and receive divorces. The changes
removed most of the blame from divorce proceedings. Since then,
in effect, we have had no fault divorce. It is estimated that as many
as 90% of divorces are now granted without aformal court hearing.
Putting this 90% figure into perspective, 69,872 of the 77,636
divorces granted in 1995 did not proceed to the courts. The
downside is that the remaining 10%, or 7,764, were the subject of
protracted and at times difficult litigation.

In the same year, more than 47,000 children were the subjects of
custody orders. Using the same 10% figure, it means that approxi-
mately 4,700 children were exposed to ongoing tension, fighting
and at times even violence between their parents. It is the children
who are the sole inspiration for the bill.

During the review of the Divorce Act in 1985, significant
lobbying took place to encourage parliament to take action to
protect the interests of children involved in divorce and custody
battles. Parliament agreed that the subject required extensive
review and established a Specia Joint Committee on Child Custo-
dy and Access that eventually released a report in December 1998
entitled, *“For the Sake of the Children”. Unfortunately, this was
two years following the passing of the amendments to the Divorce
Act and many of its recommendations have yet to become law.

The committee was comprised of senators and members of the
House of Commons from all parties. They set aside their partisan
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differences to examine and analyze the impact of custody arrange-
ments on children of divorced or separated parents. | would be
remissif | did not take this opportunity to commend all members of
the special committee for their work on this very difficult and
sensitive subject.

The committee approached its work with great determination
and travelled from St. John's to Vancouver and conducted 39
meetings where it heard from no fewer than 500 witnesses. These
witnesses included individual parents, children, fathers organiza-
tions, women's groups and professionals, including lawyers,
judges, socia workers, psychologists, physicians and others. The
committee paid particular attention to what was being said by all of
the witnesses and one resounding conclusion was reached. Dramat-
ic changes were needed in the way parenting arrangements are
decided following divorce.

® (1335)

The committee concluded that there was difficulty with the
current provisions of the Divorce Act, as it focuses solely on
granting custody of the children to one parent and access to the
children by the other parent.

Courts rarely impose joint custody orders in the absence of the
consent of both parents. It is thought that unless the parents could
work together amicably and constructively enough to set up their
own custody and access arrangement, joint custody would not bein
the best interests of the children. There is considerable evidence to
suggest that this assumption is deeply flawed.

Marital breakdown is not an appropriate time for parents to be
making decision regarding the division of parental responsibility.
Far too often the courts are granting custody arrangements that will
result in the estrangement of children from not only the non-custo-
dial parent but aso the members of a non-custodial parent’s family,
such as stepbrothers or sisters, aunts, uncles and grandparents.

Bill C-237 seeksto establish that the custody of the children will
automatically be granted jointly to both parents. This represents a
fundamental change to the current system of custody. We will no
longer ook upon the process as determining custody and access but
as establishing joint parenting responsibilities.

Children define themselves by their parents. It follows that it is
in the child’s best interests to have continuing contact with both
parents, based on the child's existing relationship with each parent
as it has developed during the course of that child’s lifetime.

It is very important for me to clarify that joint custody does not
necessarily mean that parents start out with 50% access to their
children. 1t means that the parents will have equal decision making
authority with respect to the child on issues such as schooling,
religious upbringing and medica care.

It is estimated that under the current system, 86% of children
reside with their mother, 7% with their father, and that only 6% live
under some form of joint custody arrangement. We recognize that
these patterns generally reflect the division of child care responsi-
bilities in intact households and that many divorcing parents agree
to these arrangements because it continues with arrangements that
existed pre-divorce or is otherwise in the best interests of the child.

By amending the Divorce Act to automatically grant joint
custody we will be establishing a new starting point for discussions
regarding custody of children. In these discussions both parents
will be working from a position of equal footing and the children
will no longer be pawns in divorce proceedings.

The proposed amendments also contain a number of additional
provisions relating to the authority of the courts in determining the
best interests of the children. The court retains the ability to amend
the custody agreement where it can be demonstrated that the child
has suffered mistreatment by one of the parents. The court also has
the ability to amend the custody agreement for a definite or
indefinite period of time or until the happening of a specific event
or it can attach conditions that it feels are fit and just.

There is also additional protection for parents who enter into
joint custody arrangements. For example, the courts may include in
any order a requirement that the custodial parent provide advance
notice to the non-custodial parent of any intended change of
address. In addition to being of obvious benefit to the non-custodial
parent, this also provides a benefit to the children, as it alows
sufficient time for changes to be made to parenting agreements and
to analyze the impact of the move on the child.

In advancing these amendments to the Divorce Act, Canada
joins countries such as Australia, the United Kingdom and many
states in the United States in the establishment of joint custody
laws.

The bill is about putting the interests of the children ahead of the
interests of two divorcing parents. It is about preserving the role
and contribution of both parents and their extended families in the
upbringing of children.

| would hope that all members of the House would join me in
supporting the legislation for the sake of the children.

® (1340)

Mr. John Maloney (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Justice and Attorney General of Canada, Lib.): Madam Speaker,
as presented to the House, Bill C-237 proposes to amend the
Divorce Act by creating new section 15.4, which would provide
that courts grant the custody of the child of the marriage to both
spouses jointly, unless it is the opinion of the court that to do so
would not be in the best interests of the child.
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Bill C-237 would amend existing subsections 16(1) and 16(4)
of the act that currently authorize courts to grant custody of or
access to any or al children of the marriage to any one or more
persons, by deleting the references to custody so that these
subsections would pertain only to access orders. In effect, the bill
creates a rebuttable legal presumption of joint custody.

The Government of Canada announced a strategy for family law
reform with respect to child custody and accessin May 1999 when
the Minister of Justice tabled the government’s ‘' Strategy for
Reform’”. This strategy includes fundamental principles for reform
and emphasizes the need for a comprehensive government re-
sponse to address those important issues that have an impact on
children’s lives. In light of this commitment to a comprehensive
strategy, the Minister of Justice is not in a position to support Bill
C-237.

The effect of Bill C-237 isto create alega presumption of joint
custody. There are four fundamental problems with this legal
presumption.

First, it isinconsistent with the government’s strategy for reform
which rejects the idea that a one size fits all approach may be
applied to al families experiencing separation and divorce.

Second, it is inconsistent with the recommendations of the
specia joint committee's report *“For the Sake of the Children”.

Third, the bill isinconsistent with the government’s commitment
to work closely with the provinces and territories to develop
co-ordinated reforms that respect the constitutional division of
powers and responsihilities.

Finally, the bill potentially creates confusion by imposing alega
presumption of joint custody without defining what is meant by
that term.

| have noted that Bill C-237 is inconsistent with the govern-
ment’s strategy for reform of the family law system dealing with
child custody and access. Let me explain. The reform strategy was
announced by the Minister of Justice in May 1999 when she tabled
the government’s response to the report of the Special Joint
Committee on Child Custody and Access, ““For the Sake of the
Children”.

The government’s plan for identifying reforms, and in particular,
reforms respecting amendments to the Divorce Act, is based on the
primary principle that the individual needs, best interests and
well-being of the children are paramount. The government’s
response notes that the Government of Canada has developed a
strategy that is rooted in four principles.

The first principle is the desire to promote child centred reforms
that focus on minimizing the negative impact of divorce on
children. This strategy identifies the need to reform the legal rules,
principles and processes that will better structure the decision
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making process in a child centred way and shift the focus of the
family law system from parental rights to parental responsibility.

The second principle is the government’s commitment to work
closely with the provinces and territories to pursue co-ordinated,
multijurisdictional efforts while respecting the division of powers
and responsibilities in this area of shared constitutional jurisdic-
tion.

The third principle refers to the critical need to explore a broad
range of measures to support families going through separation and
divorce, because statutory amendments alone cannot address many
of the problems that are, in reality, only partly legal in nature.

The fourth principle is of the utmost importance for the matters
we are currently discussing. It is the recognition that each family
has unique characteristics and experiences divorce and separation
much differently. It is exactly the reason why we do not want to
apply a one size fits all approach such as that suggested by Bill
C-237 to all Canadian families experiencing divorce.

Conflict levels of separating parents vary widely, as do individu-
a children’s needs. As well, children undergo developmental
change over time and adjustments may be needed to alow for
changing relationships and circumstances. The Government of
Canada's reform strategy recognizes that no one model of post-sep-
aration parenting will be ideal for al children. For this reason, the
minister cannot support the one size fits al approach that Bill
C-237 attempts to introduce into the Divorce Act with the creation
of a presumption of joint custody.

As indicated, the proposed hill is inconsistent with the recom-
mendations of the special joint committee’s report ** For the Sake of
the Children”. The specia joint committee heard many arguments
in favour of various different legal presumptions such as the one
proposed by Bill C-237 when it held public hearings across the
country.

The special joint committee held 55 meetings and heard from
many witnesses across the country, including individual parents
and children, women’s groups, fathers organizations, lawyers,
judges, socia workers, psychologists and physicians. The hearings
highlighted the difficult, emotional and contentious nature of
custody and access issues and confirmed that the very different and
often conflicting views continue to be held, both about the prob-
lems and about the reforms that are required.

The special joint committee’s report entitled ““ For the Sake of
the Children” acknowledged that one of the most frequent requests
at these hearings was that the Divorce Act be amended to add a
legal presumption. However, the special joint committee decided
not to recommend alegal presumption. Instead, the report states on

page 42:
Presumptions in favour of joint custody or the primary caregiver have been adopted

in a number of US jurisdictions, but in some cases legislatures have subsequently
withdrawn them after finding that they were not having the intended desirable effects.
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Presumptions that any one form of parenting arrangement is going to be in the
best interests of all children could obscure the significant differences between
families. . .Presumptions can also have a negative effect of compelling families who
might otherwise have been able to make constructive, amicable arrangements to apply
to acourt, if they want to avoid the application of a presumptive form of parenting
arrangements.

® (1345)

The special committee carefully considered and rejected the use
of legal presumption, such as the one that Bill C-237 attempts to
introduce into the Divorce Act. Thisis another reason why Bill-237
should not be supported.

The government is committed to working closely with the
provinces and territories. | am concerned that Bill-237 isinconsis-
tent with the government’s commitment to collaboration and
partnershipsin this area of law. Thisis one of the four fundamental
principles of the government strategy for reform, to work closely
with the provinces and territories to pursue a co-ordinated, multi-
jurisdictional effort while respecting the division of powers and
responsibilities in the area of shared constitutional jurisdiction.

The federal and provincial governments have specific constitu-
tional powers with respect to family law, and the territoria
governments have specific responsibilities under their original
acts. The federal Divorce Act generally applies where parents are
divorcing and need to settle issues such as child custody, access and
support. Provincial and territorial laws apply when unmarried
parents separate or married parents separate and do not pursue a
divorce, as well as to some issues involving divorce proceedings.

Currently the federal Divorce Act and provincia and territorial
legidation all have the same general lega principles to govern
custody and access disputes. Bill C-237 would impose a legidative
presumption that is not found in any of the provincial or territorial
statutes. If the federal law is reformed without corresponding
changes to the provincia or territorial laws, we risk creating
confusion and uncertainty leading to more conflict between parents
and increasing litigation. This would only aggravate the difficulties
experienced by children.

The bill amending the Divorce Act could also have serious
implications on provincia and territorial court procedures and
court services. The provinces and territories have constitutional
power over the administration of justice. This includes responsibi-
lities for establishing the rules of civil procedure and administering
court services within their jurisdiction, including procedures re-
specting Divorce Act matters.

Arguably, speciaized court services and programs would be
necessary to assist families who had ajoint custody order imposed
on them by the courts without their agreement. This could be the
result of the proposed Bill C-237 presumption of joint custody.

Members of parliament from every party should be concerned
about supporting a bill that could have thiskind of potential impact
on the provinces and territories while seeking their prior co-opera-
tion and commitment.

Itiscritical to remind ourselves that developing and implement-
ing family law reforms is a complex task. The challenge in
reforming the Divorce Act is to identify terminology that is
consistent with a child centred approach and is carefully defined so
that there is a clear and accepted understanding and use by both the
courts and the public. | believe that the proposed Bill C-237 does
not meet this challenge.

The bill creates a presumption of joint custody without clarify-
ing what this means. Does joint legal custody mean shared decision
making? If so, can we force parents to make joint decisions
concerning their children when they are unwilling or unable to
communicate with each other? This would be particularly danger-
ousin ahigh conflict situation. How can this be in the best interests
of the child?

It is also possible that the hill is imposing a joint physica
custody arrangement that would require each of the parents to be
responsible for the daily care of the children for an equal amount of
time. This may not be appropriate for many families. | believe that
children’s living arrangements should be determined according to
what is in their best interests as opposed to ensuring an equal
division of time between the parents.

Separation and divorce are difficult for children. The family law
system must be responsive to their needs. The bill could aggravate
an aready difficult situation for families. It would impose a *‘one
sizefitsal” approach. That is inconsistent with the government’s
strategy for reform and that was rejected by the specia joint
committee. It could create significant demands on provincial and
territorial services without seeking their prior co-operation and
commitment. It also introduces a legal presumption without pro-
viding clarification of what it means.

| know that the government has spent a considerable amount of
time working closely with the provinces and territories to develop
well considered reform proposals. To this end a number of back-
ground research papers have been prepared and several more are
underway. Work is also underway evaluating the impact of legisla-
tive reforms recently undertaken in other countries. Public con-
sultations will be taking place this year on specific reform
proposals.

Developing and implementing family law reform is a complex
task. Although we need to work quickly, we also need to take the
time to insure that we get it right.
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[Translation]

Mr. Réal Ménard (Hochelaga—M aisonneuve, BQ): Madam
Speaker, as aways, it is a pleasure to end the week in your
company, at least the parliamentary week, because, aswe all know,
the work of a member of parliament is never done.

I want to commend our hon. colleague for hisinitiative. Unfortu-
nately, | have to advise him that we will not be able to support his
bill for a number of reasons that | will try to explain.

When these issues come up we have to remember that they are
dealt with in the civil code, the justice system in effect in Quebec,
where equality in law for both parents is enshrined in section 587
and subsequent sections. It is called parental authority and parents
are considered the tutors of their children. That comes with a
number of duties and obligations. This legal redlity is enshrined in
our civil code and cannot be questioned unless one of the parentsis
found to be unreliable by a court of justice. | am not sure how
relevant this bill is, at least for Quebec.

Second, afederal-provincial-territorial task force will be making
recommendations concerning family law and | will have the
opportunity to come back to thisissue later on. It will consider the
need to reform the Divorce Act. Although well-intended, | think
the bill introduced by the hon. member for Prince George—Peace
River is a bit premature.

This also leads me to say that it is a bit illogical to have the
federal government responsible for the Divorce Act, while the
provinces are responsible for decrees of judicial separation, and
Quebec is responsible for the celebration of marriage.

It was my pleasure to take a course in family law at the
University of Ottawa afew years ago. If Michelle Giroux, my law
professor, iswatching, | send her greetings and want her to know |
intend to make use of what she taught me.

There is some inconsistency in the distribution of jurisdictions,
since one is hard pressed to find the logic behind Quebec’s being
able to legisate on marriage matters, particularly the formal
requirements, on matters relating to the civil code and the right of
judicia separation, while the federal government is responsible for
divorce.

Does that mean that custody, fair access, something parents and
guardians must have, is not a problem? No, let us make no mistake,
it is an important issue.

It is such an important issue that, for anumber of months, ajoint
parliamentary committee, comprising MPs and members of the
other House, travelled across Canada. The committee made recom-
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mendations. It led to thisreport, which | want to show those in the
gdlery. It is caled *“For the Sake of the Children”.

To give an idea of the import of the phenomenon of divorce, |
would like to read calmly, what | consider to be the essence of the
report. | will not read too quickly, out of respect for the interpret-
ers. | quote “Because of the high rate of divorce, over 47,000
children were affected, in 1994 and 1995—"" You can see that this
is a fairly recent phenomenon. The quotation continues ‘‘—by
custody orders under the Divorce Act”. Thisis the legislation for
which our colleague is seeking amendments to sections 15 and 4.

The report goes on:

As a result, more children—and younger children—are experiencing
rearrangements in their households. Their parents remarriages or other new
relationships following divorce compound the complexity of these children’s lives.

® (1355)

Dissolution of the marriage has a heavy impact on the children
of the marriage. This is self-evident. Some 75% of divorced men
and women remarry. Everyone has emotional needs, we all need to
have someone in our lives. So 75% of people whose first marriage
ended in divorce remarry, and children from first marriages have to
develop relationships with step-parents.

In 1992, 13% of divorces were of second marriages. Why should
we as parliamentarians be concerned about this? Because divorceis
not just a marginal phenomenon. Members will remember that, at
one time, a couple wanting a divorce had to go through the Senate
and it was an exceptional procedure. Thisis no longer the case. Not
only is divorce more accessible as an institution, but it is no longer
left entirely up to the courts. Quebec has set up a mediation process
between spouses, and it is working very well.

What happens with the bill proposed by our colleague? It is
based on the presumption that custody has to be shared, and this
makes me wonder. | consulted with my colleagues, particularly the
women in our caucus since they carry a lot of weight within the
Bloc Quebecois. They reminded me that presumption of shared
custody is not a good thing per se unless both parents have clearly
indicated that this is what they want. Shared custody must come
from a common desire if it is to be fully effective from a legal
perspective as well as from the perspective of the quality of life of
the children, who are our main concern.

When a divorce decree isissued by the court, the judge has total
discretion to assess the respective situations of both parents. In
some cases, the income and the situation of each spouse make
shared custody possible. However, in other cases, shared custody is
not an option under the circumstances. That is the reason why
presumption of shared custody is not desirable.
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Again, when we talk about divorce, it isimportant to understand
the life experiences of those parents who want to |eave each other
and go their separate ways. But it seems to me that our primary
concern should be the well-being and interest of the children. In
my view, this is not the focus of the bill as worded.

As for the expertise of Quebec, where this assumption did not
have the support of witnesses from Quebec who appeared before
the joint parliamentary committee, we believe, once again, that the
interest of the children must be our primary concern. What do we
mean by ‘“‘the interest of the children must be our primary
concern’”. There are apparently four considerations. The first is
recognized in law. We could without any trouble find cases in
which common law judges relied on this concern, making it part of
the jurisprudence. We are saying that, in so far as possible, the
child must remain in an economic situation comparable to the one
that existed prior to the divorce.

That is why, when we speak of shared custody, we must be
concerned about the ability of each parent to continue to ensure the
material well-being of the children as it was before the divorce. We
must also place primary emphasis on the ability and the right to
remain, in so far as possible, in the same neighbourhood, in the
same natural environment. Automatic shared custody does not
seem to us to be desirableif it means that a child will be uprooted.

When | was a law student, | recall very clearly being asked to
read a decision involving a parent who wished to move to
Australia. The parent with custody lived in Toronto. There was a
protracted legal dispute. We see how upsetting it can be for a child
who is required, in the case of shared custody, to be uprooted for
one parent or the other.

Since | have little time remaining, | will conclude by saying that
we are unable to support this bill. I give my colleague credit for
taking an interest in the matter and | hope that our debates on the
topic are productive.

® (1400)
[English]

Mr. Joe Comartin (Windsor—St. Clair, NDP): Madam Speak-
er, | rise to address this bill. By way of background, | am bringing
to this the perspective of having practised family law amost
exclusively for some 15 years and then significantly for another 12
or 13 years in the province of Ontario. | have aso instructed in
family law at the local law school as a sessiona instructor and |
have been a sessional leader at the bar admission course in Ontario
as well.

Thereisapoint | particularly want to address. If | understood the
comments of the author of the bill, he is interested in avoiding what
at times is the inevitable conflict between parentsin the course of a
marriage breakdown. | have to say to the member that my

experience tells me the presumption he wishes to build into the
legislation would inevitably have the effect of heightening both the
amount of litigation that would go on and the level of hostilities
between the parents.

In that regard, | draw to the House's attention some of the
statistics he gave on the breakdown that exists in the country in
terms of how custody arrangements are finalized. Members may
recall that he made the point that in approximately 85% of all
custodial arrangements custody resides with the mother of the
children and some 6% or 7% with the father of the children, the
remainder being joint custody arrangements.

As a bit of an aside, that 6% is a substantial increase from the
time | first started practising law. | think it reflects some change in
society and society’s orientations and particularly in the orientation
of women and mothers to be willing to look at a custody arrange-
ment. It also reflects, | think importantly, the amount of additional
time that male members of society are taking with the children in
wishing to have that type of arrangement.

However, | want to come back to the reality of the process when
marriage breaks down. What will occur, | prophesy, is that of the
80% of mothers who attain custody we will have a much greater
number of them going to court if this type of bill and presumption
are passed into legislation. We will have them going to court to
rebut that presumption in order to establish sole custody in their
names.

The end result is that instead of having 10% of all cases going to
substantial litigation, which is the figure he quoted, we will have a
greater number. As an aside, | can point out that does not mean
those cases go to tria and are determined by a judge. What that
means is simply that they are lengthy and protracted litigation,
which oftentimes ultimately end up in settlement in any event.

However, what we will be having is a number greater than 10%
in our courts. If we are really sincerely interested in protecting our
children from the abuse they suffer from the litigation process, we
will want to avoid this. | can speak to that personally from the
fairly substantial number of contested custody cases | was involved
in. There is emotional abuse of children as they suffer their way
through the protracted battles between their parents. This proposed
legislation would only heighten that.

® (1405)

From that perspective alone we would have to oppose this
proposed legislation. There are a number of other points we could
make regarding the validity of the presumption, but recognizing
that it is this time of the week, | will leave my comments at that.

Mr. Rick Borotsik (Brandon—Souris, PC): Madam Speaker, it
is now my turn to debate the bill that has been tabled by the
member for Prince George—Peace River. | do thank him for
putting it forward.
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However, before we get into the hill itself and talk about the
merits of this particular piece of legislation, | would first like to
thank the member for Windsor—St. Clair for giving us his
curriculum vitae and telling us of the experience he has through
being a member of the bar, particularly in family law, because
earlier today | commented about the Deputy Prime Minister, who
made a comment yesterday about dealing with the law only if one
isin fact a lawyer and which law school one should have come
from. As | said earlier, | am not a lawyer but that does not stop
me from—

Mr. Réal Ménard: Good for you.

Mr. Rick Borotsik: Thank you. Really, it isnice to be able to say
that | have worked for a living, although | certainly would not
suggest that the member for Windsor—St. Clair has not done so.
However, this was an issue this morning and it behooves us as
members of parliament to be able to stand in the House and talk
about pieces of legidation.

I know for a fact that the member for Prince George—Peace
River is not a lawyer either, but he did bring forward something
that is very important to all Canadians, certainly to those Canadians
who are affected quite dramatically by the Divorce Act and custody
of the children.

| am pleased to rise to support Bill C-237, an act to amend the
Divorce Act (joint custody), put forward by the hon. member for
Prince George—Peace River.

The purpose of the bill isto ensure that courts grant custody of a
child of the marriage to both spouses, unless there exists evidence
that to do so would not be in the best interests of the child. As a
supporter of change to the current structure of child custody and
access, | was encouraged by the report of the Specia Joint
Committee on Child Custody and Access entitled ** For the Sake of
the Children”, which was mentioned many times in the House
during today’s debate.

The report came to the House in December 1998. The govern-
ment’s response to this report did not come back until May 1999.
Yet nothing has been done. The inaction of the Minister of Justice
has caused great frustration among Canadians who have been
affected by marriage breakdown and the ensuing child custody
battles.

| share the frustration of many Canadians knowing that our
children will continue to suffer because the recommendations for
change will not be legislated into law. Our party supports shared
custody as long as it is in the best interests of the children.

The PC Party played an effective role on the specia joint
committee and we were a strong voice for the issue of shared
custody. We feel that the courts should work in harmony with
socia services to ensure that no matter what the custody arrange-
ment, the best interests of the children will be paramount. The PC
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Party has stated that it will continue its efforts to have the
recommendations of the committee legislated into law.

Asthe Liberal government seems unwilling to take action on this
issue, | once again commend the member for coming forward with
a proposal that will move toward a more equitable treatment of
both—and | stress both—parents involved in a child custody
arrangement while ensuring, again, that the best interests are those
of the children.

Thejudicial discretion permitted in the bill will allow ajudge to
make decisions in the best interests of the child, depending on the
merits of the individual case. The bill states:

The court may, on application by either or both spouses or any other person, make
an order respecting any or al children of the marriage that is different from the order

provided for in subsection (1) where, in the opinion of the court, the best interests of
the child or children so require.

| cannot stress that comment enough. It is for the children, and
certainly it is a piece of legislation that brings the parents together
to make sure that in fact is the case.

Every other section of the hill states clearly that decisions
regarding the joint custody of the child will always be subject to
judicia discretion. This protects the child while enhancing the
rights of both parents.

There are other problems with the current system. After a bitter
divorce some parents deny visitation access to other parents and
use their children to get even with their former spouses. That isin
fact happening, Madam Speaker, in your constituency and in my
constituency.

® (1410)

Police have seen recent abductions of children by non-custodial
parents who have become desperate after repeatedly being denied
visitation rights. | am not defending this course of action, but it
provides further evidence of the negative effect this has on
children. Children are forced into a fugitive lifestyle.

Shared custody should help avert the often extreme animosity
that exists between divorced parents fighting for access to their
children. This would provide a much healthier environment, with
less conflict, for children to grow up in.

| do wish that the Liberal government would take the necessary
action to fix the problem. Seeing that this is not the case, | would
suggest that each member of the House support this piece of
legidation as a small part of the proper thing to do to move the
issue forward.

| once again thank the member for the hill. | do support it on
behalf of my party, the Progressive Conservative Party.

Mr. Larry Spencer (Regina—L umsden—L ake Centre, Cana-
dian Alliance): Madam Speaker, thisis my first opportunity to rise
in the House to speak to any legislation. | am not a graduate of too
many schools. | guess | graduated from the same law school that
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Joe Clark graduated from, or so | heard today. | am not a lawyer,
but | have taken courses. One course was the course of life.

The hon. member spoke of legal presumption. There are severa
presumptions | want to mention today that are actually aready
being made in the courts when it comes to divorce and custody. |
also want to mention the fact that the reason many cases are not
presented with a request for joint custody is that it is understood
and well known that thereis very little chance for that request to be
granted because of these legal presumptions that are automatically
being made.

| was not aware that | would have an opportunity to speak to this
legidation so | will not quote statistics, legal points or that sort of
thing, but | will speak from my experience as a family counsellor
for the last 30 years.

First, | find the presumption is made that the female spouse in
the situation is the better parent. | agree that in many cases this may
well be true, but | also know of many casesin which it isnot true. |
know of acase in which afemale parent was involved in drugs and
in many kinds of activities that were wrong, yet she automatically
got custody of the child and the father did not.

The second presumption that seems to be made in the courts | am
aware of in the city of Reginais that the mother is always the one
who is telling the truth. Insinuations can be made, the children
given over and the case closed, just an automatic thing that
happens.

Third, | think there is the presumption that the mother is the one
with the most inherent right to be the parent. Again, | disagree with
that. Usually that is the case, especialy with younger children
where the mother may do a better job, but | think recent studies tell
us of the tragedy that is caused by the lack of afather in the family.
We understand that over 70% of juvenile delinquents come from
fatherless families, so it is extremely important that our children be
able to maintain contact with their fathers.

The other presumption is that the mother is the one most likely to
be subjected to continued abuse. | am not so sure that is always the
case either. Perhaps mothers are the most likely, but in fact abuse
does happen to the other parent. Many times the father suffers from
that element of control in the aspect of being barred from seeing the
children or the aspect of being totally controlled in regard to when,
how and where he will see the children. It has reached the point
where it is totally unfair.
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Just this morning in my office | received from a constituent
information about a website that | visited for about five minutes
before coming to the House. The website listed many cases of
suicide when fathers have been shut away from their children
because of this automatic situation. They feel so hopeless and
helpless, and many of them are committing suicide over this very
thing.

Many of them are being asked to pay support beyond even their
earnings. | know one parent in Regina, for instance, who was

compelled to give 75% of hisincome to support his young children.
That makes it alittle difficult now in his new family. The mother is
not aways the one who may be the most likely to suffer abuse.

The fifth assumption that is made is that children would prefer to
be with their mother. Again, this is false. In a case | know, the
father plays with the children. The father takes the children on
outings. The father is involved with the children in sporting events
and many other things. The mother is not aways the one who
spends that kind of time with the children. So, it is wrong to
automatically presume that the father is going to be the lesser of the
two parents and to automatically give the child to the mother.

My final point is simply this. We as Canadians are big on human
rights. We have gone through a period of time when everyone is
most interested in receiving the rights they deserve. We fight for
our rights. We are proud that we give rights to everyone. We extend
rights so far that we end up with no rights ourselves sometimes,
especialy in our criminal system.

However, one thing we forget, one thing | have never heard
mentioned by any lawyer or anyone else and something that |
believe very seriously in my heart, is that every child in Canada
deserves an equal right to two parents, not just one. The system we
have now, which automatically presumesthat it is okay to legislate
one parent out of the equation except for financia situations and
very limited access, takes away the right for our children have to
two parents.

I would favour the legislation. It may not be the be all end all, it
may not be the perfect solution, but if we could start from the
premise that our children deserve the right to two parents then
move to an equitable situation and work that out, we would be
doing what is in the best interests of our children.

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Canadian Al-
liance): Madam Speaker, | would like to thank my colleagues from
al parties who participated in the debate this afternoon. It is
unfortunate that, like so many pieces of legislation, this private
member’s bill will not be votable and that this hour will be the only
opportunity that members have to participate in a debate about such
an important issue as joint custody or shared parenting as is the
new term.

| would like to begin by thanking my colleague from Regina—
Lumsden—L ake Centre for his eloquent remarks. | congratulate
him on hisfirst speech. | know he did not intend to speak today, late
on aFriday afternoon, but he jumped to hisfeet and participated in
the debate.

| also would like to thank my colleague from the Progressive
Conservatives from Brandon—Souris for his support and for his
supportive comments in this debate.

The member for Windsor—St. Clair also imparted his experi-
ence and wisdom that he accumulated when he worked in the real
world, shall we say. | would dispute perhaps the fundamental
opposition he voiced to the legislation, Bill C-237. If | understood
his remarks correctly, he said it would probably result in more
litigation, more than the present 10% that statistics show us.
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I would pose the question why would it necessarily do that?
Parents would understand that the courts would uphold the joint
custody unless there was clear evidence of abuse, mistreatment or
whatever reason the court might rule. However, it would have to be
based upon fundamental, ironclad evidence that it would be not in
the best interests of the child to have joint custody. Once it became
the norm, | believe parents would accept that. They would quit
using children as pawns in their otherwise very disruptive divorce
settlements or separation settlements.

| would dispute whether it would necessarily result in an
increase in that 10% number.

| congratulate the member for Erie—Lincoln on participating in
this debate. | was appalled and saddened at his remarks but not
surprised. | suspect that the general thrust of his speech, if not inits
entirety, was put together by lawyers in the justice department for
the Minister of Justice and perhaps passed to him. They may not all
be his thoughts on this important subject.

If I understood him, his main argument was that the government
in itsinfinite wisdom wants to develop a comprehensive strategy to
deal with this very important subject of shared parenting or custody
and access. | would argue that the government has had time. How
much longer can children wait? Every day that goes by there are
children caught between their love, respect and devotion for both
parents. Children are being hurt the most by the government’s
inaction.

Private Members' Business

We can go into al the legalities. As the member for Brandon—
Souris said we are not lawyers, so | will not get into the legality of
it. | believe very strongly that all of us as members of parliament,
regardless of party, are being beseeched by citizens, parents and
grandparents across the country on this issue. There has to be a
time for action and it has to be now.

| could go on but we are out of time. | could talk about my own
experience having just gone through a divorce some two years ago
and the fact that | have three children. Now is not the time to go
into that. Many of us have been touched by divorce. We have seen
children who have been hurt when parents start warring in the
courts or outside the courts. We must do something for them. |
believe this was the first step we could have taken to go down that
road to institute a system of more fairness and to help the children.

[Translation]

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): The hour provided for
the consideration of private members’ business has now expired.
Since the motion was not votable, the item is dropped from the
order paper.

[English]

It being 2.23 p.m., the House stands adjourned until Monday
next at 11 am. pursuant to Standing Order 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 2.23 p.m.)
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Phinney, Beth ... .. ... . Hamilton Mountain ........ Ontario ............. Lib.
Picard, Pauline ......... ... . Drummond ................ Quebec ............. BQ
Pickard, Jerry . ... Chatham — Kent Essex .... Ontario ............. Lib.
Pillitteri, Gary . ... NiagaraFals .............. ontario ............. Lib.
Plamondon, LOUIS. . ... Bas-Richelieu — Nicolet —

Bécancour ................ Quebec ............. BQ

Pratt, David .. ... Nepean — Carleton ........ Ontario ............. Lib.
Price, David . ... Compton — Stanstead . . . ... Quebec ............. Lib.
Proctor, DicK . ... Palliser ................... Saskatchewan ....... NDP
Proulx, Marcel . ......... ... . Hull — Aylmer ............ Quebec ............. Lib.
Provenzano, Carmen, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Veterans

AffairS . Sault Ste. Marie ........... Ontario ............. Lib.
Rajotte, JAMES . ..o Edmonton Southwest . ...... Alberta ............. CA
Redman, Karen, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of the

Environment ...... ... .. .. Kitchener Centre........... Ontario ............. Lib.
Reed, Julian . ... Halton .................... Ontario ............. Lib.
Regan, Geoff . ... . HalifaxWest .............. Nova Scotia ......... Lib.
ReId, SCOtt ... Lanark — Carleton......... Ontario ............. CA
Reynolds, John .. ... .o West Vancouver — Sunshine

Coast ... British Columbia .... CA

Richardson, John ........ ... .. Perth— Middlesex ........ Ontario ............. Lib.
RItZ, GOITY o Battlefords — Lloydminster . Saskatchewan ....... CA
Robillard, Hon. Lucienne, President of the Treasury Board and Minister

responsible for Infrastructure . ............ ... ... oL Westmount — Ville-Marie .  Quebec ............. Lib.
Robinson, Svend . ...... ... Burnaby — Douglas ....... British Columbia .... NDP
Rocheleau, YVES .. ... Trois-Rivieres............. Quebec ............. BQ
Rock, Hon. Allan, Minister of Health ............................ Etobicoke Centre .......... Ontario ............. Lib.
ROY, JEaN—YVES ... .\ Matapédia— Matane ...... Quebec ............. BQ
Saada, JACOUES . . . ..o Brossard — LaPrairie. ... .. Quebec ............. Lib.
Sauvageau, BEnoit ............ Repentigny ................ Quebec ............. BQ
SaAVOY, ANAY .. Tobique — Mactaquac .. ... New Brunswick ..... Lib.
Scherrer, HEENe .. ... LouisHébert .............. Quebec ............. Lib.
Schmidt, WErner . ... e Kelowna .................. British Columbia .... CA
Scott, HoN. Andy . ..o Fredericton................ New Brunswick ..... Lib.
Serré, Benoit, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Natural Resources Timiskaming — Cochrane ..  Ontario ............. Lib.
SOro, JUAY ... York West ................ ontario ............. Lib.

Shepherd, Alex, Parliamentary Secretary to President of the Treasury
Board . ... Durham................... Ontario ............. Lib.



Province of Political
Name of Member Constituency Constituency Affiliation
Skelton, Carol ... ... Saskatoon — Rosetown —
Biggar ..................l. Saskatchewan ....... CA
Solberg, MONte ... ... MedicineHat .............. Alberta ............. CA
Sorenson, KEVIN .. ... Crowfoot ................. Alberta ............. CA
Speller, Bob . ..o Haldimand — Norfolk —
Brant ..................... Ontario ............. Lib.
Spencer, Larmy .. ... Regina— Lumsden — Lake
Centre .................... Saskatchewan ....... CA
St. Denis, Brent, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Transport ...  Algoma— Manitioulin .. . .. Oontario ............. Lib.
St—Hilaire, Caroline . ... Longueuil ................. Quebec ............. BQ
St-Jacques, Diane. ... ... Shefford .................. Quebec ............. Lib.
SEEIULEN, GUY ..o Abitibi — Baie-James —
Nunavik .................. Quebec ............. Lib.
Steckle, Paul .. ... Huron—Bruce............ Ontario ............. Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Jane, Minister of Human Resources Development .... Brant ..................... Ontario ............. Lib.
Stinson, Darrel . ... Okanagan — Shuswap .. ... British Columbia .... CA
Stoffer, PELEr ... ..o Sackville — Musquodoboit
Valley — Eastern Shore ....  NovaScotia ......... NDP
Strahl, Chuck . ... Fraser Valley .............. British Columbia .... CA
Szabo, Paul, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Public Works and
GOVENMENt SENVICES . . .ottt e Mississauga South ......... Ontario ............. Lib.
Telegdi, ANdrew . ... ..o Kitchener — Waterloo ..... Ontario ............. Lib.
Thibault, Hon. Robert, Minister of State (Atlantic Canada Opportunities
AGENCY) ot WestNova ................ Nova Scotia ......... Lib.
Thibeault, Yolande . ............ . Saint—Lambert ............. Quebec ............. Lib.
ThomPSon, Greg ... ... New Brunswick Southwest ..  New Brunswick ..... PC
Thompson, MYron . ... WildRose ................ Alberta ............. CA
Tirabass, TONY . ... NiagaraCentre ............ Ontario ............. Lib.
Tobin, Hon. Brian, Minister of Industry .......................... Bonavista— Trinity —
Conception ................ Newfoundland .. .. ... Lib.
TOBWS, ViC . oo Provencher ................ Manitoba ........... CA
Tonks, Alan . ... o York South— Weston ..... Ontario ............. Lib.
Torsney, Paddy ... Burlington ................ Ontario ............. Lib.
Tremblay, Stéphan ... Lac—Saint—Jean — Saguenay =~ Quebec ............. BQ
Tremblay, SUZaNNE. . .. ... Rimouski—Neigette—et-1{a Mitis Quebec ............. BQ
Ur, ROSE-Maie . oo Lambton — Kent —
Middlesex ................. Ontario ............. Lib.
Valer, TONY ..o Stoney Creek .............. Ontario ............. Lib.
Vanclief, Hon. Lyle, Minister of Agricultureand Agri—Food ........ Prince Edward — Hastings .  Ontario ............. Lib.
Vellacott, MauUrice ...... ... Saskatoon — Wanuskewin .. Saskatchewan ....... CA
Venne Pierrette ... ... Saint-Bruno — Saint-Hubert  Quebec ............. BQ
Volpe JOSEPh ... Eglinton — Lawrence ...... Ontario ............. Lib.
Wappel, TOM ... Scarborough Southwest . . ... Ontario ............. Lib.
Wasylycia—Leis, Judy ............coiiiii Winnipeg North Centre . . . .. Manitoba ........... NDP
Wayne Elsie ... SantJohn................. New Brunswick ..... PC
Whelan, SUSaN . . ... EsseX ... Ontario ............. Lib.
White, Randy .. ... Langley — Abbotsford ... .. British Columbia .... CA
White, Ted . ... North Vancouver .......... British Columbia .... CA
WiIlfert, Bryon ... ... Oak Ridges ............... Oontario ............. Lib.
Williams, John .. ... St.Albert ................. Alberta ............. CA
Wood, Bob . ... Nipissing ................. ontario ............. Lib.
Yelich,Lynne .. .. ... Blackstrap ................ Saskatchewan .. ..... CA

N.B.: Under Palitical Affiliation: Lib.—Liberal; CA—Canadian Alliance; BQ-Bloc Québécois; NDP-New Democratic Party;

PC—Progressive Conservative; | nd.—Independent.
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Political
Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
ALBERTA (26)
ADIONCZY, DIaNe . . ..o Calgary — NoseHill ................. CA
ANders, ROD .. ..o Calgary West ...t CA
BeENOIt, LEON . ..o Lakeland ............. L CA
Cass0N, RICK . ... Lethbridge .............. .. ... ..... CA
Chatters, David . . ... Athabasca........................... CA
Clark, RIght HON. JOE .. ... e Cagary Centre ...................... PC
Epp, KON . Elklsland .............. ... CA
Goldring, Pater . ... Edmonton Centre-East ............... CA
Grey, Deborah .. ... EdmontonNorth ..................... CA
Hanger, At Calgary Northeast . ................... CA
Hill, Grant . ... Macleod ... CA
Jaffer, RaNIM ... Edmonton — Strathcona.............. CA
JONNSION, Dale . ... Wetaskiwin ......................... CA
Kenney, Jason . .. ... Calgary Southeast . ................... CA
Kilgour, Hon. David, Secretary of State (Latin Americaand Africa) ............... Edmonton Southeast ................. Lib.
Manning, Preston . ... ... Calgary Southwest ................... CA
McLeéllan, Hon. Anne, Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada. ... ..... Edmonton West ..................... Lib.
Merrifield, ROD . ... . Yellowhead ......................... CA
Mills, BOD ... RedDeer .......... ... CA
Obhrai, Deepak . . .. ..ot CagaryEast ........................ CA
Penson, Charlie . ... ... PeaceRiver ......................... CA
R OtE, JAMES . ..o Edmonton Southwest ................. CA
SOIbErg, MONtE . ..o MedicineHat ........................ CA
SOreNSON, KEVIN ... Crowfoot ...........cciiiiiiiii.n. CA
Thompson, MYION .. ... e WildRose ..................coooal. CA
Williams, JoNN ... St Albert ... CA
BRITISH COLUMBIA (34)
ADDOt, JimM Kootenay — Columbia ............... CA
Anderson, Hon. David, Minister of the Environment ............................. Victoria. ... Lib.
BUON, ANy . ... SKEENA. .. CA
Cadman, ChUCK . . . ... e e Surrey North ............... .. .. .. CA
CUMMINS, JONN . .. e e e Delta— South Richmond ............. CA
Davies, Libby ... ... Vancouver East ...................... NDP
Day, Stockwell, Leader of the Opposition ........... ... ... ... ..o, Okanagan — Coquihala.............. CA
Dhaliwal, Hon. Herb, Minister of FisheriesandOceans .......................... Vancouver South— Burnaby ......... Lib.
Duncan, JONN . ... Vancouver Isand North .............. CA
Elley, Reed . . ... Nanaimo — Cowichan ............... CA
Forseth, Paul ... ... .. New Westminster — Coquitlam —
Burnaby ... CA
Fry, Hon. Hedy, Secretary of State (Multiculturalism)(Status of Women) ........... Vancouver Centre.................... Lib.
GOUK, JIM . Kootenay — Boundary — Okanagan... CA
Grewal, GUIMANE .. ...t e e e e Surrey Central ....................... CA
Harris, Richard . ... ... Prince George— Bulkley Valley ...... CA
Hill Jay Prince George — Peace River ......... CA
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HINton, Betty . ... .o Kamloops, Thompson and Highland
Valeys ... CA
Leung, Sophia, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National Revenue .......... Vancouver Kingsway ................ Lib.
LUNN, GarY .o Saanich—Gulf Islands .............. CA
LUNNEY, JAMES . . . oo Nanaimo —Alberni .................. CA
Martin, KEith ... Esquimalt — JuandeFuca............ CA
Mayfield, Philip ... Cariboo — Chilcotin ................. CA
MENaIlY, Grant ... ... Dewdney — Alouette ................ CA
Meredith, Val .. . South Surrey — White Rock — Langley CA
MOOKE, JAIMES . .. it Port Moody — Coquitlam — Port
Coquitlam . ... CA
OWEN, SEEPNEN Vancouver Quadra ................... Lib.
Peschisolido, JOB. .. ... Richmond ........................... CA
ReyNoIds, JONN .. ... West Vancouver — Sunshine Coast .... CA
RODINSON, SveNnd . . ... Burnaby — Douglas ................. NDP
SChMIdt, WEIMEr ... Kelowna ...........cocoiviiiinn CA
SHNSON, Damel ... Okanagan— Shuswap ............... CA
Strahl, ChuCK . ... FraserValey ........................ CA
White, Randy . ... Langley — Abbotsford ............... CA
White, TeU . North Vancouver .................... CA
MANITOBA (14)
AlCOCK, REJ . . o Winnipeg South ..................... Lib.
Blaikie, Bill ... ... Winnipeg — Transcona .............. NDP
Borotsik, RICK .. ... Brandon—Souris ................... PC
Degarlais, BeV .. ... Churchill ............................ NDP
Duhamel, Hon. Ronald, Minister of Veterans Affairs and Secretary of State (Western
Economic Diversification) (Francophoni€) ... Saint Boniface....................... Lib.
Harvard, JONN .. ... . Charleswood St. James— Assiniboia .. Lib.
Hilstrom, Howard . . ... Selkirk — Interlake .................. CA
Mark, INKY .. Dauphin — Swan River .............. CA
Martin, Pat ... Winnipeg Centre..................... NDP
Neville, ANt .. .o Winnipeg South Centre ............... Lib.
Pagtakhan, Hon. Rey, Secretary of State (Asia—Pacific) .......................... Winnipeg North— St. Paul ........... Lib.
Pallister, Brian . ... Portage— Lisgar .................... CA
TOBWS, ViC . oo Provencher .......................... CA
WasylyCia—Leis, JUdY . ... Winnipeg North Centre ............... NDP
NEW BRUNSWICK (10)
Bradshaw, Hon. Claudette, Minister of Labour ... ... Moncton — Riverview — Dieppe ..... Lib.
Castonguay, JEaNNOL . ... ... ...t Madawaska — Restigouche ........... Lib.
GOdiN, YVON ..o Acadie—Bathurst ................... NDP
Herron, JoNn ... Fundy —Royal ...................... PC
Hubbard, Charles .. ... e Miramichi ................... ... .... Lib.
LeBlanc, DOMINIC ... .......n i e e e Beausgour — Petitcodiac . ............ Lib.
SaVOY, ANAY ..o Tobiqgue— MactaquaCc ............... Lib.
SCOtt, HON. ANy ... Fredericton .......................... Lib.
ThOMPSON, GIeQ . . .o ottt et e New Brunswick Southwest ............ PC

Wayne, ElSie ... SantJohn........................... PC
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NEWFOUNDLAND (7)
Baker, HON. GEOIgE . .. ..ottt e Gander — Grand Falls ............... Lib.
BYINE, GOITY .t Humber — St. Barbe — Baie Verte ....  Lib.
Doyle, NOrMaN .. ... St.John'sEast ..................... .. PC
Hearn, LOoyola . ... St.John'sWest ...l PC
Matthews, Bill, Parliamentary Secretary to President of the Queen’s Privy Council for
Canada and Minister of Intergovernmental Affairs............................ Burin — St. George’'s ................ Lib.
O'Brien, Lawrence, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Fisheriesand Oceans ... Labrador ............................ Lib.
Tobin, HON. Brian . .. ..o Bonavista— Trinity — Conception ....  Lib.
NORTHWEST TERRITORIES (1)
Blondin-Andrew, Hon. Ethel, Secretary of State (Childrenand Youth) ............. Western Arctic ................oo.... Lib.
NOVA SCOTIA (11)
BrisSONn, SCOtt .. ... i Kings—Hants ...................... PC
Casay, Bill .. Cumberland — Colchester ............ PC
CUZNEr, ROOGEr . ..o Brasd' Or — Cape Breton ............ Lib.
Eyking, Mark . ... ... Sydney — Victoria................... Lib.
Keddy, Gerald . ... ... SouthShore ......................... PC
Lill, Wendy ... Dartmouth .......................... NDP
MacKay, Pater . ... Pictou — Antigonish — Guysborough . PC
McDONOUGN, AIEXA . .. ..o Halifax ... NDP
Regan, Geoff .. ... Halifax West ........................ Lib.
SIOffEr, PO ... Sackville — Musquodoboit
Valley —Eastern Shore .............. NDP
Thibault, Hon. Robert, Minister of State (Atlantic Canada OpportunitiesAgency) ... WestNova .......................... Lib.
NUNAVUT (1)
Karetak—Lindell, NanCy ............ o Nunavut ............... ... . ..., Lib.
ONTARIO (103)
AAMS, PlEr . Peterborough ............ ... Lib.
Assadourian, Sarkis ... ... BramptonCentre .................... Lib.
AUGUSEING, JBAN . . oo Etobicoke — Lakeshore .............. Lib.
Barnes, SUE ... LondonWest ........................ Lib.
Beaumier, Colleen ... ... . Brampton West — Mississauga. . . ... . .. Lib.
Bélair, Réginald, Deputy Chairman of Committees of theWhole .................. Timmins— JamesBay ............... Lib.
Bélanger, Mauril .. ... . Ottawa— Vanier .................... Lib.
Bellemare, Eugene, Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for International
COOPEIALION ..ottt e Ottava—Orléans ................... Lib.
Bennett, Carolyn . ... ... St.Paul’s ... Lib.
Bevilacqua, MaUrizio . .. ... Vaughan — King— Aurora .......... Lib.
BONiN, RaY . ... Nickel Belt .......................... Lib.
Bonwick, Paul ... ... ... Simcoe—Grey ... Lib.
Boudria, Hon. Don, Leader of the Government in the House of Commons............ Glengarry — Prescott — Russell ...... Lib.
Brown, BONNie . ... ... Oakville ............................ Lib.
Bryden, John ... .o Ancaster — Dundas — Flamborough —
Aldershot ..., Lib.
Bulte, Sarmite, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Canadian Heritage .......... Parkdale— HighPark ................ Lib.

Caccig, HON. Charles .. ... Davenport ... Lib.
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Calder, MUITAY . ... e e Dufferin — Peel — Wellington — Grey ~ Lib.
Cannis, John, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Industry ..................... Scarborough Centre .................. Lib.
Caplan, Hon. Elinor, Minister of Citizenship and Immigration .................... Thornhill ... Lib.
Carroll, ATLEEN . . Barrie— Simcoe — Bradford ......... Lib.
Catterall, Marlene . . ... Ottawa West — Nepean .............. Lib.
Chamberlain, Brenda . ... Guelph — Wellington ................ Lib.
Collenette, Hon. David, Minister of Transport .................. ... i .. DonVadleyEast ..................... Lib.
COMArtin, JOB ...ttt Windsor — St. Clair ................. NDP
COMUZZI, JOB . . .o et Thunder Bay — Superior North ....... Lib.
Copps, Hon. Sheila, Minister of Canadian Heritage .............................. HamiltonEast ....................... Lib.
Cullen, Roy, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Finance ...................... EtobicokeNorth ..................... Lib.
DeVillers, Paul . ........... SimcoeNorth ....................... Lib.
DromISKY, StaN ..o Thunder Bay — Atikokan ............ Lib.
Eggleton, Hon. Art, Minister of National Defence ............................... YorkCentre .............cooiiinn. Lib.
Finlay, John, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern

DeVvEIOPMENT . .. Oxford ...t Lib.
FONTANG, JOB . . .. oot London NorthCentre................. Lib.
Galant, Cheryl ... Renfrew — Nipissing — Pembroke .... CA
Galaway, ROGES ... . Sarnia— Lambton ................... Lib.
Godfrey, JONN ... DonValeyWest .................... Lib.
Graham, Bill ... Toronto Centre— Rosedale . .......... Lib.
Gray, Hon. Herb, Deputy Prime Minister ...t Windsor West ....................... Lib.
GrOSE, IVaN . .o Oshawa ..........cooiiiiiiiiinn. Lib.
Guarnieri, AlDINa . ... ... MississaugaEast ..................... Lib.
Harb, MaC ... OttawaCentre ....................... Lib.
LANNO, TONY ..t Trinity —Spadina ................... Lib.
Jackson, OVid . ... Bruce— Grey — Owen Sound ... . ... . .. Lib.
Jordan, Joe, Parliamentary Secretary to Prime Minister ........................... Leeds— Grenville ................... Lib.
Karygiannis, Jim ... ... Scarborough — Agincourt ............ Lib.
Keyes, Stan ... HamiltonWest ...................... Lib.
Kilger, Bob, Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees of the Whole .......... Stormont — Dundas — Charlottenburgh  Lib.
KNUESON, G . . oottt et e e e e Elgin— Middlesex — London ... ... ... Lib.
Kraft Sloan, Karen . . ... York North.......................... Lib.
Lastewka, Walt . . ... St. Catharines .................... ... Lib.
Lee, Derek, Parliamentary Secretary to Leader of the Government in the House of

COMIMONS . . . ettt e e e e e e e e Scarborough — Rouge River .......... Lib.
Longfield, Judi, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Labour .................... Whitby — AjaX ...l Lib.
Macklin, Paul Harold . . ... Northumberland ..................... Lib.
MahoNEY, SEEVE . . MississaugaWest .................... Lib.
Malhi, GUIDAX . . .o Bramalea — Gore — Malton —

Springdale . ................ ...l Lib.

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

CaNada ... Erie—Lincoln ...................... Lib.
Manley, Hon. John, Minister of Foreign Affairs ............. ... ... .. .. ..... OttawaSouth ........................ Lib.
Marleau, HON. DIane . ... Sudbury ... Lib.
McCallum, JONN . ... Markham ........................... Lib.
McCormick, Larry, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Agriculture and Agri—-Food Hastings — Frontenac — Lennox and

Addington .......................... Lib.

MceKay, JONN ... Scarborough East .................... Lib.
MCTEagUE, Dan . . ... Pickering — Ajax — Uxbridge . ... .. .. Lib.
Milliken, Peter, SPeaker . ... Kingston and thelslands .............. Lib.
MillS, DENNIS .o Toronto— Danforth ................. Lib.

Minna, Hon. Maria, Minister for International Cooperation ....................... Beaches— East York ................ Lib.
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Mitchell, Hon. Andy, Secretary of State (Rural Development)(Federal Economic

Development Initiative for Northern Ontario) .........................ooun.. Parry Sound — Muskoka ............. Lib.
Myers, Lynn, Parliamentary Secretary to Solicitor General of Canada............... Waterloo — Wellington .............. Lib.
Nault, Hon. Robert, Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development ......... Kenora— Rainy River ............... Lib.
O'Brien, Pat, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for International Trade .......... London—Fanshawe ................. Lib.
O'Relilly, John, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of National Defence ........... Haliburton — Victoria— Brock . . .. ... Lib.
Parrish, Carolyn ... ..o MississaugaCentre .................. Lib.
PeriC, JanKO . ... Cambridge ....................... . Lib.
Peterson, Hon. Jim, Secretary of State (International Financial Institutions) ......... Willowdale.......................... Lib.
Phinney, Beth ... ... Hamilton Mountain .................. Lib.
PicKard, JErry . .o Chatham — Kent Essex .............. Lib.
PIHTErT, Gary ..o NiagaraFals ........................ Lib.
Pratt, David ... ... Nepean — Carleton .................. Lib.
Provenzano, Carmen, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Veterans Affairs ... .. Sault Ste. Marie ..................... Lib.
Redman, Karen, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of the Environment ........... Kitchener Centre..................... Lib.
Reed, JUlaN .. ... Halton ............ ... .. ............. Lib.
REId, SCOt ... Lanark — Carleton................... CA
Richardson, JOhn . ... .. Perth— Middlesex .................. Lib.
Rock, Hon. Allan, Minister of Health ............ ... . ... ... i, Etobicoke Centre .................... Lib.
Serré, Benoit, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Natural Resources ........... Timiskaming — Cochrane ............ Lib.
SO0, JUAY .. YorkWest ...............coiiial. Lib.
Shepherd, Alex, Parliamentary Secretary to President of the Treasury Board ... ... ... Durham............................. Lib.
Speller, BOD ... Haldimand — Norfolk — Brant ....... Lib.
St. Denis, Brent, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Transport ................. Algoma— Manitioulin ............... Lib.
Steckle, Paul .. ... Huron—Bruce...................... Lib.
Stewart, Hon. Jane, Minister of Human Resources Development .................. Brant ............. .. Lib.
Szabo, Paul, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Public Works and Government

S VI GBS . ittt Mississauga South ................... Lib.
Telegdi, ANArew . ... Kitchener — Waterloo ............... Lib.
Tirabassi, TONY .. ..o NiagaraCentre ...................... Lib.
TonKS, AlaN ... o York South—Weston ............... Lib.
Torsney, Paddy .. ... Burlington .............. ... Lib.
Ur, ROSE-MEIIE. . ..o Lambton — Kent — Middlesex ....... Lib.
Valerl, TONY . Stoney Creek ...l Lib.
Vanclief, Hon. Lyle, Minister of Agricultureand Agri—Food ...................... Prince Edward — Hastings ........... Lib.
VOIPE, JOSEPN .o Eglinton — Lawrence ................ Lib.
Wappel, TOM . Scarborough Southwest ............... Lib.
WheElan, SUSAN . . . ... ESSeX ..o Lib.
WIlTErt, BryON ..o Oak Ridges .............coviiiiiin Lib.
Wo0Ood, BOD . ... NipisSINg .......covviiiii Lib.

PRINCE EDWARD ISLAND (4)
Baster, Wayne . . ... Malpeque ... Lib.
MacAulay, Hon. Lawrence, Solicitor General of Canada ......................... Cadigan ... Lib.
MCGUITE, JOB . . .ottt e e e e e Egmont ................... ... Lib.
MUrphy, SNaWN . . .. Hillsborough ........................ Lib.
QUEBEC (75)

Allard, Carole-Marie . . ... Laval East .......................... Lib.
Assad, Mark, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Citizenship and Immigration .. Gatineau ............................ Lib.

ASSEIN, GErard .. ... Charlevoix .......................... BQ



Political

Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
Bachand, ANndré .. ... .. Richmond — Arthabaska ............. PC
Bachand, Claude . . ......... .. Sant=Jean ... BQ
Bakopanos, Eleni, Assistant Deputy Chairman of Committees of the Whole . ....... Ahuntsic ..............o oo Lib.
Bellehumeur, Michel ... ... Berthier — Montcalm ................ BQ
Bergeron, Stephane .. ... Verchéres— Les—Patriotes ........... BQ
Bertrand, RODE .. ... . Pontiac — Gatineau — Labelle .. ... ... Lib.
Bigras, Bernard ... ... Rosemont — Petite—Patrie ............ BQ
Binet, Ge&rard ... ... ... Frontenac — Mégantic ............... Lib.
Bourgeois, Diane . ......... i Terrebonne— Blainville ............. BQ
Brien, Plarme . .. Témiscamingue ...................... BQ
Cardin, SEIg . . .ottt Sherbrooke . ........... ... L BQ
CaligNaN, JEAN . . oot QuébecEast ......................... Lib.
Cauchon, Hon. Martin, Minister of National Revenue and Secretary of State
(Economic Development Agency of Canada for the Regions of Quebec) ........ Outremont .............ccooiiiinn.. Lib.
Charbonneau, Yvon, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Hedth................ Anjou — Riviére-des—Prairies ........ Lib.
Chrétien, Right Hon. Jean, PrimeMinister .................. ... Sant-Maurice .................... ... Lib.
Coderre, Hon. Denis, Secretary of State (Amateur Sport) ..............ccovvinnn.. Bourassa................ociiii.. Lib.
Cotler, [N MountRoyal ........................ Lib.
Cré&te, Palll . ... Kamouraska — Riviére-du—Loup —
Témiscouata— LesBasques . ......... BQ
Dalphond—Guiral, Madeleine . ........ ... i Laval Centre ........................ BQ
DesSrOChers, OGINA ... ..ot e e Lotbiniére-L’Erable.................. BQ
Dion, Hon. Stéphane, President of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada and Minister
of Intergovernmental Affairs ... i Saint—Laurent — Cartierville .......... Lib.
Discepola, NICK . ... Vaudreuil — Soulanges .............. Lib.
Drouin, Claude . .. ... Beauce ... Lib.
DUDE, ANLOINE . . ..o oo e e L évis—et—Chutes-de-la—Chaudiére . . . .. BQ
Duceppe, GilleS . .. Laurier — Sainte-Marie .............. BQ
Duplain, Claude . ......... . Portneuf .................. .. .. ... ... Lib.
Farrah, GeOrgeS . . . . ..o Bonaventure — Gaspé — lles-de-la—
Madeleine— Pabok . ................. Lib.
Folco, Raymonde, Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of Human Resources
DeVEI OPMENt .. Laval West . ...l Lib.
Fournier, Ghislain . . ... Manicouagan ........................ BQ
Gagliano, Hon. Alfonso, Minister of Public Works and Government Services. . ... .. Saint-Léonard — Saint—Michel ....... Lib.
Gagnon, Christiane. .. ... QUEDEC ... ..o BQ
Gagnon, MarCel . ...... ... Champlain .......................... BQ
Gauthier, MiChel ... ... Roberval ........... ... ... ... ..., BQ
Girard-Bujold, JOCEIYNE . . . ..o Jonquiere ... BQ
Guay, MONIQUE . ... e e e e Laurentides ......................... BQ
Guimond, Michel .. ... . Beauport — Montmorency — Cote-de—
Beaupré — lle-d’'Orléans ............. BQ
Harvey, ANOre . ..o Chicoutimi — LeFjord ............... Lib.
Jennings, Marlene . .. ... Notre-Dame-de-Gréce — Lachine .... Lib.
Laframboise, Mario ....... ... .o Argenteuil — Papineau — Mirabel .... BQ
Lalonde, FranCine . . ... Mercier ... BQ
LanctOt, RODert ... .. Chéteauguay ........................ BQ
Lavigne, Raymond .. ... i Verdun — Saint-Henri — Saint Paul —
Pointe Saint-Charles ................. Lib.
Lebel, Ghidlain ... ... Chambly .............. ... ... ..., BQ
Lincoln, Clfford .. ... ... . Lac-Saint-Louis..................... Lib.
LOUDIEr, YVaN Saint—Hyacinthe— Bagot ............ BQ
Marceau, Richard .......... ... Charleshourg — Jacques—Cartier ...... BQ

MarCil, SEIgE . . e Beauharnois — Salaberry ............. Lib.
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Political
Name of Member Constituency Affiliation
Martin, Hon. Paul, Minister of Finance ............... .. LaSdle—Emard .................... Lib.
Ménard, REal . ... ... . Hochelaga— Maisonneuve ........... BQ
Normand, Hon. Gilbert, Secretary of State (Science, Research and Development) ... Bellechasse — Etchemins —
Montmagny — L'Idet................ Lib.

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

for Infrastructure . ... ... Westmount — Ville-Marie ........... Lib.
ROChElEaU, YVES ... Trois-RiVieres ....................... BQ
ROY, JEa-Y VES ..t Matapédia— Matane ................ BQ
Saada, JACOUES . . . . oot Brossard — LaPrairie................ Lib.
Sauvageau, Benoit . ... ... Repentigny .....................o. .. BQ
Scherrer, HEBNE . . ... LouisHébert ........................ Lib.
St—Hilaire, Caroling .. ... Longueuil ........................... BQ
St=JaCqUES, DIaNe . . ..o Shefford ... Lib.
SEJULEN, GUY et e e Abitibi — Baie-James — Nunavik .... Lib.
Thibeault, Yolande . . . ... Saint—Lambert ....................... Lib.
Tremblay, StEphan .. ... Lac-Saint—Jean — Saguenay .......... BQ
Tremblay, SUZaNNE. . ... ... Rimouski—Neigette—et-a Mitis .. ... ... BQ
VENNE, Plamette ... e Saint-Bruno — Saint—Hubert ......... BQ

SASKATCHEWAN (14)

ANderson, David . . ... CypressHills— Grasslands . .......... CA
Bailey, ROY ... Souris— Moose Mountain ........... CA
Breitkreuz, Garry . ... ... Yorkton — Melville.................. CA
Fitzpatrick, Brian . ........ ..o PrinceAlbert ........................ CA
Goodale, Hon. Ralph, Minister of Natural Resources and Minister responsible for the

Canadian Wheat Board . ......... ..ot Wascana ...t Lib.
Laliberte, RICK . . ..o Churchill River ...................... Lib.
Nystrom, HON. LOrne . . ... Regina— Qu'Appelle................ NDP
PankiwW, JIM ... Saskatoon — Humboldt .............. CA
Proctor, DICK . ... Paliser ... NDP
RITZ, GOy Battlefords — Lloydminster ........... CA
SKEItON, Carol .. ... Saskatoon — Rosetown — Biggar ... .. CA
SPENCEr, LAY .o Regina— Lumsden — Lake Centre ... CA
Vellacott, MaUriCe .. ... ... e Saskatoon — Wanuskewin ............ CA
Yelich, LYNne .. ..o Blackstrap .............. ... CA

YUKON (2)

Bagnell, Larry ... ... Yukon ... Lib.



LIST OF STANDING AND SUB-COMMITTEES
(Asof February 23, 2001 — 1st Session, 37th Parliament)

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS, NORTHERN DEVELOPMENT AND NATURAL RESOURCES

Chair: Nancy Karetak—Lindell Vice-Chairs:
Maurice Vellacott
Larry Bagnell David Chatters John Finlay Pat Martin (16)
Gérard Binet Rodger Cuzner Gerald Keddy Benoit Serré
Serge Cardin Reed Elley Richard Marceau Guy St—Julien
Jean-Guy Carignan
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Ken Epp Gary Lunn David Price
Diane Ablonczy Brian Fitzpatrick James Lunney James Rajotte
Rob Anders Paul Forseth Preston Manning Scott Reid
David Anderson Ghislain Fournier Inky Mark John Reynolds
Gérard Asselin Cheryl Gallant Keith Martin Gerry Ritz
Claude Bachand Yvon Godin Philip Mayfield Jean-Y ves Roy
Roy Bailey Peter Goldring Grant McNally Werner Schmidt
Leon Benoit Jim Gouk Va Meredith Carol Skelton
Bernard Bigras Gurmant Grewal Rob Merrifield Monte Solberg
Rick Borotsik Deborah Grey Bob Mills Kevin Sorenson
Garry Breitkreuz Art Hanger James Moore Larry Spencer
Pierre Brien Richard Harris Lorne Nystrom Darrel Stinson
Andy Burton Grant Hill Deepak Obhrai Chuck Strahl
Chuck Cadman Jay Hill Brian Pallister Myron Thompson
Rick Casson Howard Hilstrom Jim Pankiw Vic Toews
Joe Comartin Betty Hinton Pierre Paguette Randy White
John Cummins Rahim Jaffer Charlie Penson Ted White
Stockwell Day Dale Johnston Gilles-A. Perron John Williams
Bev Desjarlais Jason Kenney Joe Peschisolido Lynne Yelich
John Duncan Robert Lanct6t
AGRICULTURE AND AGRI-FOOD
Chair: Charles Hubbard Vice—Chairs:
Howard Hilstrom
David Anderson Marcel Gagnon Jerry Pickard Paul Steckle (16)
Rick Borotsik Rick Laliberte Dick Proctor Suzanne Tremblay
Garry Breitkreuz Larry McCormick Bob Speller Rose-Marie Ur

Claude Duplain

Jim Abbott
Diane Ablonczy
Rob Anders

Roy Bailey
Leon Benoit
Andy Burton
Chuck Cadman
Rick Casson
David Chatters
Joe Comartin
Paul Créte

John Cummins
Stockwell Day
QOdina Desrochers
John Duncan
Reed Elley

Ken Epp

Brian Fitzpatrick
Paul Forseth
Cheryl Gallant

Peter Goldring
Jim Gouk
Gurmant Grewal
Deborah Grey
Art Hanger
Richard Harris
Grant Hill

Jay Hill

Betty Hinton
Rahim Jaffer
Dale Johnston
Gerald Keddy
Jason Kenney
Mario Laframboise
Robert Lanctot
Gary Lunn
James Lunney
Paul Macklin
John Maloney

Associate Members

Preston Manning
Richard Marceau
Inky Mark

Keith Martin
Philip Mayfield
Grant McNally
Val Meredith
Rob Merrifield
Bob Mills
James Moore
Lorne Nystrom
Deepak Obhrai
Brian Pallister
Jim Pankiw
Pierre Paguette
Charlie Penson
Gilles-A. Perron
Joe Peschisolido
David Price

James Rajotte
Scott Reid

John Reynolds
Gerry Ritz
Jean—Y ves Roy
Werner Schmidt
Carol Skelton
Monte Solberg
Kevin Sorenson
Larry Spencer
Darrel Stinson
Chuck Strahl
Myron Thompson
Vic Toews
Maurice Vellacott
Randy White

Ted White

John Williams
Lynne Yelich
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CANADIAN HERITAGE

Chair: Clifford Lincoln Vice-Chairs:
Jim Abbott Christiane Gagnon André Harvey Caroline St-Hilaire (16)
Paul Bonwick Gurmant Grewal Loyola Hearn Andrew Telegdi
Sarmite Bulte John Harvard Wendy Lill Bryon Wilfert
Rodger Cuzner
Associate Members
Diane Ablonczy Ken Epp Preston Manning Scott Reid
Rob Anders Brian Fitzpatrick Richard Marceau John Reynolds
David Anderson Paul Forseth Inky Mark Gerry Ritz
Roy Bailey Peter Goldring Keith Martin Benoit Sauvageau
Leon Benoit Jim Gouk Philip Mayfield Werner Schmidt
Bernard Bigras Deborah Grey Grant McNally Carol Skelton
Diane Bourgeois Art Hanger Va Meredith Monte Solberg
Garry Breitkreuz Richard Harris Rob Merrifield Kevin Sorenson
Pierre Brien Grant Hill Bob Mills Larry Spencer
Andy Burton Jay Hill James Moore Darrel Stinson
Chuck Cadman Howard Hilstrom Deepak Obhrai Chuck Strahl
Serge Cardin Betty Hinton Brian Pallister Myron Thompson
Rick Casson Rahim Jaffer Jim Pankiw Vic Toews
David Chatters Dale Johnston Pierre Paguette Suzanne Tremblay
Joe Comartin Jason Kenney Charlie Penson Maurice Vellacott
John Cummins Robert Lanctot Joe Peschisolido Randy White
Stockwell Day Gary Lunn David Price Ted White
Antoine Dube James Lunney Dick Proctor John Williams
John Duncan Peter MacKay James Rajotte Lynne Yelich
Reed Elley
CITIZENSHIP AND IMMIGRATION
Chair: Joe Fontana Vice-Chairs:
John McCallum
Mark Assad Gurmant Grewal Gurbax Malhi Stéphan Tremblay (16)
Jean Augustine John Herron AnitaNeville Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Madeleine Dalphond—Guiral Steve Mahoney Y olande Thibeault Lynne Yelich
Mark Eyking
Associate Members
Jim Abbott John Duncan Francine Lalonde James Rajotte
Diane Ablonczy Reed Elley Gary Lunn Scott Reid
Rob Anders Ken Epp James Lunney John Reynolds
David Anderson Brian Fitzpatrick Preston Manning Gerry Ritz
Roy Bailey Paul Forseth Richard Marceau Werner Schmidt
Leon Benoit Cheryl Gallant Keith Martin Carol Skelton
Bernard Bigras Peter Goldring Philip Mayfield Monte Solberg
Bill Blaikie Jim Gouk Grant McNally Kevin Sorenson
Garry Breitkreuz Deborah Grey Va Meredith Larry Spencer
Andy Burton Art Hanger Rob Merrifield Darrel Stinson
Chuck Cadman Richard Harris Bob Mills Chuck Strahl
Serge Cardin Grant Hill James Moore Myron Thompson
Rick Casson Jay Hill Deepak Obhrai Vic Toews
David Chatters Howard Hilstrom Brian Pallister Maurice Vellacott
John Cummins Betty Hinton Jim Pankiw Randy White
Libby Davies Rahim Jaffer Charlie Penson Ted White
Stockwell Day Dale Johnston Joe Peschisolido John Williams
Norman Doyle Dale Johnston David Price




ENVIRONMENT AND SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

Chair: Charles Caccia Vice-Chairs: Karen Kraft Sloan
Bob Mills
Bernard Bigras Marcel Gagnon Rick Laliberte Julian Reed (16)
Aileen Carroll John Herron James Moore Andy Savoy
Joe Comartin Gar Knutson Karen Redman Hélene Scherrer
Paul Forseth
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Ken Epp James Lunney John Reynolds
Diane Ablonczy Brian Fitzpatrick John Maloney Gerry Ritz
Rob Anders Cheryl Gallant Preston Manning Svend Robinson
David Anderson Peter Goldring Richard Marceau Werner Schmidt
Roy Bailey Jim Gouk Inky Mark Carol Skelton
Leon Benoit Gurmant Grewal Keith Martin Monte Solberg
Garry Breitkreuz Deborah Grey Pat Martin Kevin Sorenson
Pierre Brien Art Hanger Philip Mayfield Larry Spencer
Scott Brison Richard Harris Grant McNally Darrel Stinson
Andy Burton Grant Hill Va Meredith Peter Stoffer
Chuck Cadman Jay Hill Rob Merrifield Chuck Strahl
Serge Cardin Howard Hilstrom Deepak Obhrai Myron Thompson
Rick Casson Betty Hinton Brian Pallister Vic Toews
David Chatters Rahim Jaffer Jim Pankiw Alan Tonks
John Cummins Dale Johnston Charlie Penson Maurice Vellacott
Stockwell Day Jason Kenney Joe Peschisolido Randy White
Bev Degjarlais Robert Lanct6t David Price Ted White
John Duncan Clifford Lincoln James Rajotte John Williams
Reed Elley Gary Lunn Scott Reid Lynne Yelich
FINANCE
Chair: Maurizio Bevilacqua Vice—Chairs: Scott Brison
Nick Discepola
Sue Barnes Roger Gallaway Sophia Leung Joe Peschisolido (18)
Carolyn Bennett Albina Guarnieri Yvan Loubier Pauline Picard
Roy Cullen Richard Harris John McCallum Gary Pillitteri
Ken Epp Jason Kenney Lorne Nystrom
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Christiane Gagnon James Lunney Scott Reid
Rob Anders Cheryl Gallant Preston Manning John Reynolds
David Anderson Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Richard Marceau Gerry Ritz
Roy Bailey Yvon Godin Inky Mark Werner Schmidt
Leon Benoit Peter Goldring Keith Martin Carol Skelton
Bernard Bigras Jim Gouk Philip Mayfield Monte Solberg
Garry Breitkreuz Gurmant Grewal Alexa McDonough Kevin Sorenson
Pierre Brien Deborah Grey Grant McNally Larry Spencer
Andy Burton Monique Guay Val Meredith Guy St—Julien
Chuck Cadman Art Hanger Rob Merrifield Darrel Stinson
Rick Casson John Herron Bob Mills Chuck Strahl
David Chatters Grant Hill James Moore Myron Thompson
John Cummins Jay Hill Deepak Obhrai Vic Toews
Stockwell Day Howard Hilstrom Brian Pallister Stéphan Tremblay
Odina Desrochers Betty Hinton Jim Pankiw Maurice Vellacott
Antoine Dubé Charles Hubbard Pierre Paguette Randy White
John Duncan Rahim Jaffer Charlie Penson Ted White
Reed Elley Dale Johnston Gilles-A. Perron John Williams
Brian Fitzpatrick Gary Lunn James Rajotte Lynne Yelich

Paul Forseth
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FISHERIESAND OCEANS

Chair: Vice-Chair:
Sarkis Assadourian Georges Farrah Bill Matthews Paul Steckle (16)
John Cummins Gerald Keddy Shawn Murphy Peter Stoffer
John Duncan Dominic LeBlanc Lawrence O’ Brien Suzanne Tremblay
Wayne Easter James Lunney Jean-Yves Roy Tom Wappel

Associate Members
Jim Abbott Ghislain Fournier Gary Lunn Gerry Ritz
Diane Ablonczy Marcel Gagnon Preston Manning Svend Robinson
Rob Anders Cheryl Gallant Inky Mark Y ves Rocheleau
David Anderson Yvon Godin Keith Martin Werner Schmidt
Gérard Asselin Peter Goldring Philip Mayfield Carol Skelton
Roy Bailey Jim Gouk Grant McNally Monte Solberg
Leon Benoit Gurmant Grewal Va Meredith Kevin Sorenson
Garry Breitkreuz Deborah Grey Rob Merrifield Larry Spencer
Andy Burton Art Hanger Bob Mills Darrel Stinson
Chuck Cadman Richard Harris James Moore Chuck Strahl
Rick Casson LoyolaHearn Deepak Obhrai Myron Thompson
David Chatters Grant Hill Brian Pallister Vic Toews
Rodger Cuzner Jay Hill Jim Pankiw Maurice Vellacott
Stockwell Day Howard Hilstrom Charlie Penson Randy White
Reed Elley Betty Hinton Joe Peschisolido Ted White
Ken Epp Rahim Jaffer James Rajotte Tim Williams
Brian Fitzpatrick Dale Johnston Scott Reid Lynne Yelich
Paul Forseth Jason Kenney John Reynolds
FOREIGN AFFAIRSAND INTERNATIONAL TRADE
Chair: Bill Graham Vice—Chairs: Colleen Beaumier
Monte Solberg
Jean Augustine Stan Keyes Keith Martin Denis Paradis (18)
George Baker Francine Lalonde Pat O'Brien Bernard Patry
Bill Casey Gary Lunn Deepak Obhrai Svend Robinson
John Harvard Diane Marleau Pierre Paguette
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Norman Doyle Jason Kenney James Rajotte
Diane Ablonczy Stan Dromisky James Lunney Scott Reid
Rob Anders Antoine Dubé John Maloney John Reynolds
David Anderson John Duncan Preston Manning Gerry Ritz
Sarkis Assadourian Claude Duplain Richard Marceau Yves Rocheleau
Claude Bachand Reed Elley Inky Mark Benoit Sauvageau
Roy Bailey Ken Epp Pat Martin Héléne Scherrer
Eugéne Bellemare Mark Eyking Philip Mayfield Werner Schmidt
Leon Benoit Brian Fitzpatrick Grant McNally Carol Skelton
Bernard Bigras Raymonde Folco Val Meredith Kevin Sorenson
Bill Blaikie Paul Forseth Rob Merrifield Bob Speller
Garry Breitkreuz Cheryl Gallant Bob Mills Larry Spencer
Andy Burton Peter Goldring James Moore Darrel Stinson
Chuck Cadman Jim Gouk Lorne Nystrom Chuck Strahl
Serge Cardin Gurmant Grewal Brian Pallister Myron Thompson
Rick Casson Deborah Grey Jim Pankiw Vic Toews
David Chatters Art Hanger Charlie Penson Stéphan Tremblay
Irwin Cotler Mac Harb Joe Peschisolido Tony Valeri
Paul Créte Richard Harris Beth Phinney Maurice Vellacott
John Cummins Grant Hill David Price Randy White
Stockwell Day Dale Johnston
SUB-COMMITTEE ON HUMAN RIGHTS

Chair: Beth Phinney Vice-Chair:

Sarkis Assadourian Eugéne Bellemare Irwin Cotler Svend Robinson 8)

Colleen Beaumier

Bill Casey

Antoine Dubé
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SUB-COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE, TRADE DISPUTES AND INVESTMENT OF THE STANDING

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRSAND INTERNATIONAL TRADE

Chair: Mac Harb Vice—Chair:
Bill Casey Gary Lunn Pierre Paquette Bob Speller 9)
Mark Eyking Pat O'Brien Svend Robinson Tony Valeri
HEALTH
Chair: Bonnie Brown Vice-Chairs: Rob Merrifield
Judy Sgro
Diane Ablonczy Jeannot Castonguay James Lunney Carolyn Parrish (16)
André Bachand Yvon Charbonneau Réal Ménard Hélene Scherrer
Ray Bonin Stan Dromisky Stephen Owen Judy Wasylycia—Leis
Diane Bourgeois
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Brian Fitzpatrick John Maloney Scott Reid
Rob Anders Paul Forseth Preston Manning John Reynolds
David Anderson Cheryl Gallant Richard Marceau Gerry Ritz
Roy Bailey Jocelyne Girard—Bujold Inky Mark Werner Schmidt
Leon Benoit Peter Goldring Keith Martin Carol Skelton
Bernard Bigras Jim Gouk Pat Martin Monte Solberg
Garry Breitkreuz Gurmant Grewal Philip Mayfield Kevin Sorenson
Andy Burton Deborah Grey Grant McNally Larry Spencer
Chuck Cadman Art Hanger Val Meredith Darrel Stinson
Rick Casson Richard Harris Bob Mills Chuck Strahl
David Chatters Grant Hill James Moore Greg Thompson
John Cummins Jay Hill Deepak Obhrai Myron Thompson
Madeleine Dal phond—Guiral Howard Hilstrom Brian Pallister Vic Toews
Libby Davies Betty Hinton Jim Pankiw Maurice Vellacott
Stockwell Day Rahim Jaffer Charlie Penson Randy White
Nick Discepola Dale Johnston Joe Peschisolido Ted White
John Duncan Jason Kenney Pauline Picard John Williams
Reed Elley Gary Lunn James Rajotte Lynne Yelich

Ken Epp
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HUMAN RESOURCESDEVELOPMENT AND THE STATUS OF PERSONSWITH DISABILITIES

Chair: Peter Adams Vice—Chairs:
Diane St-Jacques
Jeannot Castonguay Raymonde Folco Dale Johnston Carol Skelton (18)
Paul Créte Jim Gouk Judi Longfield Greg Thompson
Libby Davies Monique Guay Joe McGuire Alan Tonks
Georges Farrah Tony lanno AnitaNeville
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Brian Fitzpatrick James Lunney John Reynolds
Diane Ablonczy Paul Forseth John Maloney Gerry Ritz
Rob Anders Marcel Gagnon Preston Manning Jean-Yves Roy
David Anderson Christiane Gagnon Richard Marceau Werner Schmidt
Roy Bailey Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Inky Mark Monte Solberg
Carolyn Bennett Yvon Godin Keith Martin Kevin Sorenson
Leon Benoit Peter Goldring Pat Martin Larry Spencer
Diane Bourgeois Gurmant Grewal Philip Mayfield Darrel Stinson
Garry Breitkreuz Deborah Grey Grant McNally Chuck Strahl
Andy Burton Art Hanger Réal Ménard Myron Thompson
Chuck Cadman Richard Harris Rob Merrifield Vic Toews
Rick Casson Grant Hill Bob Mills Stéphan Tremblay
David Chatters Jay Hill James Moore Maurice Vellacott
John Cummins Howard Hilstrom Deepak Obhrai Judy Wasylycia—Leis
Madeleine Dalphond—Guiral Betty Hinton Brian Pallister Elsie Wayne
Stockwell Day Rahim Jaffer Jim Pankiw Randy White
Antoine Dube Jason Kenney Charlie Penson Ted White
John Duncan Robert Lanct6t Joe Peschisolido John Williams
Reed Elley Wendy Lill James Rajotte Lynne Yelich
Ken Epp Gary Lunn Scott Reid
INDUSTRY, SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY
Chair: Susan Whelan Vice-Chairs: Walt Lastewka
Charlie Penson
Reg Alcock John Cannis Marlene Jennings James Rajotte (16)
Mauril Bélanger Bev Degjarlais Preston Manning Andy Savoy
Pierre Brien Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Dan McTeague Paddy Torsney
Scott Brison
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Brian Fitzpatrick Gary Lunn Joe Peschisolido
Diane Ablonczy Paul Forseth James Lunney Dick Proctor
Rob Anders Christiane Gagnon John Maloney Scott Reid
David Anderson Cheryl Gallant Richard Marceau John Reynolds
Roy Bailey Yvon Godin Inky Mark Gerry Ritz
Leon Benoit Peter Goldring Keith Martin Werner Schmidt
Bernard Bigras Jim Gouk Pat Martin Carol Skelton
Garry Breitkreuz Gurmant Grewal Philip Mayfield Monte Solberg
Andy Burton Deborah Grey Grant McNally Kevin Sorenson
Chuck Cadman Art Hanger Réal Ménard Larry Spencer
Serge Cardin Richard Harris Va Meredith Darrel Stinson
Rick Casson LoyolaHearn Rob Merrifield Peter Stoffer
David Chatters Grant Hill Bob Mills Chuck Strahl
John Cummins Jay Hill James Moore Myron Thompson
Stockwell Day Howard Hilstrom Lorne Nystrom Vic Toews
Odina Desrochers Betty Hinton Deepak Obhrai Maurice Vellacott
Antoine Dubé Rahim Jaffer Brian Pallister Randy White
John Duncan Dale Johnston Jim Pankiw Ted White
Reed Elley Jason Kenney Pierre Paquette John Williams

Ken Epp

Mario Laframboise




JUSTICE AND HUMAN RIGHTS

Chair: Andy Scott Vice—Chairs: Chuck Cadman
Ivan Grose
Carole-Marie Allard Paul DeVillers Lynn Myers Larry Spencer (18)
Michel Bellehumeur Peter MacKay Stephen Owen Vic Toews
Bill Blaikie John Maloney Judy Sgro Pierrette Venne
Irwin Cotler John McKay Kevin Sorenson
Associate Members
Jim Abbott John Duncan Gary Lunn James Rajotte
Diane Ablonczy Reed Elley James Lunney Scott Reid
Rob Anders Ken Epp Preston Manning John Reynolds
David Anderson Brian Fitzpatrick Richard Marceau Gerry Ritz
André Bachand Paul Forseth Inky Mark Svend Robinson
Roy Bailey Cheryl Gallant Keith Martin Werner Schmidt
Leon Benoit Peter Goldring Philip Mayfield Carol Skelton
Bernard Bigras Jim Gouk Grant McNally Monte Solberg
Diane Bourgeois Gurmant Grewal Réal Ménard Darrel Stinson
Garry Breitkreuz Deborah Grey Val Meredith Chuck Strahl
Andy Burton Art Hanger Rob Merrifield Myron Thompson
Jean—Guy Carignan Richard Harris Bob Mills Suzanne Tremblay
Rick Casson Grant Hill James Moore Maurice Vellacott
David Chatters Jay Hill Deepak Obhrai Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Joe Comartin Howard Hilstrom Brian Pallister Randy White
John Cummins Betty Hinton Jim Pankiw Ted White
Madeleine Dal phond—Guiral Rahim Jaffer Pierre Paguette John Williams
Stockwell Day Dale Johnston Charlie Penson Lynne Yelich
Bev Degjarlais Jason Kenney Joe Peschisolido
NATIONAL DEFENCE AND VETERANS AFFAIRS
Chair: David Pratt ViceChairs: Peter Goldring
David Price
Claude Bachand John O’ Reilly Carmen Provenzano Elsie Wayne (16)
Roy Bailey Janko Peric Geoff Regan Bryon Wilfert
Art Hanger Louis Plamondon Peter Stoffer Bob Wood
Judi Longfield
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Paul Forseth John Maloney Scott Reid
Diane Ablonczy Cheryl Gallant Preston Manning John Reynolds
Rob Anders Jim Gouk Richard Marceau Gerry Ritz
David Anderson Gurmant Grewal Inky Mark Svend Robinson
Leon Benoit Deborah Grey Keith Martin Werner Schmidt
Rick Borotsik Monique Guay Pat Martin Carol Skelton
Garry Breitkreuz Richard Harris Philip Mayfield Monte Solberg
Pierre Brien Grant Hill Grant McNally Kevin Sorenson
Andy Burton Jay Hill Val Meredith Larry Spencer
Chuck Cadman Howard Hilstrom Rob Merrifield Darrel Stinson
Rick Casson Betty Hinton Bob Mills Chuck Strahl
David Chatters Rahim Jaffer James Moore Myron Thompson
John Cummins Dale Johnston Deepak Obhrai Vic Toews
Stockwell Day Jason Kenney Brian Pallister Maurice Vellacott
John Duncan Francine Lalonde Jim Pankiw Randy White
Reed Elley Wendy Lill Charlie Penson Ted White
Ken Epp Gary Lunn Joe Peschisolido John Williams
Brian Fitzpatrick James Lunney James Rajotte Lynne Yelich
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PROCEDURE AND HOUSE AFFAIRS

Chair: Derek Lee Vice-Chairs: John Reynolds
Jacques Saada
Stéphane Bergeron Michel Guimond Grant McNally John Richardson (16)
Rick Borotsik Joe Jordan Carolyn Parrish Chuck Strahl
Marlene Catterall Paul Macklin Geoff Regan Tony Tirabass
Yvon Godin
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Ken Epp James Lunney James Rajotte
Diane Ablonczy Brian Fitzpatrick Peter MacKay Scott Reid
Rob Anders Paul Forseth Preston Manning Gerry Ritz
David Anderson Cheryl Gallant Inky Mark Werner Schmidt
Roy Bailey Peter Goldring Keith Martin Carol Skelton
Michel Bellehumeur Jim Gouk Philip Mayfield Monte Solberg
Leon Benoit Gurmant Grewal Réal Ménard Kevin Sorenson
Bill Blaikie Deborah Grey Val Meredith Larry Spencer
Garry Breitkreuz Art Hanger Rob Merrifield Caroline St—Hilaire
Andy Burton Richard Harris Bob Mills Darrel Stinson
Chuck Cadman Grant Hill James Moore Myron Thompson
Rick Casson Jay Hill Lorne Nystrom Vic Toews
David Chatters Howard Hilstrom Deepak Obhrai Maurice Vellacott
John Cummins Betty Hinton Brian Pallister Randy White
Madeleine Dalphond—Guiral Rahim Jaffer Jim Pankiw Ted White
Stockwell Day Dale Johnston Charlie Penson John Williams
John Duncan Jason Kenney Joe Peschisolido Lynne Yelich
Reed Elley Gary Lunn Marcel Proulx
SUB-COMMITTEE ON PARLIAMENTARY CALENDAR

Chair: Marlene Catterall Vice-Chair:

Stéphane Bergeron Rick Borotsik Yvon Godin John Reynolds (5)
SUB-COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE MEMBERS BUSINESS

Chair: Carolyn Parrish Vice—Chair:

Bill Blaikie Garry Breitkreuz Michel Guimond Marcel Proulx (6)

Rick Borotsik




PUBLIC ACCOUNTS

Chair: John Williams Vice-Chairs: Mac Harb
Marlene Jennings
Robert Bertrand John Finlay Lorne Nystrom Joe Peschisolido a7
John Bryden Sophia Leung Brian Pallister Alex Shepherd
Gerry Byrne Philip Mayfield Gilles-A. Perron Greg Thompson
Odina Desrochers Shawn Murphy
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Reed Elley Jason Kenney Gerry Ritz
Diane Ablonczy Ken Epp Gary Lunn Benoit Sauvageau
Rob Anders Brian Fitzpatrick James Lunney Werner Schmidt
David Anderson Paul Forseth Preston Manning Carol Skelton
Roy Bailey Cheryl Gallant Inky Mark Monte Solberg
Leon Benoit Peter Goldring Keith Martin Kevin Sorenson
Garry Breitkreuz Jim Gouk Grant McNally Larry Spencer
Scott Brison Gurmant Grewal Va Meredith Darrel Stinson
Andy Burton Deborah Grey Rob Merrifield Peter Stoffer
Chuck Cadman Art Hanger Bob Mills Chuck Strahl
Serge Cardin Richard Harris James Moore Myron Thompson
Rick Casson Grant Hill Deepak Obhrai Vic Toews
David Chatters Jay Hill Jim Pankiw Maurice Vellacott
John Cummins Howard Hilstrom Charlie Penson Randy White
Stockwell Day Betty Hinton James Rajotte Ted White
Bev Degjarlais Rahim Jaffer Scott Reid Lynne Yelich
John Duncan Dale Johnston John Reynolds
TRANSPORT AND GOVERNMENT OPERATIONS
Chair: Ovid Jackson Vice-Chairs: Jay Hill
Marcel Proulx
Larry Bagnell Brian Fitzpatrick Dominic LeBlanc Brent St. Denis (16)
Andy Burton Mario Laframboise Serge Marcil Paul Szabo
Bev Degjarlais Ghislain Lebel Alex Shepherd Tony Tirabassi
Norman Doyle
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Ken Epp Gary Lunn Scott Reid
Diane Ablonczy Paul Forseth James Lunney John Reynolds
Reg Alcock Ghislain Fournier John Maloney Gerry Ritz
Rob Anders Christiane Gagnon Preston Manning Werner Schmidt
David Anderson Cheryl Gallant Richard Marceau Judy Sgro
Gérard Asselin Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Inky Mark Carol Skelton
Roy Bailey Peter Goldring Keith Martin Monte Solberg
Leon Benoit Jim Gouk Philip Mayfield Kevin Sorenson
Bernard Bigras Gurmant Grewal Grant McNally Larry Spencer
Garry Breitkreuz Deborah Grey Réal Ménard Guy St—=Julien
Chuck Cadman Monique Guay Val Meredith Darrel Stinson
Serge Cardin Art Hanger Rob Merrifield Peter Stoffer
Bill Casey Richard Harris Bob Mills Chuck Strahl
Rick Casson Grant Hill James Moore Y olande Thibeault
David Chatters Howard Hilstrom Deepak Obhrai Myron Thompson
Paul Créte Betty Hinton Brian Pallister Vic Toews
John Cummins Rahim Jaffer Jim Pankiw Maurice Vellacott
Stockwell Day Dale Johnston Charlie Penson Randy White
Odina Desrochers Jason Kenney Joe Peschisolido Ted White
John Duncan Rick Laliberte Dick Proctor John Williams
Reed Elley Raymond Lavigne James Rajotte Lynne Yelich
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STANDING JOINT COMMITTEES
LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT

Chair: Joint Vice—Chair:

Representing the Senate: Representing the House of Commons:

The Honourable Senators
Carolyn Bennett Jim Karygiannis
Robert Bertrand Raymond Lavigne
Rick Borotsik Wendy Lill
Marlene Catterall Gurbax Malhi
Brenda Chamberlain Jerry Pickard
Marcel Gagnon Louis Plamondon
Grant Hill Jacques Saada
Betty Hinton Darrel Stinson
Associate Members

Jim Abbott Brian Fitzpatrick Peter MacKay John Reynolds

Diane Ablonczy Paul Forseth Preston Manning Gerry Ritz

Rob Anders Cheryl Gallant Inky Mark Benoit Sauvageau

David Anderson Peter Goldring Keith Martin Werner Schmidt

Roy Bailey Jim Gouk Grant McNally Carol Skelton

Leon Benoit Gurmant Grewal Val Meredith Monte Solberg

Garry Breitkreuz Deborah Grey Rob Merrifield Kevin Sorenson

Andy Burton Art Hanger Bob Mills Larry Spencer

Chuck Cadman Richard Harris James Moore Chuck Strahl

Rick Casson Jay Hill Deepak Obhrai Myron Thompson

David Chatters Howard Hilstrom Brian Pallister Vic Toews

John Cummins Rahim Jaffer Jim Pankiw Maurice Vellacott

Libby Davies Dale Johnston Charlie Penson Randy White

Stockwell Day Jason Kenney Joe Peschisolido Ted White

John Duncan Gary Lunn James Rajotte John Williams

Reed Elley James Lunney Scott Reid Lynne Yelich

Ken Epp

(16)




OFFICIAL LANGUAGES

Chair: Joint Vice-Chair:
Representing the Senate: Representing the House of Commons:
The Honourable Senators
Mauril Bélanger John Herron (16)
Eugeéne Bellemare Rahim Jaffer
Ray Bonin Raymond Lavigne
Sarmite Bulte Dan McTeague
Claude Drouin Scott Reid
Christiane Gagnon Benoit Sauvageau
John Godfrey Larry Spencer
Yvon Godin Y olande Thibeault
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Brian Fitzpatrick Preston Manning James Rajotte
Diane Ablonczy Paul Forseth Richard Marceau John Reynolds
Rob Anders Cheryl Gallant Inky Mark Gerry Ritz
David Anderson Peter Goldring Keith Martin Werner Schmidt
André Bachand Jim Gouk Philip Mayfield Carol Skelton
Roy Bailey Gurmant Grewal Grant McNally Monte Solberg
Leon Benoit Deborah Grey Val Meredith Kevin Sorenson
Garry Breitkreuz Art Hanger Rob Merrifield Darrel Stinson
Andy Burton Richard Harris Bob Mills Chuck Strahl
Chuck Cadman Grant Hill James Moore Myron Thompson
Rick Casson Jay Hill Lorne Nystrom Vic Toews
David Chatters Howard Hilstrom Deepak Obhrai Suzanne Tremblay
Joe Comartin Betty Hinton Brian Pallister Maurice Vellacott
John Cummins Dale Johnston Jim Pankiw Randy White
Stockwell Day Jason Kenney Charlie Penson Ted White
John Duncan Gary Lunn Joe Peschisolido John Williams
Reed Elley James Lunney Louis Plamondon Lynne Yelich
Ken Epp
SCRUTINY OF REGULATIONS
Chair: Joint Vice—Chair:
Representing the Senate: Representing the House of Commons:
The Honourable Senators
Sue Barnes Paul Macklin a7
Paul Bonwick Lynn Myers
Jean—Guy Carignan Lorne Nystrom
Joe Comuzzi Jim Pankiw
John Cummins Werner Schmidt
Michel Guimond Greg Thompson
Gar Knutson Tom Wappel
Robert Lanct6t Ted White
Derek Lee
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Brian Fitzpatrick Gary Lunn Scott Reid
Diane Ablonczy Paul Forseth James Lunney John Reynolds
Rob Anders Cheryl Gallant Preston Manning Gerry Ritz
David Anderson Peter Goldring Inky Mark Carol Skelton
Roy Bailey Jim Gouk Keith Martin Monte Solberg
Michel Bellehumeur Gurmant Grewal Philip Mayfield Kevin Sorenson
Leon Benoit Deborah Grey Grant McNally Larry Spencer
Garry Breitkreuz Art Hanger Val Meredith Darrel Stinson
Scott Brison Richard Harris Rob Merrifield Chuck Strahl
Andy Burton Grant Hill Bob Mills Myron Thompson
Chuck Cadman Jay Hill James Moore Vic Toews
Rick Casson Howard Hilstrom Deepak Obhrai Maurice Vellacott
David Chatters Betty Hinton Brian Pallister Pierrette Venne
Stockwell Day Rahim Jaffer Charlie Penson Randy White
John Duncan Dale Johnston Joe Peschisolido John Williams
Reed Elley Jason Kenney James Rajotte Lynne Yelich
Ken Epp Ghislain Lebel
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The Speaker

HoON. PETER MILLIKEN

Panels of Chairmen of Legislative Committees

The Deputy Speaker and Chairman of Committees of the Whole

MR. BoB KILGER

The Deputy Chairman of Committees of the Whole

MR. REGINALD BELAIR

The Assistant Deputy Chairman of Commitees of the Whole

Ms. ELENI BAKOPANOS



The Right Hon. Jean Chrétien
The Hon. Herb Gray

The Hon. David Collenette
The Hon. David Anderson
The Hon. Ralph Goodale

The Hon. Brian Tobin

The Hon. Sheila Copps

The Hon. John Manley

The Hon. Paul Martin

The Hon. Arthur Eggleton
The Hon. Anne McLellan
The Hon. Allan Rock

The Hon. Lawrence MacAulay
The Hon. Alfonso Gagliano
The Hon. Lucienne Robillard
The Hon. Martin Cauchon

The Hon. Jane Stewart
The Hon. Stéphane Dion

The Hon. Pierre Pettigrew
The Hon. Don Boudria
The Hon. Lyle Vanclief
The Hon. Herb Dhaliwal
The Hon. Ronald Duhamel

The Hon. Claudette Bradshaw
The Hon. Robert Nault

The Hon. MariaMinna

The Hon. Elinor Caplan

The Hon. Sharon Carstairs
The Hon. Robert Thibault
The Hon. Ethel Blondin-Andrew
The Hon. Hedy Fry

The Hon. David Kilgour

The Hon. Jim Peterson

The Hon. Andy Mitchell

The Hon. Gilbert Normand
The Hon. Denis Coderre
The Hon. Rey Pagtakhan
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THE MINISTRY

According to precedence

Prime Minister

Deputy Prime Minister
Minister of Transport
Minister of the Environment

Minister of Natural Resources and Minister responsible for the Canadian
Wheat Board

Minister of Industry

Minister of Canadian Heritage

Minister of Foreign Affairs

Minister of Finance

Minister of National Defence

Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada

Minister of Health

Solicitor General of Canada

Minister of Public Works and Government Services

President of the Treasury Board and Minister responsible for Infrastructure

Minister of National Revenue and Secretary of State (Economic
Development Agency of Canada for the Regions of Quebec)

Minister of Human Resources Devel opment

President of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada and Minister of
Intergovernmenta Affairs

Minister for International Trade

Leader of the Government in the House of Commons
Minister of Agriculture and Agri—Food

Minister of Fisheries and Oceans

Minister of Veterans Affairs and Secretary of State (Western Economic
Diversification) (Francophonie)

Minister of Labour

Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Development
Minister for International Cooperation

Minister of Citizenship and Immigration

Leader of the Government in the Senate

Minister of State (Atlantic Canada Opportunities Agency)
Secretary of State (Children and Y outh)

Secretary of State (Multiculturalism) (Status of Women)
Secretary of State (Latin America and Africa)

Secretary of State (International Financial Institutions)

Secretary of State (Rural Development) (Federal Economic Development
Initiative for Northern Ontario)

Secretary of State (Science, Research and Devel opment)
Secretary of State (Amateur Sport)
Secretary of State (Asia—Pacific)
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PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARIES

Joe Jordan

Brent St. Denis
Karen Redman
Benoit Serré
John Cannis
Sarmite Bulte
Denis Paradis
Roy Cullen

John O’ Reilly
John Maloney
Yvon Charbonneau
Lynn Myers
Paul Szabo

Alex Shepherd
Sophia Leung
Raymonde Folco
Bill Matthews

Patrick O’'Brien
Derek Lee

Larry McCormick
Lawrence O'Brien
Carmen Provenzano
Judi Longfield
John Finlay

Eugene Bellemare
Mark Assad

to Prime Minister

to Minister of Transport

to Minister of the Environment

to Minister of Natural Resources

to Minister of Industry

to Minister of Canadian Heritage

to Minister of Foreign Affairs

to Minister of Finance

to Minister of National Defence

to Minister of Justice and Attorney General of Canada
to Minister of Health

to Solicitor Genera of Canada

to Minister of Public Works and Government Services
to President of the Treasury Board

to Minister of National Revenue

to Minister of Human Resources Devel opment

to President of the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada and Minister of
Intergovernmental Affairs

to Minister for International Trade

to Leader of the Government in the House of Commons
to Minister of Agriculture and Agri—Food

to Minister of Fisheries and Oceans

to Minister of Veterans Affairs

to Minister of Labour

to Minister of Indian Affairs and Northern Devel opment
to Minister for International Cooperation

to Minister of Citizenship and Immigration
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