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HOUSE OF COMMONS

Friday, March 23, 2001

The House met at 10 am.

Prayers

® (1005)

Mr. Peter MacKay: Mr. Speaker, | rise on a point of order. |
would ask the Chair to seek unanimous consent, given the grave
and extremely urgent implications of information that is now in the
public sphere, that the Prime Minister be asked to appear before the
House of Commons to make a public statement answering to the
allegations that are before the public.

The Deputy Speaker: Does the hon. member for Pictou—Anti-
gonish—Guysborough have consent?

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

GOVERNMENT ORDERS
[English]

JUDGES ACT

The House resumed from March 22 consideration of the motion
that Bill C-12, an act to amend the Judges Act and to amend
another act in consequence, be read the second time and referred to
a committee.

The Deputy Speaker: Is the House ready for the question?
Some hon. members: Question.
® (1010)

The Deputy Speaker: The question is on the motion. Is it the
pleasure of the House to adopt the motion?

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

The Deputy Speaker: All those in favour of the motion will
please say yea.
Some hon. members. Yea

The Deputy Speaker: All those opposed will please say nay.

Some hon. members: Nay.
The Deputy Speaker: In my opinion the nays have it.
And more than five members having risen:

The Deputy Speaker: Pursuant to Standing Order 45 the
division stands deferred until Monday, March 26, at the ordinary
hour of daily adjournment.

* Kk %

CANADA FOUNDATION FOR SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT TECHNOLOGY ACT

The House proceeded to the consideration of Bill C-4, an act to
establish a foundation to fund sustainable development technology,
as reported (with amendment) from the committee.

SPEAKER'SRULING

The Deputy Speaker: This is the ruling concerning the groups
at report stage of Bill C-4, an act to establish a foundation to fund
sustainable development technology.

[Tranglation]

There are 12 motions on the notice paper relating to the report
stage of Bill C-4.

As | mentioned in my statement of March 21, the Chair does not
intend to provide justification for the selection of amendments, or
reasons for the non-selection of amendments, except where thisis
deemed necessary or appropriate.

Since this is the first report stage ruling since my statement, |
feel that it would be appropriate to briefly outline my approach to
this bill.

[English]

The Standing Committee on Aboriginal Affairs, Northern Devel-
opment and Natural Resources considered this bill at clause by
clause on March 15. This was prior to the statement that | made in
the House outlining the guidelines that | will be following for the
selection of motions at report stage. Since members could not have
known about the new application of these guidelines at that time, |
intend to be more generous in exercising my discretionary powers
of selection.

Therefore motions which could have been proposed in commit-
tee stage but were not will be entertained on this occasion.
However, in keeping with the note to Standing Order 76.1(5),
motions which were defeated in committee will not be entertained
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once again at report stage. Consequently five of the motions
submitted by the hon. member for South Shore at report stage,
namely Motions Nos. 2, 5, 7, 11 and 12, will not be selected for
debate because they were defeated in committee.

[Translation]

Seven motions will be selected for debate in three separate
groups. The voting patterns for the motions within each group are
available at the Table. The Chair will remind the House of each
pattern at the time of voting.

[English]
YOUTH CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT

BILL C-7—NOTICE OF TIME ALLOCATION

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | rise on a point of order. An
agreement could not be reached under the provisions of Standing
Orders 78(1) and 78(2) with respect to the second reading of Bill
C-7, an act in respect of criminal justice for young persons and to
amend and repeal other acts.

Therefore, under the provisions of Standing Order 78(3), | give
notice that a minister of the crown will propose at the next sitting a
motion to allot a specific number of days or hours for the
consideration and disposal of proceedings at the said stage.

Mr. Darrel Stinson: Mr. Speaker, | rise on a point of order.
Could you clarify what the government House leader just said? Did
he just put closure on the House?

® (1015)

The Deputy Speaker: | believe the member would like to get
into adebate. To put it very briefly, it was atime allocation motion,
yes.

[Tranglation]

CANADA FOUNDATION FOR SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT TECHNOLOGY ACT

The House resumed consideration of Bill C-4, an act to establish
a foundation to fund sustainable development technology, as
reported (with amendment) from the committee.

MOTIONSIN AMENDMENT

Mr. Serge Cardin (Sherbrooke, BQ) moved:
Motion No. 1

That Bill C-4, in Clause 2, be amended by replacing lines 26 to 29 on page 1 and
lines 1 and 2 on page 2 with the following:

*“(b) meets any criteria of eligibility established under section 18.1; and”

Motion No. 6

That Bill C-4 be amended by adding after line 15 on page 11 the following new
clause:

*18.1 The Foundation, the Governor in Council and a provincid minister
responsible for the environment may, by unanimous consent, establish criteria of
eligibility to be met by the eligible recipients who carry on or will carry on eligible
projects primarily in the province of that minister.”

Mr. Rick Borotsik (Brandon—Souris, PC) moved:
Motion No. 10

That Bill C-4, in Clause 30, be amended by replacing lines 41 and 42 on page 16
with the following:

*“(c) adetailed statement of eligible projects for which funding was provided and
of the extent to which those projects may lead to measurable gainsin respect to air
quality and sustainable development;”

[English]

He said: Mr. Speaker, | rise in support of my colleague, the
member for South Shore, who has been very instrumental in the
clause by clause consideration of this piece of legisation, Bill C-4,
in committee. The member for Pictou—Antigonish—Guyshbo-
rough, and | on his behalf, put forward an amendment that did not
go to the committee. | thank the Speaker for his ruling that the
amendment should, and well could be, placed on the floor.

As | indicated earlier this morning to the Minister of Natura
Resources, there are some good amendments that come forward
from the opposition side, and this is one of those amendments.

As the member for South Shore has indicated, there should be a
detailed statement of eligible projects for which funding was
provided. This speaks to the issue of the funding that has been put
forward in the legislation. It has atendency not to alow projects to
have a closed portion of the funding. Also, thereis a section which
speaks to access to information where there should be transparen-

cy.

We have talked quite frequently in the House about the openness
and transparency of the government. Certainly the foundation
being proposed under the legislation should also fall under the rules
where there should be openness. Public money will be expended
and certainly those funds should be identified by the projects
themselves and come back so that members of parliament recog-
nize exactly how the funds are expended.

| put Motion No. 10 forward on behalf of my colleague. | suspect
the government will look very seriously at passing the amendment.

Mr. David Chatters (Athabasca, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, on the first group of motions, Motions Nos. 1 and 10, we
would support Motion No. 10 and reject Motion No. 1. Motion
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No. 1 in the name of the Bloc member just adds further confusion
and vagueness to the whole hill.

The intent of the bill and what it hopes to achieve are certainly
honourable, and our party wanted very much to support the bill.
However when we look at the bill and analyseit, it is so vague that
it appears deliberately designed to allow huge discretion in not only
the criteria of the projects, but also the people who receive funding
to undertake the projects.

® (1020)

The criteria that apply to those people is wide open. There does
not seem to be any kind of criteria. As the auditor general noted in
his last report to the House, there are serious deficiencies in the
quality of government appointments to some of the boards and a
lack of expertise. The bill is very vague and loose on who might
qualify as a member of the foundation, a member of the board or
the chair of the board.

The bill needs tightening up and cleaning up. One example of
that need is the fact that the minister and the government have
amended the bill four or five times in committee and now in the
report stage. That is quite extraordinary. The minister presents a
bill to the House and then, before the bill even finishes the process,
sees flaws and amends the bill in a number of areas. It is very
loosely worded.

I will return to Motion No. 1. | have huge problems with the idea
of the Bloc including the provincia environment minister in
establishing criteria for the project or group to be funded. We
would have a piece of legislation with different criteriain al 10
provinces. | cannot see how that could possibly work. If there is
one thing we need here it is more clarity and consistency, not less.

However | think Motion No. 10 is perfectly valid. In an effort to
tighten up the hill, at least to some degree, we in the Progressive
Conservative Party ask that the eligibility criteria be included.
Then we could al assessit here in the House, have alook at it and
make amendments and recommendations on how the criteria could
be better applied. | think that is a perfectly valid suggestion. We
certainly will support Motion No. 10.

I will speak further on the other groups as we get to them.

[Translation]

Mr. Serge Cardin (Sherbrooke, BQ): Mr. Speaker, first off, let
us say that Bill C-4 provides for the establishment of afoundation,
so we should oppose it right from the start.

Why should we oppose it? Because the Bloc Quebecois has
certain concerns about the creation of foundations. We have
already had experience with the millennium scholarships founda-
tion, which involves an area under the jurisdiction of a province,
Quebec.
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Obviously the points of concern and the Bloc's position relate
primarily to the division of jurisdictions. Quebec aready has
foundations for environmental action.

The matter of concentration of power in a foundation is also of
some concern. There will be an opportunity to develop this alittle
more later.

The definition of the expressions is also another matter. The bill
refersto “eligible project” and “criteria of eligibility” . There was
a nationa issue table on the environment and there are fairly
substantial inequalities in this regard.

As concerns Motion No. 1, subclause 18(1) talks of meeting the
eligibility criteria it sets out. As | was saying earlier, subclause
18(1) is not necessarily very clear about work or criteria.

Even though the government’s intentions in establishing a
foundation are noble, Quebec aready has foundations for the
environment, o it is understandabl e that our intention isto avoid a
duplication of efforts.

® (1025)

When it comes to the environment intentions are always noble,
but we wonder about the process. Right now we can see that there
will again be duplication. We have no details on eligible projects
and on criteria of eligibility. At this point we are still in the dark,
which means that there will certainly be an abuse of power, given
the provisions of the hill.

For al intents and purposes, the Prime Minister will appoint
seven members to the foundation who in turn will appoint eight
other members. The Prime Minister will again be able to appoint
people. As the auditor general often pointed out in his reports and
recommendations, those appointed to various foundations and
organizations should first have the required qualifications, instead
of being close friends.

Let uslook at Motion No. 6, which deals with subclause 18(1). It
proposes the following wording for that clause:

18(1) The Foundation, the Governor in Council and a provincial minister
responsible for the environment may, by unanimous consent, establish criteria of
eligibility to be met by the eligible recipients who carry on or will carry on eligible
projects primarily in the province of that minister.

This was one of the first concerns that | expressed to the House:
duplication and up to a point interference.

Things should be clear. Even though the foundation’s ultimate
goal is a noble one, provincia foundations including those in
Quebec aso have major environmental concerns. In order to avoid
duplication it is obvious that ideally the provinces should have the
right to opt out with full compensation so that they can decide on
fundamental measures regarding the environment.
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| submitted a number of motions to the committee in that
regard. Some members of the committee told me that such
changes would be too substantial. These changes would not have
substantially affected the noble objectives relating to the environ-
ment. However, from an operational point of view, these changes
were obviously major ones. The changes proposed in the amend-
ments did respect jurisdictions and sought to avoid duplication.

When a government reaches the point where it collects way too
much tax, given its mandates and responsibilitiesit always ends up
intruding on something. The foundations are a prime example of
that.

Under the bill the government is prepared to invest over $110
million. Again, this is not enough. At one point during the
consultation process it was said that an investment of close to $1.3
billion was required for new technologies and sustainable devel op-
ment so as to fight greenhouse gases.

| believe, therefore, that the amendment contained in Motion No.
6 concerning subclause 18(1) is relevant, helps respect jurisdic-
tions, and will enable usto prevent duplication so that the priorities
of the provinces and of Quebec will be better served. The founda-
tion’s objectives, | repeat and will continue to repeat, are noble
ones. There is money available, but people are aready working
hard in these areas. They have the expertise and the know-how to
identify their priorities.

Obviously we agree with the motions in Group No. 1, that is
Motions Nos. 1, 6 and 10. Motion No. 10 moved by the member for
South Shore also meets with our approval because during a meeting
of the committee we moved a similar motion telling the govern-
ment that the foundation would have to put in place screening
mechanisms.

 (1030)

If the federal government puts large amounts into intentions—
obviously thereis even applied research—and only into intentions,
there is a strong risk that money will be spent in sectors or on
studies that will go nowhere.

What is needed is some screening within the foundation with
respect to eligible projects, criteria and results. It goes without
saying that this is important and we also support this motion.

The Bloc Quebecois will oppose the establishment of this
foundation because it does not respect jurisdictions. It does not
prevent duplication and it perhaps does not respect other priorities.
It is very vague in terms of eligible projects and criteria, with the
result that directions are not clear. In addition, people will be
appointed to this foundation who also do not know what direction
they will head in, but who will know very soon when the Prime
Minister has had a word with them.

We will therefore be supporting Motions Nos. 1, 6 and 10.

[English]

Mr. Gurmant Grewal (Surrey Central, Canadian Alliance):
Mr. Speaker, | am pleased to participate in the debate today on
behalf of the people of Surrey Central to debate, at report stage,
Bill C-4, an act to establish a foundation to fund sustainable
development technology.

Just to remind members, as well as the people who are watching
the debate today, in the 2000 federal budget the Liberals announced
that they would be creating a sustainable development technology
fund and that they had earmarked $100 million ininitial funding to
the sustainable development technology fund. It was a very good
initiative that should have been taken along time ago, but they took
eight or nine years to implement their own red book one promise.

For the benefit of those who are watching, 10 amendments have
been put forward at report stage. They are grouped into three
different groups. In the first group we are debating Motions Nos. 1,
6 and 10.

Members of the Canadian Alliance support the intent of Bill C-4
but we have a few reservations and some amendments to suggest
dealing with the non-involvement of the auditor general in the
whole process. We are also concerned with the patronage appoint-
ments to the board of directors. We feel that the government is
using this bill for patronage appointments of failed candidates.

With respect to Motions Nos. 1, 6 and 10, Motions Nos. 1 and 6
arevery similar in nature. They would bring provincia ministers of
environment into all discussions regarding the criteria of eligibility
for receiving funds. Being so, it would introduce different criteria
of acceptance into every province, The 10 different provinces may
have 10 different criteria, that is the potential.

The bill desperately needs uniformity. It is so poorly worded and
poorly drafted that even the minister has had to put forward
amendments at this late stage in the debate. We believe that the
uniformity, which is desperately needed in the bill, may be lost
when different criteria for funding are applied to different prov-
inces and territories. By alowing these amendments to pass, it
would make aready cumbersome legislation much more clumsy
and difficult to deliver. Therefore, the Canadian Alliance will be
voting against Motions Nos. 1 and 6.

® (1035)

We will be supporting Motion No. 10, which was moved by the
Progressive Conservative Party member, because it attempts to
curtail some of the vaguenessin the bill by including the eligibility
criteria for receiving funds.
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On behalf of the people of Surrey Central, | will be pleased to
support Motion No. 10 and oppose Motions No. 1 and 6. | will
keep the rest of my comments in reserve until the bill comes back
to the House for third reading.

[Tranglation]

Ms. Jocelyne Girard-Bujold (Jonquiere, BQ): Mr. Speaker, |
am pleased to speak to Bill C-4 this morning. This bill seeks to
establish afoundation to fund technological support for sustainable
environment. We are currently at report stage and we are debating
Motions Nos. 1, 6 and 10.

Before telling the House how the government should have dealt
with these amendments, let me say that sustainable development is
an issue about which | care a great deal. It isimportant to provide
sound development and a sound environment, for ourselves and for
future generations.

However, we must recognize that the federal government is
putting this priority behind its visibility. The bill creates new
duplication and intrudes on provincia jurisdictions. Thiswill have
a negative impact on the protection of the environment and on
sustainable development.

Once again, the federal government is opting for confrontation
instead of co-operation with the provinces. Unfortunately, this
cavalier attitude has become a trademark of the Liberas. The
creation of the foundation is yet another example, after the
millennium scholarships and the legislation on endangered species.
Do not get me wrong: | support sustainable development.

What | am objecting to today is this unacceptable duplication by
the federal government. Let us take the case of the endangered
species. We al know that habitat protection is a provincial
jurisdiction. The Minister of the Environment has introduced a bill,
now in committee, that protects habitats but not species on federal
crown lands. There is an inconsistency here.

Someone suggested this analogy earlier. The federal government
is behaving like a parent who tells his neighbour how to raise his
kids but is incapable of parenting his own properly. It is not
surprising that groups such as the Sierra Club have given the
federal government a failing grade as far as environmental protec-
tion is concerned.

In short, the federal government is only concerned about visibili-
ty, not about funding sustainable development technology. This
dear government is so proud of waving its beautiful red and white
flag in every part of the country but what it isreally involved inis
nation building, desperately trying to create a Canadian identity.

To take another example of development, this time one related to
the economic development of the regions of Quebec, at the present

Government Orders

time the federal government is financing the CFDCs, the Commu-
nity Futures Development Corporations, to the tune of more than
$100 million yearly. Yet the government of Quebec already has
regional development mechanisms of its own.

Then there are the CLDs. Instead of following the Quebec trend
of alowing considerable leeway for concerted efforts at the
regional level, the federal government is focusing everything on
the centre, that is Ottawa, while disguising this operation by a
series of initiatives targeting specific groups.

The most indecent thing is that the federal government imposes
criteria of visibility in its contracts. Of the four economic develop-
ment agencies in Canada, only the one for Quebec is under the
responsibility of the Minister of National Revenue. It requires the
Canadian flag to be raised in exchange for funding. This is what
makes me say that the federal government is more concerned with
its visibility than with regional development and the examples of
this keep on increasing.

It is clear that the funds allocated to the foundation responsible
for funding sustainable development will be tied to the same
mandate: acting as a foil to the foundation that already exists in
Quebec.

© (1040)

| point out that the Quebec Fonds d' action pour le développe-
ment durable has a budget of $45 million to integrate and promote
sustainable development and establish ecological infrastructures
and biodiversity, that it is experimenting with technology which
has an environmental impact, and that it provides fellowships and
internships.

Having seen the success of the Quebec model, the federa
government is trying to duplicate it from scratch at the federal
level. If the Liberals were really serious in their desire to promote
sustainable development, they would have acted together with
Quebec. But no. Once again the story is confrontation, as in the
case of the millennium scholarships. Instead of creating a founda
tion the federal government should send money to the provincia
organi zations working toward the same goal as foreseen at the issue
table and having the expertise.

The members of this foundation would practically all be ap-
pointed by the governor in council. The bill provides that the
governor in council, on the recommendation by the minister, shall
appoint 7 of the 15 directors of the foundation. However, the other
eight are appointed by them, by those appointed by the governor in
council. How ridiculous. Finally, the chairperson and all the
directors can be removed for cause by the governor in council.
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This method of appointment seems to be a roundabout way for
the federal government to hang on to the reins in an area of
provincia jurisdiction and to maintain control over an organization
that would not be accountable to parliament. As| said earlier, | am
in no way opposed to sustainable development.

Through the very able member for Sherbrooke, the Bloc Quebe-
cois is moving various amendments, the purpose of which is to
improve the bill and to alow the Quebec fund to continue to
operate independently of the federal government.

We are asking that those provinces that so request, or Quebec
anyway, should be able to opt out with full compensation, i.e. 25%
of the fund, so as to prevent amounts being paid to an eligible
recipient when a similar project already exists in the province
concerned. In this case, the amount should go to the already
existing projects, first, if the province concerned so requests and,
second, if it justifies its need for additional funding in terms of
objectives set at the beginning of the project.

In addition, through the voice of our very able colleague, the
member for Sherbrooke, we wish to include a clause requiring that
the members and directors of the Canadian foundation be bilingual
and, finaly, that documents produced by the organization be
accessible in both French and English.

I will stop here. The hill, as drafted, does not require the
organization to be bilingual, which is unacceptable. We all know
that the Liberals are completely incapable of ensuring the survival
of French outside Quebec. Furthermore, the official languages
commissioner observes year after year that the Liberals are not
taking corrective action. They have awonderful opportunity here to
do something about this state of affairs by supporting our amend-
ment.

In short, | will conclude by saying that, through this bill, the
government is trying to raise its visibility in exchange for protect-
ing the environment. All the federal government is doing is hurting
Canadians: millennium scholarships, regional development. Once
again, it has faled, as it did so monumentally in the case of
reducing greenhouse gas emissions.

[English]

Hon. Ralph Goodale (Minister of Natural Resources and
Minister responsible for the Canadian Wheat Board, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | am very pleased to take part in this detailed discussion
about some of the aspects of Bill C-4.

| note that when the bill was debated at second reading and, for
the most part, when the bill was before the committee, there was a
great deal of positive commentary, not only from government
members but also from members of the opposition, about what the
legislation is intending to accomplish.

While some of the remarks made today have been critical and
some, quite frankly, entirely off the mark, there has been, at least
with most members, an undertone of support for what is being
attempted here, the objectives of the legidation.

Specificaly, with respect to Motions No. 1, 6, and 10 that we
now have before us, Motions No. 1 and 6 are an effort to identify in
the internal operations of the proposed fund and foundation a
specific role for provincial ministers of the environment.

® (1045)

Quite frankly, | tend to agree with the remarks made by members
of the Canadian Alliance and for the Conservative Party that such a
technique would lend itself to the possibility of fragmentation, to
potential confusion and perhaps even inconsistency as to what the
foundation is attempting to accomplish. Therefore, | do not support
Motions Nos. 1 and 6.

However, there are other reasons why | would not recommend
Motions Nos. 1 and 6 to the House. First, this legislation is based
upon more than two years of the most open, transparent and
comprehensive consultation that has probably been undertaken
with respect to any legislation. The provinces were thoroughly
involved in that process, the municipalities were involved, the
private sector was involved, academic institutions were involved
and non-governmental organizations were involved. Every aspect
of Canadian life was consulted in that two year process and the
sustainable development technology foundation is the product of
that process in which al of those players participated. The con-
sultation was very thorough and included all of the provinces as
well as Quebec.

When we announced the Canadian action plan with respect to
climate change last fall, which included the concept of the sustain-
able development technology fund and foundation, the Minister of
the Environment and | immediately took that concept to a joint
meeting of ministers of energy and the environment that involved
al of our colleagues, federally, provincially and territorialy. At
that meeting where all of this was discussed, the chair, who was the
minister from the province of Quebec, was exceedingly supportive
of what was being proposed in relation to our action plan and al of
the other various elements of the approach that we are taking with
respect to climate change.

Therefore, | can say with full confidence that the provinces have
been engaged with respect to this process and have been very
supportive with respect to the concept of a sustainable development
technology fund and foundation.

| would also add that the process of consultation is not yet over.
We have established a national implementation strategy. We have
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established a process of rolling three year business plans to
continue the work with respect to all of the initiatives we would
undertake with respect to climate change so the provinces and all
other stakeholders would have further ample, ongoing opportuni-
ties to have input and be a part of this whole process.

Therefore, again | would say, based on that consultation which
has taken place, based on the fact that consultations will continue
through the national implementation strategy process, based on the
need for national consistency, which | mentioned at the outset, and
based on the very practical fact that this is a foundation at arm’s
length from government, meaning not only the Government of
Canada but the governments of the provinces too, it seems to me
that Motions Nos. 1 and 6 should not be accepted by the House and
that the structure that has been described in the legislation itself
should be proceeded with.

On Mation No. 10, | would simply make the point that the gist of
the motion is aready covered in the legisation itself. In other
words, Motion No. 10 is redundant. Bill C-4 requires annua
reporting on the foundation’s activities. That reporting must in-
clude, among other things: the foundation's audited financial
statements; detailed statements on the foundation’s investment
portfolio and its funding activities; a statement of the foundation’s
plans for fulfilling the objectives of the fund for future years; and
an evaluation of the overall results achieved by the funding of
projects year by year and accumulatively since the very start of the
foundation.

® (1050)

If we read what is actually proposed in Motion No. 10 with a
proposed change to clause 30(1)(c), it seems to me that in the
language of the legislation every point that has been suggested and
the amendment is aready covered in the bill itself.

The reporting that would be required of the foundation would be
made public. It would be tabled in parliament so that members of
parliament would have access to it. If members wished to discuss
that report in detail before any standing committee of the House,
they would be at liberty to do that.

The funding agreement that is contemplated by this legislation
would spell out the requirements of the annual report in detail. In
addition, the funding agreement would call for an independent
interim and final evaluation to ascertain the results that are
achieved, including measurable results against the funds objec-
tives and, of course, the funding agreement would be available to
the auditor general.

I smply make the point that while | understand what the
Conservative amendment is trying to accomplish, al of the things
that are contemplated in the amendment are already embedded in
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the legidation itself. Therefore, the proposed amendment is redun-
dant.

For all of those reasons, | would recommend to members of the
House that Motion Nos. 1, 6 and 10 should be defeated because
they do not add anything that is material or new in terms of this
legislation.

Mr. Ted White (North Vancouver, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, in rising to speak about the motions that are before the
House, | would like to reflect upon the entire bill and the new
crown corporation that would be created.

What | see equivalent to a crown corporation is an entire new
bureaucracy. The minister said it was not a crown corporation. It
would be an entirely new bureaucracy that would need telephone
lines, fax machines, computers, offices, furniture, expense ac-
counts and al sorts of reports. It would be a huge new bureaucracy
that would cost an enormous amount of money for taxpayers when
the government aready has in existence literally hundreds of
organizations that could spend money on grants to deal with the
issues which the bill deals with. It is a waste of taxpayer money.

It would be worse if Motions Nos. 1 and 6 passed because then it
would involve provincial governments. They also would need extra
staff, extra phone lines, extrafax machines and al the other stuff to
make it work. The universities, other crown corporations and
government departments have plenty of staff, many of whom are
probably working on the types of projects that the bill would
facilitate. There is no need to create an entire new bureaucracy.

If the Government of Canada was a corporation, the first thing
management would be asked to do, if someone came with arequest
for this type of project, would be to look at the overall budget of the
corporation and the aims of the corporation to see whether the
project could be carried out using existing staff and facilities. That
is exactly what we should have done instead of creating a whole
new bureaucracy.

Second, if there was no way of doing it without setting up a new
department within the corporation, the management would be
asked to seeif it could get rid of something else that had served out
itsuseful time. Do we see asingle facility disappearing? Do we see
a single dollar being cut from the government expenditures? Not
one dollar is disappearing. All that we see is another bureaucracy,
another kingdom to be built that year after year will ask for more
and more money from the taxpayers' purse.

Why are we doing it? For no other reason than we can because it
is other people’s money. We do not have to ask anybody. The
minister can go ahead, ram it through, set up the new bureaucracy
and, despite his assurances earlier, | have absolutely no doubt nor
would my constituents that there will be a ton of patronage
appointments for that new bureaucracy. You can bet your bippy on
that, Mr. Speaker.
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| have no confidence whatsoever that this new bureaucracy will
achieve the aims that it is set out to do. It will turn out like the
Social Sciences and Humanities Research Council, a totaly
unaccountable body that blows away $120 million a year with
nobody able to obtain information about what it does and with no
accountability. For years | tried to get information about specific
grants that were given out by SSHRC. It is absolutely hopeless. |
cannot get past the bureaucratic walls that are there to find out why
it is wasting money.

The council gave away $2,267,350 for someone to work on the
history of the book in Canada. Do members think they can find
anything that was produced for that $2,267,000? It was a complete
waste of taxpayers dollars.

How about the $62,000 for an investigation of the motivations
underlying undergraduates alcohol consumption behaviour? How
about the $50,900 for cabarets, nightclubs and burlesque, investi-
gating the subculture of erotic entertainment in post war Vancouv-
er?

If there was even a slim chance that we could get information
about the way this money is being spent, | would feel more
confident about groups like the SSHRC and | would feel a little
more confident that what would be created under the bill would
actually produce something useful.

Let uslook at some other examples from the Socia Sciences and
Humanities Research Council. There was $515,000 spent for the
impact of race and gender on social cohesion in light of globaliza-
tion. There was $16,000 spent for an investigation of attacks on
aristocratic behaviour in 18th century Britain. What use could there
be to the taxpayers of Canada to blow away $16,000 studying
aristocratic behaviour and the attacks on it in Britain in the 18th
century?

These are small components of that $120 million that SSHRC
blew away that could have better been used, even if it went to the
roads in B.C. In the House three weeks ago | asked why B.C. was
been completely cut off highway funding for five years. The $120
million could have widened the Trans-Canada Highway in B.C.
There was $20,000 spent for a study of the changing mode of
reproduction among the resettled forages of Kedah, Malaysia.

Isit any wonder that | get letters from my constituents complain-
ing about the way this place blows away money?

| said earlier in my speech that we do it for no other reason than
we can. If anybody in the House was asked to put in $10 or $20 to
contribute to the $125,000 for the Tell Malada archeological
project investigating the urban life in the semi-arid highlands of
central Jordan, | bet nobody would put $10 in there. They would
not be interested because it would be their own money. That is the
big danger of this hill.

STATEMENTSBY MEMBERS

[English]

WORLD TUBERCULOSIS DAY

Ms. Jean Augustine (Etobicoke—Lakeshore, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, Saturday, March 24 is World Tuberculosis Day. The
theme of this year’s global campaign is “Directly Observed
Treatment, Short-course—TB Cure for all”.

In commemoration of World TB Day, Results Canada and the
Canadian Lung Association hosted an awareness raising breakfast
yesterday, where the Minister for International Cooperation re-
affirmed Canada's commitment of over $32 million to reduce TB
deaths by 50% by the year 2010.

® (1100)

Tuberculosis is killing more people today than ever before. It
knows no borders. It causes two to three million deaths annually
and more than one-third of the world’s population is infected with
tuberculosis.

The World Health Organization in collaboration with various
governments like Canada’s is working to establish a new drug
facility to treat TB. | call on al my colleagues to join the global
campaign to stop TB.

VETERANS AFFAIRS

Mr. Peter Goldring (Edmonton Centre-East, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, how well we attend to the concerns of our
veterans is a measure of our national conscience.

Corporal Christian McEachern of Edmonton is only one of many
who bear deep scars to their health and soul brought on by war
service for our country. Corpora McEachern’s mother is in our
nation’s capital to appeal for our help.

To understand and begin the long process of treatment, we must
first officialy recognize as war veterans those who have experi-
enced the horrors of war. Bullets, terror and contaminants can each
do harm to the human form.

We must do much better for our soldiers. We must recognize all
of our country’s war veterans. We must listen to their calls for help
when they return to their families and homes from missions abroad
for Canada

KIDS HELP PHONE

Mr. Mac Harb (Ottawa Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, Kids Help
Phone is Canada's only national bilingual 24 hour counselling and
referral service for children and youth. Every day Kids Help Phone
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answers  approximately 1,000 calls from children across the
country at 1-800-668-6868.

Last year over 9,500 children in the local area, including many
kids in my riding of Ottawa Centre, turned to Kids Help Phone for
assistance.

This Sunday, March 25, the Ottawa chapter of Kids Help Phone
and Autodesk Canada present “An Evening with Oscar”, an
Academy Awards party in support of Kids Help Phone. Similar
events will be happening in Halifax, St. John’s Newfoundland and
Vancouver.

For more information on being a part of the glitz and glamour of
Oscar night in Ottawa, | invite members to call 860-1529 and
support their local chapter of Kids Help Phone.

[Translation]

CANADIAN SPORTS AWARDS

Mr. Marcel Proulx (Hull—Aylmer, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | rise
today to congratulate all the winners and candidates in the 28th
Canadian Sport Awards held on March 20. Our athletes perform-
ances illustrate the true spirit of sports and make Canada proud.

I would like to pay special tribute to Nancy Lee, the executive
director at CBC sports, who was awarded the commemorative
Frank Ratcliffe award given each year to a person or business that
has contributed in a major way to the Canadian sporting system.

Ms. Lee hasworked for the CBC for many years. In her first year
as the executive director of CBC sports, she raised the profile of
amateur sport coverage and of women in sports.

[English]

| aso congratulate Lori Johnstone, a member of the nationa
women’s racquetball team from 1991 to 1996, for winning the
Johnny F. Bassett memorial award.

WORLD POETRY DAY

Ms. Sarmite Bulte (Parkdale—High Park, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
on Wednesday, March 21, more than 400 people gathered at the
National Library of Canada to celebrate World Poetry Day. The
event, ‘‘Poetry of the Americas”’, featured the reading of a poem
chosen by each of the 26 countries of the Americas.

The event was organized by the National Library of Canadain
co-operation with the Department of Canadian Heritage, the Cana-
dian Commission for UNESCO, and the embassies and high
commissions of the participating countries.

S0.31

Poetry helps us see. It gives usinsight and a better understanding
of how others live the human experience in their culture and in
their place and time. World Poetry Day causes us to reflect on our
humanity and our need for art and beauty. A world without
literature, art, music or poetry would be inconceivably dull.

The arts help us to understand and celebrate our lives as
Canadians. They allow us to share our vision and our values with
the world. We are proud to support and promote poetry and poets
whose words provoke, excite, amuse and enlighten us all.

* k% %

HEALTH

Mr. Kevin Sorenson (Crowfoot, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, farmers are plagued with enough problems negatively
impacting their ability to produce the safe and high quality food
products Canadians have come to expect. We certainly do not need
to import more trouble.

| therefore call upon the government to ensure that the most
stringent and effective precautions are taken to stop foot and mouth
disease from entering into and spreading in the country.

® (1105)

The single largest source of income in the Alberta agriculture
industry is derived from the cattle industry. It would be absolutely
devastating if foot and mouth disease were to strike my province.

Knowing this, my constituents are anxiously calling my office
expressing concerns and asking that British soldiers not be
deployed to camps Wainwright, Suffield and Cold Lake until the
disease is contained in the United Kingdom.

School trips to the United Kingdom are being cancelled. Al-
though greatly disappointed, our students respect and understand
that this sacrifice is necessary to protect the livelihood of their
families and neighbours.

I commend the leadership demonstrated by the school boards,
the teachers and particularly the students of Crowfoot. | call upon
the government to—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Peterborough.

* Kk %

VETERANS AFFAIRS

Mr. Peter Adams (Peterborough, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, Polish
veterans were granted the same rights as Canadian veterans
following World War 1I. This was in recognition of the extraordi-
nary service and sacrifice of Polish troops during that war. Yet
since 1995, Polish veterans have not been admitted to Ste. Anne's
Veterans Hospital. Are our memories so short that we have aready
forgotten these veterans and what they did for the free world?
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| urge that Polish veterans in Canada be given full veterans
rights immediately. These veterans deserve the wholehearted
support of the House of Commons. Let us act on this while there
is still time.

[Translation]

JEAN-GUY LABRECQUE

Mr. Serge Cardin (Sherbrooke, BQ): Mr. Speaker, on the
occasion of the International Day for the Elimination of Racial
Discrimination, awards were given out by the Comité de vigilance
et d'action pour I’harmonisation des relations interculturelles en
Estrie.

These awards are public recognition for achievement or exem-
plary commitment against racism. They recognize the action of
people who have shown interest in preventing and fighting racism
in our community.

Thisyear, the award in the individual category went to Jean-Guy
Labrecque, an electrician and a very committed volunteer in his
parish. He won this award for his work in his community to
integrate groups of immigrants from the former Yugoslavia and
Burundi.

In many instances, he had personal contact with these people and
helped them integrate. Hisinitiative shows us that little things done
every day contribute to preventing racism and discrimination.

On behalf of the people of the riding of Sherbrooke, | offer my
warmest congratul ations—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Edmonton—Strath-
cona.

[English]

NOROUZ

Mr. Rahim Jaffer (Edmonton—Strathcona, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, this week many Musliims throughout the
world are celebrating Norouz, meaning new day, marking the first
day of the year according to the Persian calendar. Families meet to
share in celebratory meals, gifts are exchanged and special prayers
are recited for good luck in the new year.

Norouz is a cultura festival that is part of Islam’s respect for
pluralism and diversity and symbolizes hope and new beginnings.
The festival is characterized by common sentiments of joy, renewal
and hope and brings many Muslims together, united by a shared
heritage and allegiance. It also reflects agreat diversity in histories,
language and culture, which results in diverse expressions of this
festival.

Norouz is aso a day of thanksgiving. Muslims count their
blessings and look forward to a new year full of challenges and
opportunities. It is also a commitment of spiritual renewal to see
every day as an occasion to better ourselves.

On behaf of the official opposition, |1 would like to wish all
Muslims in Canada a joyous Norouz and all the best in the new
year.

SPACE STATION MIR

Mr. Mauril Bélanger (Ottawa—Vanier, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
today Mir came back to earth in afiery splash in the South Pacific.
Space station Mir’s planned lifespan was five years. It stayed in
space three times as long, more than 15 years, circling the earth
more than 80,000 times.

Mir welcomed aboard more than 100 people from 11 different
countries. Some stayed a few days, others for months, and cosmo-
naut Sergel Kirkaliev for more than two years.

Canadian astronaut Chris Hadfield visited Mir in the mid-nine-
ties. Fittingly, he will be visiting Mir’'s successor, Internationa
Space Station Alpha, in April when Canadarm 1l is installed.

Some say thisis asad day for space exploration. | disagree. Itis
a day of achievement, a day to acknowledge Russian know-how,
and a day to remember as humanity pursues its quest of the high
frontier.

HUMAN RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT

Mr. Dick Proctor (Palliser, NDP): Mr. Speaker, relatively
recent legislative policy and administrative changes to Canada
pension plan disability benefits are having a devastating impact on
Canadians with disabilities.

More than 200,000 men and women seeking disability benefits
have been denied in the past five years alone, more than two-thirds
of them without even a cursory investigation by HRDC into the
validity of their claims. For those appealing rejection notices, the
process can be incredibly daunting and complex.

 (1110)

The number of appeals is increasing at all levels, but most
appellants are ill prepared and overwhelmed by the process. CPP
disability pensioners attempting to work or participate in the
vocational rehabilitation program are often reassessed with a view
to reclassification and partial or total loss of benefits.

It ishigh time for the minister responsible for HRDC to review a
system that is out of control and stacked totally in favour of saving
money and against helping Canadians who are disabled.
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[Translation]

PREMIER OF QUEBEC

Mr. Marcel Gagnon (Champlain, BQ): Mr. Speaker, yesterday
the premier of Quebec, Bernard Landry, presented a game plan to
alow the people of Quebec to examine their future and select the
political status that will allow them to fully and freely exercise, in
sovereignty, the areas of jurisdiction their development requires.

This game plan includes an update on the Bélanger-Campeau
Commission’'s study of Quebec sovereignty, the creation of a
commission of experts to be headed by taxation specialist Yves
Séguin, on the fiscal imbalance between Ottawa and Quebec, the
setting in motion of a set of vigorous measures in favour of
regional development and social solidarity.

The effect of this speech by the Premier of Quebec on us Bloc
Quebecois MPs is like a deep breath of fresh air. Mr. Landry can
rest assured that we too will put our shouldersto the wheel in order
to fully achieve the potential of Quebec, that is its sovereignty.

[English]

OXFORD

Mr. John Finlay (Oxford, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, on February 21, |
rose to offer best wishes to the Oxford-Zorra Girls Tug of War
Team and the Ingersoll Pipe Band in their trip to Taiwan to
participate in the second annual MacKay Memorial Tug of War
Championship.

| am happy to report that the trip was a great success. The team
and band members were overwhelmed by the hospitality shown by
their Taiwanese hosts. This was due in part because our team and
band represented Oxford county, the birthplace of Presbyterian
missionary Reverend George Leslie MacKay, who is considered a
hero by the Taiwanese. Woodstock mayor John Geoghegan said
that members of the pipe band were treated like The Beatles by
mobs of adoring fans.

Not only was our tug of war team the first ever ladies team to
compete in Asia, they also scored podium finishes in both the
indoor and outdoor competition by winning bronze and silver
respectively.

| wish to extend congratulations to Oxford's newest heroes.

FETAL ALCOHOL SYNDROME

Mr. Peter MacKay (Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough,
PC): Mr. Speaker, fetal alcohol syndrome and fetal alcohol effect,
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or FAS and FAE, are lifelong mental and physical defects that can
occur in individuals whose mothers consume large amounts of
alcohol during pregnancy.

FAS victims are physically and mentally chalenged, as their
brains fail to develop. They often suffer from facial distortions, a
short attention span and hyperactivity aswell as spinal and internal
organ abnormalities.

The effects of alcohol damage are not as apparent in the physical
appearance and mental capacity of FAE victims, but the damage is
apparent in their substantially lower capacity to engage in life
skills.

No one can predict the frequency or severity of FAS and FAE in
babies born to pregnant mothers who drink, yet one thing is certain.
If expectant mothers can refrain from drinking acohol and their
partners are supportive by also choosing to abstain, society can
prevent the needless and permanent victimization of children due
to the tragic indiscretions of their parents.

Education, treatment and research are the answer. We urge the
government to engage and act now.

* x %

WILLIAM B. SUTHERLAND

Ms. Marlene Catterall (Ottawa West—Nepean, Lib.): Mr.
Speaker, | am honoured today to pay tribute to Colonel William B.
“Suds” Sutherland, who died recently.

Colonel Sutherland joined the Canadian forces at the age of 17
during the second world war. His service included Korea, Vietnam
and Maaysia. He was regimental colonel of the Princess Patricia
Canadian Light Infantry.

His service to Canada continued in the public service in senior
positions, including the Privy Council Office.

Bill never retired. He continued to study and teach at Carleton
University, where his family has established an endowment fund in
his name.

I remember Bill Sutherland best as an involved if unlikely
political activist. He did outstanding work on the issues of Cana-
dian children and led the way in making child poverty the top
priority of the Liberal Party and the government.

To Bill’'s wife Helen and his family, | express my sincere
condolences and my deep appreciation for being able to share a part
of his life.

DEWDNEY—ALOQUETTE

Mr. Grant McNally (Dewdney—Alouette, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, the riding of Dewdney—Alouette has once
again lived up to its reputation as the hotbed of high school
basketball in British Columbia.
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The Pitt Meadows Marauders won the inaugural grade eight
boys provincial championship earlier this month. | wish to express
congratulations to coaches Steve Anderson and Rich Goulet and
their hardworking team.

® (1115)

The Heritage Park Highlanders also continued their dominance
as they successfully defended their title as senior girls AAA
basketball champions. Special congratulations go to coach Bruce
Langford, tournament MVP Kim Smith, defensive MVP Sarah
Stroh and the first team all star Katja Fuess. Kudos to the entire
team that is aready favoured at next year’s championships.

Honourable mention also goes to the Maple Ridge Ramblers that
picked up fourth place in the tournament and to the Thomas Haney
Thunder that finished eleventh.

| congratulate all players, coaches and parents that made these
accomplishments possible. Their hard work and determination
have paid off once again.

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

[English]

PRIME MINISTER

Mrs. Diane Ablonczy (Calgary—Nose Hill, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, the Prime Minister has known all along that
he could not let it come out that he had a personal financial stakein
the Grand-Mére Golf Club and that he stood to become more
wealthy by using his influence to pour millions of public dollars
into increasing the value of a nearby hotel.

Now there is new evidence confirming that he had a direct
conflict of interest in the way he used his high office. How could
Canadians trust their affairs to someone who used his power over
their money to feather his own nest?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
what the hon. member has said in her question is not only wrong. In
fact it isaterrible attempt to smear the Prime Minister, without any
factual foundation.

The Prime Minister did not stand to benefit financially from any
representations he made. He was owed a debt. The value of the debt
would not change whether the value of the golf course went up or
whether it went down.

| say to my hon. friend that she exemplifies how desperate she
and her party are in raising these unwarranted assumptions. Why
does she not get back to the real business of the country, the matters
of real concern to Canadians?

Mrs. Diane Ablonczy (Calgary—Nose Hill, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, | guess we have to give the Deputy Prime
Minister an A for effort, but we do not hear any clapping from the
public.

Today's revelations explain why the Prime Minister did not dare
go public with the documents about who really owned the golf
course shares because the facts could not support his version of the
events.

Do not the government and the Prime Minister see how neces-
sary it isto give the truth to Canadians and just deal with thisissue
in an honest and open manner?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the public is obviously and definitely not applauding the Alliance
for its unwarranted assertions. The Alliance is not using these
opportunitiesto talk about the economy. It is not using them to talk
about agriculture. It is not using them to talk about the environ-
ment. It is obviously because the public thinks we are doing a good
job and it is a vote of confidence.

The Prime Minister has been factual. He has been truthful. Those
who are asserting otherwise are terribly wrong, and they should
admit it.

Mrs. Diane Ablonczy (Calgary—Nose Hill, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, surely Canadians deserve better than this
from people they trusted, people they believed, and people, now it
turns out, that were hiding and covering up avery serious situation
where a prime minister was using his public office for his own
persona financia gain, to feather his own nest in retirement.
Canadians need to hear the truth of this matter.

| am asking the Deputy Prime Minister and the Prime Minister to
tell Canadians what really happened, to come clean with all the
documents and all the facts so that this matter—

The Deputy Speaker: Before | give the floor to the Deputy
Prime Minister for hisreply, | remind hon. members that the Chair
can be somewhat generous in terms of the time for questions and
answers, but they should try to stay as close as possible.

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
when it comes to truth, the truth should start in the questions of the
hon. member. What she alleges is not true.

® (1120)

The Prime Minister has been upfront, factual and truthful. He
has said that he has not been involved in any conflict of interest. He
has not done anything contrary to the ethics or the rules in question.

The hon. member ought to recognize that. She is using vague
words. Sheis raising insinuations but she has provided no factsin
support of her insinuations because what she says and implies in
her questions is not true.
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Mr. John Reynolds (West Vancouver—Sunshine Coast, Ca-
nadian Alliance): Mr. Speaker, let us talk about some truth and
some facts. One week ago today, Melissa Marcotte phoned me in
my office, pleading on behalf of the Prime Minister and telling
me her father had been the Prime Minister’'s best friend al his
life. For the 37 years of her life she was like a daughter to the
Prime Minister. Today she is saying ““1 feel | have been made a
fool of. I work for a bank. They may dismiss me”.

| agree with the Deputy Prime Minister that we should be on the
issue of the dollar but, first, should we not hire Ted Hughes as an
independent judge to clear the air on this whole issue?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the first thing the hon. member might do is to ask Ted Hughes to
look into the unwarranted assertions in his questions.

The Prime Minister has stated definitely from his seat in the
House of Commons that he did not own the sharesin question after
he became Prime Minister. Those are the facts. When it comes to
matters of the records of the company in question, he has no right
because he is not a shareholder to have access to these records or
any control over them.

The Prime Minister has been upfront and truthful. | wish it could
be said in the same way of the allegations of the Alliance Party and
the member who has just spoken.

Mr. John Reynolds (West Vancouver—Sunshine Coast, Ca-
nadian Alliance): Mr. Speaker, the Deputy Prime Minister was not
listening. | made no accusations.

| stated that Melissa Marcotte phoned me last Friday as a friend
of the Prime Minister, as she put it, ““to pull my leader off this case
because it was unfair’. Today she is saying ‘| feel | have been
made afool of”. Sheaso said | was trying to clear him now and |
cannot clear him and | do not want to be the one bringing him
down” .

These are serious accusations from a 37 year close personal
friend of the Prime Minister whose father was the Prime Minister’s
best friend. It istime; Canadians have aright to get the clear issues.
Ted Hughes should be hired by the government as an independent
judge, as he has lots of experience, to clear the air once and for all.

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the Prime Minister has cleared the air. He stated the facts from his
place in the House of Commons. The problem is the fog that is
being created by the Alliance Party in its desperate attempt to keep
itself shored up in public opinion. Where does it stand on the
economy? Where does it stand on the environment? Where does it
stand on tax cuts?

None of these things matter to members of that party any more.
Why do they not get real on matters of concern to Canadians? They

Oral Questions

realize there is nothing they can attack because the government is
doing a good job, and in desperation they are turning to these
unwarranted insinuations and innuendoes.

[Translation]

Ms. Caroline St-Hilaire (Longueuil, BQ): Mr. Speaker, in June
1999, the Bloc Quebecois asked the Prime Minister if he was still a
shareholder of the Grand-Meére golf course. The Prime Minister
replied that he had sold his shares in November 1993.

This morning, Mélissa Marcotte, a person close to the Prime
Minister, said that he was still a shareholder of the Grand-Mére
golf course after November 1993. This information was confirmed
by Gilles Corriveau, a spokesman for Louis Michaud, aso a
sharehol der.

Does the Deputy Prime Minister agree that the Prime Minister’s
claim that he sold his shares in 1993 and was therefore not in a
conflict of interest no longer holds, and that he misled the House
and the public at large?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Absolutely
not, Mr. Speaker. Howard Wilson told Newsworld:

| have access to al the documents. | saw all the documents. | was able to examine
them. This is personal information on the parties, including people other than Mr.
Chrétien, but I can confirm to my full satisfaction that his shares were sold in 1993
and that they were never back in his possession.

Ms. Caroline St-Hilaire (Longueuil, BQ): Mr. Speaker, for
over two years now the Bloc Quebecois has been asking the Prime
Minister to table the agreement confirming the sale of his shares.
He has always refused to do so. This morning, Ms. Marcotte and
Mr. Corriveau stated that the Prime Minister had been a sharehold-
er until 1999.

If the Prime Minister refuses to table the bill of sale, isit smply
because this document does not exist and he—and this is clearer
than ever—misled the House and the public?

® (1125)

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
| reject the hon. member’s questions, because they are not based on
facts.

The Prime Minister provided the facts to this House and he has
no authority to have documents published after he has sold his
shares.

Mr. Yvan Loubier (Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, during the election campaign, the Prime Minister again trotted
out the ethics counsellor to improve his image.

Today, in a Toronto newspaper, this same counsellor clearly
admits that the facts are not known to him and that he is far from
being an expert in corporate records, a small detail.
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Will the Deputy Prime Minister admit that the ethics counsellor
is nothing more than a smokescreen, a puppet, who must resign
immediately, and that the Prime Minister can therefore no longer
take cover behind him?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
there is no need to discredit a public servant of long standing who is
doing excellent work. He is doing his job with honesty.

The opposition parties had no problem with the ethics counsellor
when they asked him to conduct investigations. It is only when the
investigations failed to substantiate the opposition’s charges that
they began to discredit the ethics counsellor.

Mr. Yvan Loubier (Saint-Hyacinthe—Bagot, BQ): Mr. Speak-
er, it is necessary to be familiar with corporate records and books to
understand what has gone on since 1993, a small detail.

For several weeks now, the Prime Minister has also been holding
up in his defence the RCMP's opinion that there was nothing to
investigate.

But Melissa Marcotte, whose family holds shares in the golf
club, and Gilles Corriveau, a spokesman for the Michaud family,
and also a shareholder, said that the Prime Minister had been a
shareholder after 1993.

Will the Deputy Prime Minister finally admit that the Prime
Minister can no longer hide behind the RCMP?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
he begins by trying to discredit a public servant of long standing.
Now he is setting out to discredit the RCMP.

The RCMP operates at arm'’s length from the government. It has
doneitsjob. It has said that there were no grounds for continuing to
investigate the matter. This is a fact that the opposition does not
like but it is a fact al the same.

[English]

Mr. Bill Blaikie (Winnipeg—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
oh what a tangled web the government weaves on this. Does the
Deputy Prime Minister not realize that it is the Prime Minister
himself, by refusing to table all the relevant documents, by refusing
to put al the facts on the table, who is holding up the business of
this parliament and of this country?

If he wants to talk about the economy, agriculture, the environ-
ment, free trade and all the things that we want to talk about here
and in fact have kept talking about, it is the Prime Minister who can
release parliament by setting up the independent inquiry we are
asking for today.

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
thereis no reason for an inquiry. The Prime Minister has stated the
facts from his place in the House of Commons. This has been

confirmed by the ethics counsellor. This has also been confirmed
by the decision of the RCMP that thereis no basisto look into the
meatter further.

If the opposition is not asking questions it thinks should be asked
on the economy, on agriculture or on the environment, let it bear
the blame itself. Let it not throw the blame on anyone else.

It is the responsibility of opposition members if they think they
do not need to carry on the work of the country as the opposition.
Let them explain their lack. Let them explain their emptiness. Let
them explain their failure to the Canadian people.

Mr. Bill Blaikie (Winnipeg—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
while the Deputy Prime Minister tries to dodge a bullet for the
Prime Minister, the government is preparing to shower protesters
in Quebec City with plastic bullets.

Does the Deputy Prime Minister not see that there are enough
allegations, counterallegations and lack of information that would
decide the matter once and for all? Unless the Prime Minister is
prepared to put that information on the table today or very soon,
thereisaneed for a public inquiry, an independent inquiry perhaps
headed by Mr. Hughes or someone like him of equal stature, so that
we can get on with the nation’s business.

The Prime Minister can clear hisname if that is what the facts do
and we can get around to talking about other things. Let the Prime
Minister do what he needs to do.

® (1130)

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the Prime Minister has answered fully in this House. | think the
hon. member should only blame himself. In trying to ask a question
without basis, when it comes to bullets, he shot himself in the foot
because there is no reason for an inquiry.

He is holding up the business of the country and is using
question period instead of doing what the opposition is supposed to
do, which isto ask questions on matters of importance and meaning
to Canadians. Let him bear the burden of that himself.

Right Hon. Joe Clark (Calgary Centre, PC): Mr. Speaker, the
Prime Minister has admitted that starting in 1996 he intervened as
Prime Minister with the Business Development Bank of Canada to
help secure a loan for the Auberge Grand-Mere.

The ethics counsellor has now confirmed that in the period 1996
to 1999 the Prime Minister took part, through his lawyer, in
negotiations for the sale of the shares in the Grand-Mére golf
course to Louis Michaud Investments.

Would the Deputy Prime Minister tell the House whether the
Prime Minister did receive money as a result of that sale of those
shares?
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Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
first, the hon. member is raising something that is not news. It
was reported that the lawyer for the Prime Minister was involved
in trying to get the debt in question settled that arose out of the
shares being sold. This was reported in the National Post on
January 23, 1999. | talked about this in the House in June 1999.
Thisis old news. It has been reported. The hon. member is trying
to develop something out of nothing and he ought to admit that.

Right Hon. Joe Clark (Calgary Centre, PC): Mr. Speaker, itis
a clear and irrefutable conflict of interest.

The conflict of interest code makes the Prime Minister the sole
judge of his own conduct. It is now clear that the Prime Minister
was simultaneously involved in lobbying to secure a loan for the
Auberge Grand-Mére and in negotiating the sale of shares in a
adjacent golf course, the value of which could have been affected
by these same loans.

Does the government believe that it is appropriate for the Prime
Minister to be the only judge of his own conduct? Would the
Deputy Prime Minister, as a senior minister in the government, do
his duty to parliament and to Canada and ask the Prime Minister to
absent himself from these matters? Would he take the leadership
that is within his grasp and call a public inquiry under the Inquires
Act—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. Deputy Prime Minister.

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
there is no basis and no reason for an inquiry. The hon. member is
wrong when he says that a conflict of interest has been established.
What has happened in just the opposite. A conflict of interest has
not been established.

| know the hon. member is desperate to keep himself afloat
politically, but he should not do that at the expense of the work of
this House. He ought to realize that his own desperation does not
justify what he is trying to do now. It is wrong.

Mr. Charlie Penson (Peace River, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, in response to a letter from the official opposition, the
industry minister sent Industry Canada officials to look at the
corporate registry of the Grand-Mére golf course.

Yesterday the Deputy Prime Minister told the House that he
would disclose the results of that investigation. It is time for that
disclosure to take place.

Would the Deputy Prime Minister stand up today in the House
and inform Canadians of the results of that inquiry and would he
table all the relevant documents?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the hon. member started off on the wrong foot because he has not
quoted me accurately as far as | can recal. | said that | would
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report on whether the relevant official had inspected the books of
the company in question.

| want to confirm that the official in question attended at the
office of the lawyers for the company in question. He took copies
of the documents. He is examining them. When he has completed
his examination, | am sure that the requirements of the law will be
complied with.

Mr. Charlie Penson (Peace River, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, it seems to me that there is a lot of foot dragging over
there, and | would like to know why. It seems to me that they are
buying time for somebody to concoct another new story to protect
the Prime Minister. What is really happening is that they are buying
time when it should not take any time at all to put those documents
on the table.

Since the Prime Minister has not been forthcoming with Cana-
dians about the Grand-Mére Golf Club, will the government
appoint a judicial inquiry, independent of the Prime Minister’'s
office, to investigate this very serious matter?

® (1135)

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
there is no basis and no reason for a public inquiry. Just because the
hon. member is concocting questions without basis, that does not
provide a reason for a public inquiry.

| ask the Alliance Party again, why isit in effect confirming that
the government and the Prime Minister are doing a good job in the
areas of the environment, the economy, the work of the human
resources department for children, on medicare and on a whole
range of other matters? In ignoring questions on these issues, it is
saying that we are doing agood job. | suppose we should thank the
Alliance Party, but it deserves no thanks from Canadians for
anything.

[Translation]

Mr. Michel Guimond (Beauport—M ontmorency—Cote-de-
Beaupré—Ile-d’Orléans, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the facts reported to
us today by someone close to the Prime Minister, Mélissa Mar-
cotte, are very serious indeed.

According to these revelations, the Prime Minister appears to
have been misleading the House for close to two years with his
responses relating to the nature of his interests in the Grand-Meére
golf club.

Will the Prime Minister acknowledge that misleading the House,
as he has done for nearly two years, constitutes contempt of the
House?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the Prime Minister has not misled the House. The insinuations
made by the hon. member in his question are incorrect and he must
retract them. They are totally unfounded.
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Mr. Michel Guimond (Beauport—M ontmorency—Coéte-de-
Beaupré—ile-d’ Orléans, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the Prime Minister
must be realizing that his lines of defence are failing one after
the other.

After his ethics counsellor, the RCMP, his buddy Asper and now
Mélissa Marcotte, the Prime Minister has no other choice but to
come and explain himself before the Standing Committee on
Procedure and House Affairs in order to clarify this matter fully.

Does the government leader commit to supporting the motion
the Bloc Quebecois plans to introduce for the Standing Committee
on Procedure and House Affairs to be convened so that the Prime
Minister, the hon. member for Saint-Maurice, may come and give
his version of the facts?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
insinuations are not facts. The hon. member is the one painting the
situation black, after the Prime Minister has clarified on numerous
occasions that there is no conflict of interest, because he sold the
sharesin question long before becoming Prime Minister. Those are
the facts.

[English]

ETHICS COUNSELLOR

Mr. Jim Abbott (K ootenay—Columbia, Canadian Alliance):
Mr. Speaker, the ethics counsellor stated in committee this week
that he had seen all the documents, and yet it is clear that he had not
seen the most important one, the share registry of the golf course.

Now the ethics counsellor defends his lack of due diligence by
saying that he is not an expert in corporate records.

Would the Minister of Industry fire the ethics counsellor, both
for mideading the standing committee and for incompetence?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
I will answer today for the Minister of Industry.

| do not think there is any basis for firing the ethics counsellor
who, as | said in French, is a distinguished public servant of long
standing and a person of integrity. He is doing a good job. Just
because the hon. member does not want to accept that, it does not
change the facts of the matter.

Mr. Jim Abbott (K ootenay—Columbia, Canadian Alliance):
Mr. Speaker, the facts are that the ethics counsellor is doing a good
job of trying to protect the Prime Minister, not his job as ethics
counsellor.

The industry minister stated that the name of the Prime Minister
was not on the shareholder registry, but it is. So much for trusting
that minister. We can no longer trust the words of the Prime
Minister. We can no longer trust the words of the industry minister
nor of the ethics counsellor.

When will the government call for an independent inquiry into
the Grand-Mére mess?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
there is no basis and no reason for an inquiry. The facts have been
brought out in the House of Commons by the Prime Minister
himself.

If the opposition parties did not think that the ethics counsellor
was a person of integrity who would do hisjob, why did they write
to him last fall? Why did they write to him a few weeks ago to look
into matters? By writing to him last fall and by writing to him again
just a few weeks ago, they are in effect admitting that they are
wrong in trying to attack hisintegrity. They accepted hisrole up to
the point where he refused to be their lap dog. That is the only
reason they are against him.

® (1140)

[Translation]

EMPLOYMENT INSURANCE

Mr. Paul Créte (Kamouraska—Riviere-du-Loup—Témis
couata—L es Basques, BQ): Mr. Speaker, Bill C-2 amending the
Employment Insurance Act is under fire.

The day before yesterday, the auditor general said that the
government should withdraw clause 9 of the hill, which would
allow the government to set the premium rate, thus making it legal
for the government to misappropriate billions of dollars of surplus
from the employment insurance fund.

Will the Minister of Human Resources Development act on this
request by the auditor general, an impartial player who condemns
the subterfuge that would legalize the misappropriation of the $30
billion dollar surplusin the fund? Will she withdraw this disgusting
clause?

[English]

Hon. Jane Stewart (Minister of Human Resour ces Develop-
ment, Lib.): On the contrary, Mr. Speaker. What the auditor
genera said about this particular aspect of the bill was:

So | think the bill buys some time to come up with a better way of calculating the
rates paid by the workers and their employers.

[Trandation]

Mr. Paul Créte (Kamouraska—Riviere-du-Loup—Témis
couata—L es Basques, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the minister can choose
the quote she likes. He aso said he would like the clause
withdrawn.
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Also, the Standing Committee on Human Resources Develop-
ment, which is very critical of Bill C-2, has unanimously agreed to
report other amendments to the employment insurance system to
the House of Commons by June 1 in order to permit real reform of
the system.

Is the minister prepared to act on the committee’s recommenda-
tions?

[English]

Hon. Jane Stewart (Minister of Human Resources Develop-
ment, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | would like to thank the standing
committee for itswork on Bill C-2. | understand it heard from over
60 witnesses so | can see why it would want to provide a
compilation of that information to the government. | look forward
to receiving it.

I would remind the hon. member that as a part of Bill C-2, we
commit as a government to continue to monitor and assess the
impact of the employment insurance provisions on Canadians. It is
what we have been doing in the past number of years and what we
will continue to do. Certainly the work of the committee will
inform that ongoing review.

MULTICULTURALISM

Mr. Richard Harris (Prince George—Bulkley Valley, Cana-
dian Alliance): Mr. Speaker, yesterday in the House the Secretary
of State for Multiculturalism and the Status of Women delivered
what could be called the most hollow of apologies for what she
termed a mistake. There was no mistake.

Her statement about a cross burning incident and a letter in
Prince George was in fact a well rehearsed fabrication. There was
no letter from the mayor, there was no cross burning incident and,
of course, it never happened in any city in British Columbia.

Could the secretary of state tell us why, in a callous attempt to
justify her own role, she chose to embellish among one of the
ugliest sides of our society? Why did she do that?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the secretary of state said yesterday that she had made a mistake
and offered atotal apology in that regard. | do not see why the hon.
member and the House should not accept her statement in the same
way we accepted the statement of his colleague with regard to his
phony radio interviews. If we accept the one, | think, in fairness,
we have to accept the other.

Mr. Richard Harris (Prince George—Bulkley Valley, Cana-
dian Alliance): Mr. Speaker, again, this was no mistake. This was
a well rehearsed question and answer. She knew what she was
going to say. She named the city of Prince George. She said that
there was a letter from the mayor of Prince George. The next day
she said, in her hollow apology, that maybe it was not Prince
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George and maybe there was no cross burning, but she till
maintained she had a letter.

Could the government instruct the Secretary of State for Multi-
culturalism and the Status of Women to produce that letter to the
House at the earliest possible date next week and to the media,
which | am sure is dying to see it as well?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
| repeat that the hon. secretary of state has dealt with the matter in
an appropriate fashion by admitting she made a mistake and
apologizing for it. When someone does this, the traditions and
conventions of the House are that the admission of error and the
apology are to be accepted.

If that is not the case, then we should not be accepting what the
Alliance member from Alberta said about his phony interviews. We
have accepted that. | think, in fairness, the Alliance people should
exhibit the same forbearance and acceptance of the apology and
admission of mistake of the Secretary of State for Multiculturalism
and the Status of Women.

JUSTICE

Ms. Judy Sgro (York West, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, my question for
the Minister of Justice.

As we see the Internet and technology continue to develop
dramatically, we recognize that this can pose a threat to our
children’s safety. Could the minister inform the House of the
measures that can be taken to further safeguard Canada’s children?

® (1145)

Hon. Anne McLellan (Minister of Justice and Attorney
General of Canada, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the hon. member raises a
very important issue. As we al know, the Internet and technology
can be used for good but also used for ill, in particular in the
exploitation of our children. That is why | was very pleased this
week to introduce Bill C-15 on behalf of the government, in which
we create a new offence of Internet luring.

In addition, we will modernize the criminal code so that no one
isunder any illusion or misunderstanding, in that the criminal code
will prohibit transmission and will prohibit making available the
exportation or the intentionally—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Burnaby—Douglas.

* k% %

MULTICULTURALISM

Mr. Svend Robinson (Burnaby—Douglas, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
my question is for the Deputy Prime Minister. The Deputy Prime
Minister, in reference to the shameful conduct of the Secretary of
State for Multiculturalism, pointed out that the member for Ed-
monton—Strathcona apologized for his conduct. He said the
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minister did the same thing. The member for Edmonton—Strathco-
na apologized. He was fired from his critic's job and sent to the
backbenches of that caucus.

How low does the ethical bar have to go? What standards exist
for the Prime Minister with respect to the conduct of ministersin
the government? Can a minister slander the community of Prince
George, acommunity that has won awards for human rights? Can a
minister lie to the people—

Some hon. members. Oh, oh.

The Deputy Speaker: Order, please. | would like to ask the hon.
member for Burnaby—Douglas, who is along serving member of
the House, to withdraw the word lie.

Mr. Svend Robinson: Mr. Speaker, | recognize the very serious
allegation that has been made, but quite clearly, in light of the
seriousness of the conduct of the minister and recognizing the
traditions of the House, | said the minister had lied with impunity. |
withdraw those words and say she fabricated.

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the hon. member’s assertion that the secretary of state fabricated
something deliberately is false.

If the hon. member is the kind of person he claims to be with
respect to integrity, he would admit that, accept that, and let us
move on to fight together against racism, to fight together against
discrimination and to fight for the issues | thought were important
to him.

| guess that is not the case, from the unfounded nature of his
allegations against an immigrant to this country, a person of colour
who has devoted her life to fighting against discrimination and
racism and will continue to do so.

HUMAN RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT

Mr. Dick Proctor (Palliser, NDP): Mr. Speaker, CPP disability
benefits are now so stacked against disabled Canadians that
advocates are stepping forward to help appellants and to restore
some measure of balance, but HRDC officials stand accused of
using extreme intimidation tactics against some of these advocates.

An Alberta advocate was denied access to accompany an
appellant into a hearing, while in Saskatchewan an anonymous
complaint to the law society that an advocate was impersonating a
lawyer turned out to originate in HRDC itself.

Would the minister confirm that these incidents have occurred
and tell the House what steps she has taken to ensure there will be
no repetition?

Hon. Jane Stewart (Minister of Human Resources Develop-
ment, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the CPP disability program is an
extraordinarily important one for Canadians.

Ensuring there is a process where Canadians can come forward
and their applications are reviewed fully and fairly is important. |
am glad to say that we have added numbers to our boards across the
country to ensure an increased expedition of these reviews.

If the hon. member has particular accusations that he would like
me to review, | would be glad to do that.

[Translation]

AUBERGE GRAND-MERE

Mr. André Bachand (Richmond—Arthabaska, PC): Mr.
Speaker, regarding the Auberge Grand-Mere, the Prime Minister
claims that he has not been a shareholder since 1993. We now know
that he was.

He also says *‘| was never personally involved in the transac-
tion”. We now know that this is not true.

Does this not justify a public inquiry to shed light on the whole
issue? Since this is the week for apologies, could the Prime
Minister not join the others and at least apologize to the House,
until we get a public inquiry?

® (1150)

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the premise of the hon. member’s question is wrong. The Prime
Minister was not a shareholder of the company after he became
Prime Minister.

As | just said, the hon. member is making insinuations that he
must retract.

[English]

Mr. Peter MacKay (Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough,
PC): Mr. Speaker, the Deputy Prime Minister is deluding himself
or he is being wilfully blind. We know the Prime Minister
maintained ownership and active control of the golf shares between
1996 and 1999, while actively lobbying the BDC to give aloan to
the adjoining hotel: help the hotel, help the golf course, help
himself.

The Prime Minister has misled the House. He has sullied his
reputation. He has breached the public trust. | call upon the Deputy
Prime Minister to set up an independent inquiry under the Inquiries
Act of Canada. Will he prepare to do that today?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
the hon. member is wrong. The Prime Minister did not maintain
control of the sharesin the relevant period. He sold them before he
became Prime Minister. The ownership of the shares was replaced
by a debt which his lawyer worked in consultation with the ethics
counsellor to have paid.
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My hon. friend is only sullying his own reputation by making
these unfounded allegations in his question. He started out with
a good reputation. After today it certainly is sullied.

MULTICULTURALISM

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, yesterday the Secretary of State for Multicul-
turalism sat silent while she let the Prime Minister defend her for
maliciously slandering the good citizens of Prince George.

It is unfortunate in the extreme that she could not have shown
such restraint the day before. On the contrary, she repeated her
alegations to the media but has yet to provide any proof to back
them up.

The truth is that the minister fabricated this slur. When will the
Prime Minister begin to hold his ministers accountable for their
repeated intolerance? Why has she not been stripped of her cabinet
post?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
I think the hon. member should be stripped of his critic’s position
after his unwarranted assertions in his questions. The hon. secre-
tary of state has recognized in her place in the House that she made
a mistake. She fulsomely apologized.

| notice that the acting mayor of Prince George said in a news
interview:
Well I'm very disappointed with her performance yesterday, but frankly Miss Fry

has done some very good work on multicultural issues and racism issues and |
appreciate that work.

The acting mayor went on to say:

—I would hope that they would look at the history and if it was simply a mistake
made yesterday, we should forgive her—

Mr. Jay Hill (Prince George—Peace River, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, the acting mayor aso said that her half-
hearted apology did not go near far enough. No wonder the Prime
Minister refuses to hold the minister for multiculturalism account-
able for her repeated outrageous statements. He is embroiled in his
own scandal. He continues to set a poor example for the entire
government.

Since he will not impose any discipline on his caucus, will at
least his cabinet colleagues call upon the minister to resign?

Hon. Herb Gray (Deputy Prime Minister, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
| think the hon. member should resign if he keeps making these
unwarranted assertions and slurring a minister who has devoted her
life to fighting racism and for multiculturalism. She spoke in away
that she agreed she should not have spoken. She said she made a
mistake. She apologized.
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| think we should all get together and join with her in the fight
against discrimination and racism. This is what the country needs,
not the unwarranted slurs and assertions of my hon. friend.

[Translation]

CANADIAN JOB CREATION FUND

Ms. Jocelyne Girard-Bujold (Jonquiére, BQ): Mr. Speaker, on
February 28 of this year, the Secretary of State responsible for the
Economic Development Agency of Canada for the Regions of
Quebec said in the House that the Canada jobs fund would be
transferred, in April, to Canada Economic Development.

But the Minister of Human Resources Development announced
the transfer of the fund to Canada Economic Development in June
2000, almost one year ago. In addition, we still do not know how
much was transferred.

Who is telling the truth? Where are the funds right now, and
what sort of amount are we talking about?

Hon. Martin Cauchon (Minister of National Revenue and
Secretary of State (Economic Development Agency of Canada
for the Regions of Quebec), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, indeed, it wasin
June of last year that my colleague, the Minister of Human
Resources Development announced that the Canada jobs fund was
wrapping up and that the regional development agencies would
essentially be taking over.

Since then, Human Resources Devel opment Canada has finished
analysing the final files remaining in the Canadajobs fund. We are
in the process of identifying the areas to receive these additional
funds, which will soon be given out.

What | can say is that this government has always tried very hard
to contribute to the regional development of the regions, notwith-
standing the position taken on several occasions by numerous
opposition members. We will continue to develop—

The Deputy Speaker: The hon. member for Jonquiére.
® (1155)

Ms. Jocelyne Girard-Bujold (Jonquiére, BQ): Mr. Speaker,
one year has gone by and nothing has been done. The criteria and
the funds were already clearly established at the time of the transfer
to Canada Economic Development.

Why did the secretary of state not make the funds available to
the regions immediately for the purpose of job creation?

Hon. Martin Cauchon (Minister of National Revenue and
Secretary of State (Economic Development Agency of Canada
for the Regions of Quebec), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the funds will
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soon be transferred to the various agencies according to Treasury
Board guidelines. Everything is proceeding normally.

But, right now, | am wondering about the position of the
opposition member, who does not believe at all in regiona
development. Recently, | travelled throughout Quebec to announce
funding of $103 million for the community futures development
corporations.

The member said that, in her region, this funding was pointless,
that it was too little, too late. Yet it is extremely beneficial for her
entire region in terms of job creation and economic redeployment
throughout her region. We on this side of the House believe in
regional development.

[English]

LUMBER INDUSTRY

Mr. Andy Burton (Skeena, Canadian Alliance): Mr. Speaker,
some large American forest companies own Canadian operations.
The American lumber coalition is asking these American compa-
nies to petition the U.S. government to initiate countervail penal-
ties against Canadian producers.

Would the minister responsible tell these American corporations
through his U.S. counterparts that he will not stand for Canadian
companies being held hostage by their corporate brothers?

Mr. Pat O'Brien (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for
International Trade, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the Minister for Interna-
tional Trade has been quite clear that the goal of the Canadian
government, and indeed of everyone involved in the lumber
industry in al regions of Canada, is free trade in softwood lumber.

Any action would have to be launched by the American govern-
ment. It has done this three times in the past to no avail. The
minister has been very clear on that. We will await the decision of
the American government.

Mr. Andy Burton (Skeena, Canadian Alliance): Mr. Speaker,
the minister has been buffeted by requests from various interest
groups for special treatment on the softwood lumber front. Howev-
er there is broad consensus for a return to free trade in softwood
lumber.

Would the minister accept this consensus and agree not to
initiate any action which will short-circuit returning to free trade
after March 31?

Mr. Pat O'Brien (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for
International Trade, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, with all due respect to
my colleague, he asked if the minister would accept the consensus.

The minister has led the effort to reach the consensus. The
minister met this week with lumber interests from B.C., from the
maritimes and from Quebec. He has met repeatedly with his

counterparts at the provincia level. The Minister for International
Trade has been the leader in building the consensus in Canada that
we are insisting on free trade in softwood lumber.

* Kk %

VETERANS AFFAIRS

Mr. David Pratt (Nepean—Carleton, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, my
question is for the Minister of Veterans Affairs. The Halifax
explosion remains one of the worst disasters in Canadian history
There remains a small group of elderly survivors that receive
pensions.

Could the minister advise the House what the government is
doing to ensure that these pensioners receive increases in their
pensions consistent with the cost of living?

Hon. Ronald Duhamel (Minister of Veterans Affairs and
Secretary of State (Western Economic Diver sification) (Franco-
phonie), Lib.): Mr. Speaker, the moment the issue was brought to
my attention, | asked my department to address it.

There is clearly a problem: the Halifax survivors, those who
receive pensions, are not keeping up with the cost of living. It is
addressing that at this very moment. There will be an economic
adjustment announced very shortly.

* Kk %

LUMBER INDUSTRY

Mr. John Duncan (Vancouver Island North, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, there is broad consensus for a return to free
trade in softwood lumber. Yesterday the minister said we need a
team Canada for softwood lumber. This pro-free trade team needs a
captain to unite and ignite the players. When will the minister name
this captain?

Mr. Pat O'Brien (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for
International Trade, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | like my colleague’s
analogy. Quite clearly the captain who has been playing very
efficiently at this game is the minister himself.

As| said earlier, the minister has met repeatedly with representa-
tives of the provincial industries right across Canada.

An hon. member: Name one.

Mr. Pat O’Brien: One of my colleagues says name one. The
minister has personally met with trade representative Zoellick and
very clearly outlined the Canadian position.

The government has an excellent captain on this file. It is the
Minister for Internationa Trade.

® (1200)

Mr. John Duncan (Vancouver Island North, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, this is not all about who will get credit for
doing what. We know the American lumber coalition constantly
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makes negative statements about Canadian forest practices and
policy, but it does not represent all U.S. interests.

For example, the president of Louisiana-Pacific has said that the
history and data suggest Canada would win a free trade challenge
on the merits. Canada also has major trade alies in consumer,
builder, lumber dealer and other groups in the States, so why has
the minister allowed our position to erode when there is so much
support for free trade?

Mr. Pat O'Brien (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister for
International Trade, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, it is really incredible for
me to hear the member make that kind of assertion. He knows full
well that the minister has gone across the country meeting with his
provincial counterparts. He knows full well that the minister this
very week met with representatives of the lumber industry from all
regions of Canada.

That kind of assertion is not helpful. | think the member ought to
bear that in mind as we seek to continue to have a united consensus
in Canada.

POINTS OF ORDER

ORAL QUESTION PERIOD

Mr. Richard Harris (Prince George—Bulkley Valley, Cana-
dian Alliance): Mr. Speaker, | rise on a point of order. During
guestion period, in a response to a question from the member for
Prince George—Peace River, the Deputy Prime Minister read a
quote from the acting mayor of Prince George, which he allegesis
an acceptance of the secretary of state’s apology.

| wonder if it isin order to ask the Deputy Prime Minister to
table that document and the source of the quote that he provided to
the House today.

Hon. Don Boudria (Leader of the Government in the House
of Commons, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | believe the hon. Deputy Prime
Minister was quoting from one of his briefing notes.

If that was taken from awritten document, such as a news report
or so on, | will attempt to retrieve it and table it in the House as
soon as it can be trandated, if such is the case.

Mr. Richard Harris: Mr. Speaker, | am asking for your
experience as Speaker. In the event that there was in fact no media
source to provide that quote for the Deputy Prime Minister's
briefing notes, would he be required to withdraw that quote in the
House, it being confirmed that it was in fact a fabrication in his
briefing notes as opposed to an authentic quote?

The Deputy Speaker: Respectfully to the member for Prince
George—Bulkley Valley, this proposition is hypothetical. | am not
prepared to deal with that situation.

Routine Proceedings

Right Hon. Joe Clark: Mr. Speaker, | rise on a point of order. |
wonder if the government House leader would advise the House
whether the Prime Minister intends to come here and make a
statement explaining his actions in the Auberge Grand-Mere affair.

The Deputy Speaker: | say to the very long serving member of
parliament for whom | have a great deal of respect, that is not a
point of order.

ROUTINE PROCEEDINGS

[English]

GOVERNMENT RESPONSE TO PETITIONS

Mr. Paul Szabo (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Public Works and Government Services, Lib.): Mr. Speaker,
pursuant to Standing Order 36(8) | have the honour to table, in both
official languages, the government’s response to two petitions.

® (1205)

COMMITTEES OF THE HOUSE

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS, NORTHERN DEVELOPMENT AND NATURAL
RESOURCES

Ms. Nancy Karetak-Lindell (Nunavut, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, |
have the honour to present, in both official languages, the second
report of the Standing Committee on Aboriginal Affairs, Northern
Development and Natural Resources relating to Bill C-3, an act to
amend the Eldorado Nuclear Limited Reorganization and Divesti-
ture Act and the Petro-Canada Public Participation Act. It was
agreed on Thursday, March 22, to report it without amendment.

HUMAN RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT AND THE STATUS OF PERSONS WITH
DISABILITIES

Mr. Peter Adams (Peterborough, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | have
the honour to present, in both official languages, the first report of
the Standing Committee on Human Resources Development and
the Status of Persons with Disabilities on Bill C-2, an act to amend
the Employment Insurance Act and the Employment Insurance
(Fishing) Regulations, with one amendment.

| thank members of the committee from both sides of the House
for their hard work on this piece of legislation. We received over 60
witnesses from all parts of the country. Members had to work very
long hours, often very late. | greatly appreciate their work on the
bill.
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Routine Proceedings
PETITIONS

POISON CONTROL

Mr. Garry Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Melville, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, | have a number of petitions from the
residents of the province of Saskatchewan who wish to draw the
attention of the House to the following.

Prior to 1992, concentrated liquid strychnine was available for
purchase by farmers for use in the control of the Richardson’s
ground squirrel. However, since 1992 Health Canada has restricted
the sale of strychnine such that it is only available in a premixed
form, with the amount of strychnine limited to .4%.

The alowable limits for strychnine have greatly reduced the
effectiveness of the poison, resulting in populations of the Richard-
son’s ground squirrel increasing. A great dea of crop and hay
damage is caused by this ground squirrel. It is very costly to
farmers in lost productivity, equipment repairs and injury to
livestock.

The petitioners are asking parliament to amend the relevant
regulations so as to permit the sale of concentrated liquid strych-
nine to registered farmers until such a time as an effective
alternative can be found.

IRAQ

Mr. Svend Robinson (Burnaby—Douglas, NDP): Mr. Speaker,
| have the honour to table a petition today which deals with the very
serious issue of the devastating impact of the United Nations
sanctions on the people of Irag.

The petitioners note that these sanctions have been condemned
by former UN humanitarian co-ordinator, Denis Halliday, as being
tantamount to genocide. They note that the House of Commons
standing committee on foreign affairs has unanimoudly called for
the lifting of these economic sanctions.

The petitioners call on the House to urgently pursue the rapid
lifting of the economic sanctions on Iraq. They include Linda
Morgan and the campaign to end sanctions against the people of
Irag. They have done an outstanding job in bringing the matter to
the attention of the people of Canada.

[Tranglation]
EMPLOYMENT INSURANCE

Mr. Yvon Godin (Acadie—Bathurst, NDP): Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to present a petition signed by over 300 constituents from
my riding, who are asking the Canadian government to use the
employment insurance surplus for other purposes.

Therefore, the petitioners call for the creation of an independent
El fund and ask that access to the benefits and the benefit period be
improved upon to ensure that a significant majority of the
unemployed in Canada get adequate El benefits.

[English]
VIA RAIL

Mr. Peter Adams (Peterborough, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | rise to
present another petition from citizens of the Peterborough area who
are keen to re-establish a VIA Rail link between our community
and Toronto. The petitioners point out there are great environmen-
tal benefits to this link, reduced emissions being important among
them.

They also point out great cost savings between the rail service
and equivalent road services and the economic benefits that would
occur in Peterborough as a result of the employment mobility of
residents in our community and as a result of making the greater
Peterborough area more accessible as a tourist and educational
destination.

They call upon parliament to authorize the re-establishment of a
VIA Rail link between Toronto and Peterborough.

® (1210)
KIDNEY DISEASE

Mr. Peter Adams (Peterborough, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | have a
petition here signed by hundreds of people in the Peterborough area
who suffer from end stage renal disease and by their families and
friends.

They note that those on kidney dialysis and those who have
successfully received transplants are grateful for those treatments,
but they point out that the bioartificial kidney, into which research
is going on at the present time, offers hope for much greater
mobility for those people.

They call upon parliament to work on and support bioartificial
kidney research, which would eventually eliminate the need for
dialysis or transplantation for those suffering from kidney disease.

| have another petition that also involves kidney disease. The
petitioners point out that this is a huge and growing problem in
Canada. They call upon parliament to encourage the Canadian
Institutes of Health Research to explicitly include kidney research
as one of the institutes in its system, to be named the institute of
kidney and urinary tract diseases.

* x %

[Translation]

QUESTIONS ON THE ORDER PAPER

Mr. Paul Szabo (Parliamentary Secretary to Minister of
Public Works and Government Services, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, |
ask that al the questions be alowed to stand.

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

REQUEST FOR EMERGENCY DEBATE

AUBERGE GRAND-MERE

The Deputy Speaker: The Chair has an application for an
emergency debate and | take note that it is signed by representa-
tives and actually House officers of each of the opposition parties,
so | sense there is a tremendous amount of interest and seriousness
to this question. | will begin with the hon. member for Pictou—An-
tigoni sh—Guysborough.

Mr. Peter MacKay (Pictou—Antigonish—Guysborough,
PC): Mr. Speaker, pursuant to Standing Order 52, | have given
notice to your office of our intention. | speak of our intention
collectively because, as you have noted, this letter to you is signed
by myself as a representative of the Progressive Conservative Party
and by the chief opposition whip, the deputy leader in the House for
the Bloc Quebecois and the NDP House leader.

Mr. Speaker, | submit to you that thereisavery real and pressing
need to have an emergency debate based on information that now is
in the public realm. This emergency debate would concern the
apparent failure of the Prime Minister to inform the House of
Commons fully concerning his relationship to loans given to the
Auberge Grand-Mére hotel. This information and this issue have
paralyzed the House and shaken the confidence of Canadians in
their government.

| urge you, Mr. Speaker, to give the opportunity for all members
of the House, including the Prime Minister himself, to come
forward to take part in afull and open debate so that there would be
commentary and confidence restored to government in this coun-

try.

| would urge you to accept this application for an emergency
debate. There is tremendous support for this application from
members on the opposition side, and | suspect that there may be
members on the government side who would support this applica-
tion. | respectfully submit to the Chair that it is very timely in its
nature and, if necessary, we would be prepared to debate this matter
immediately.

Mr. John Reynolds (West Vancouver—Sunshine Coast, Ca-
nadian Alliance): Mr. Speaker, | will just stand for a couple of
minutes and support my colleague from the Conservative Party in
this request of all parties on this side for an emergency debate on
this issue.

It is not too often | find myself in agreement with the Deputy
Prime Minister, but heis talking about getting back to the business

S 0.52

of this country and what is good for Canadians. | think thereis one
way to do that, and that is a debate in the House today to get the
government to realize the importance of having an independent
inquiry into this issue.

We have the case where |, as a member of parliament, am
phoned by a long time friend of the Prime Minister. It has never
happened to me before. She was lobbying on one side of this issue
to ask me to get my leader to pull off the issue. Today sheis saying
“| feel |1 have been made a fool of and | am afraid | am going to
fired from my job for making this public”.

This is an emergency. It istime. | know that | myself and the
other members of the House would sit here al of tonight and into
tomorrow if we have to, because this is important business for the
country. We have to get it over with and we have to impress that on
the members from the government side. It is time to debate the
issue fully in the House and have an independent inquiry.

I know how difficult thisis. | have been a Speaker myself and
have listened to many petitions for emergency debates. However,
seldom did | see one where all the opposition parties were agreeing
on the same issue no matter what their political backgrounds were.
However, | think there is a desire on the part of all Canadians that
we in this House get down to this issue and get it over with.

® (1215)

[Translation]

Ms. Caroline St-Hilaire (Longueuil, BQ): Mr. Speaker, the
Bloc Quebecois supports the Progressive Conservative Party and
the Canadian Alliance on the importance of having an emergency
debate.

I remind hon. members that, by virtue of Standing Order
52(6)a), an emergency debate must meet the following conditions,
one in particular which | will quote:

a) the matter [—]must relate to a genuine emergency [—]

| believe that today, in light of what we have learned—and the
demonstration we have had for the past few months, not to say the
past two years—there are indeed grounds for an emergency debate
so that the Prime Minister may explain himself.

I remind hon. members that, to summarize the situation, the
Prime Minister has misled the House. He has misled the public, and
that is serious. He has taken refuge behind an ethics counsellor
who, by his own admission, does not even have the ability to
exonerate him.

Itis clear that thereis a perceived conflict of interest, blindingly
clear. The Prime Minister must explain himself before the House,
and this serious matter, which casts doubt on the very capacity of
the Prime Minister to govern this country, must be debated and
debated now.
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S 0.52

For your information, Mr. Speaker, | would like to quote briefly
from the Marleau and Montpetit, page 589, regarding precedent in
cases like this:

However, in one exceptional circumstance, an application was approved for an
emergency debate on ““the sudden and unexpected revelation of events which [had)]
taken place in the past, in that they might precipitate a course of conduct which, if
alowed to continue unchecked, would certainly classify itself as an emergency and a
matter of urgent consideration.”

Further on a specific case is cited:

This refers to revelations made by the Solicitor General in the House on October
28, 1977, concerning illegal actions committed by the national security forces of the
RCMPin 1973. This matter was referred to the McDonald Royal Commission and to
the Attorney General of Quebec.

Therefore, | am calling for support in this request so there will
indeed be an emergency debate, given the urgency of the situation.

[English]

Mr. Bill Blaikie (Winnipeg—Transcona, NDP): Mr. Speaker, |
rise in support of the request for an emergency debate with respect
to what we have learned further today with respect to the whole
controversy over the Prime Minister’s relationship with the Grand-
Mére Inn and the Grand-Mere golf course.

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that what constitutes an argument
for an emergency debate is whether or not an issue is of such
importance, and whether or not the country and parliament is
seized of it in such a way, that unless it is dealt with we cannot
move on. It is something that is so much on the minds of all
members of parliament that unless we deal with it we cannot move
on and deal with all the other issues that we have before us.

By the government’s own admission, not just an opposition
claim, we are now at that state of affairs that unless we have a
proper clearing of the air with respect to this issue, unless we can
hear in detail and at some length from the Prime Minister or from
others who want to make his case and from others who have other
claims to make, the House is basically in a state of paralysis.

It is not something that | welcome, and | think the behaviour of
my party over the last several weeks would justify mein saying so.
We would like to deal with other things, but the Prime Minister, by
not being willing to produce documents and by not being willing to
tell the whole story, has created a situation in which we now plead,
first of al, with the Prime Minister, but in this context, with you,
Mr. Speaker, to create a situation in which this matter can be dealt
with. Through your decision, Mr. Speaker, you can do what the
government appears unwilling to do. It is not that we are asking
you to do the government’s work here, because that would be unfair
and unjustified, and you would be right to refuse it. We are asking
you to do something for parliament and the country, to create an
opportunity in which we no longer have to spend question period
after question period trying to get this whole story out, but rather

let us have a special emergency debate, let us have everything on
the table and hopefully get this behind us.

® (1220)

Mrs. Diane Ablonczy (Calgary—Nose Hill, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, | would just quickly add that | agree with my
colleagues in the House. | would point out to the Chair that this
meatter has been a question in the House for over two years now and
it is time to clear the air.

It is very serious when the head of state is under this kind of
cloud, rightly or wrongly. | believe we need an objective and
trusted person from outside to investigate this. If the House itself
were to deal with this as a serious matter before our institutions and
our people, that would be the responsible and proper thing to do.

Two years is long enough. We need to get to the bottom of this
and clear it up.

Mr. Mac Harb (Ottawa Centre, Lib.): Mr. Speaker, | cannot
believe what | am hearing today. The opposition is creating an issue
that, frankly, does not exist.

It has had an opportunity to debate this issue for over two years
now in question period. It has had the opportunity to debate this
issue during an election campaign. It has had an opportunity to
debate this issue on the Canadian Broadcasting Corporation sta-
tion, aswell asin the media. It has been holding news conferences
day in and day out. It has had ample opportunity to bring the issue
to the attention of the Canadian public. It has had the chance every
day between 2 o'clock and 3 o'clock to debate this issue.

The Deputy Speaker: | realize it was rather unconventional for
me to recognize a member from the government side when the
request for emergency debate came from the opposition parties,
and the House takes this matter very seriously, but clearly the
member was engaging in debate.

[Translation]

Mr. Yvon Godin (Acadie—Bathurst, NDP): Mr. Speaker, | am
pleased to rise today to take part in the request for an emergency
debate.

For two years, two years, two years—I| repeat it three times—we
have been wasting our time in the House of Commons on problems
created by the Prime Minister.

Once and for al this must be cleared up so that we parliamentari-
ans may come here and do our real work. As the Deputy Prime
Minister said, we should be here to do the work of the opposition
and do specific things for the benefit of our country.

That iswhy | agree we should have an emergency debate in order
to have done with it once and for all. If the Prime Minister has
nothing to hide, let him table the documents in the House and let
the thing rest.

The Deputy Speaker: | hope | have expressed clearly and
precisely the Chair’s view of the request by the opposition parties
for an emergency debate.
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| have listened to arguments from the members of each party
and, if someone has something new to add, | am prepared to listen
briefly. However, with due respect for each intervention, | would
ask for my colleague’s co-operation in not simply repeating the
arguments made to the Chair previously.

Mr. Réal Ménard (Hochelaga—Maisonneuve, BQ): Mr.
Speaker, there is something allittle different from what has already
been said that | would like you to consider.

On Wednesday we had a debate on reforming the standing orders
of the House. | believe it is very important to know that for the
course of events we cannot as members have confidence in this
institution if the Prime Minister himself is not prepared to answer a
number of questions on matters relating to integrity.

We assume he acted in good faith. We would like nothing better
than to believe that, but we will not have confidence in our role as
members if the Prime Minister does not make himself available to
answer our questions.

The Deputy Speaker: With all due respect, | am asking for new
subject matter. | do think that many points have been raised very

responsibly.
® (1225)
[English]

Mr. Garry Breitkreuz (Yorkton—Melville, Canadian Al-
liance): Mr. Speaker, | appreciate your patience with us here. |
would like to give a brief example of why this needs to be done
now.

| am reflecting what my constituents are telling me. Thereis an
emergency in agriculture. They want us to get on to that in this
House. They see that we tend to be fiddling while Rome burns. The
agriculture debate needs to take place and yet—

The Deputy Speaker: | do not want to diminish the seriousness
of the request made by colleagues on this matter. | plead respectful-
ly, if thereis not something new that has not been presented outside
the themesthat | have already heard, | will tend to be less generous.

[Tranglation]

Mr. Marcel Gagnon (Champlain, BQ): Mr. Speaker, | think
that you will view what | am about to say as sufficiently important
to be taken into consideration in your ruling.

I am the member for Champlain, which is the riding next to
Saint-Maurice. This is our region. The allegations which were
made this morning, the new information we have received, comes
from our riding and the neighbouring riding, from the region. This
business is beginning to weigh heavily on us, even economically.
The member for Saint-Maurice is not—

Government Orders

SPEAKER'SRULING

The Deputy Speaker: Order, please. | am now ready to make a
ruling. | would first like to thank all those who took part in the
debate on this request.

[English]

| obviously tried to signal what | consider to be the gravity of the
question when | entered into the subject matter acknowledging that
the request for emergency debate consideration was under the
signature of representatives of each of the opposition parties and, in
some cases, not to diminish others, but certainly the House leaders.

This is an ongoing issue and, respectfully, | do not believe that
the request meets the requirements of the standing orders at this
time.

GOVERNMENT ORDERS

[English]

CANADA FOUNDATION FOR SUSTAINABLE
DEVELOPMENT TECHNOLOGY ACT

The House resumed consideration of Bill C-4, an act to establish
a foundation to fund sustainable development technology, as
reported (with amendment) from the committee, and of the mo-
tions in Group No. 1.

Mr. Ted White (North Vancouver, Canadian Alliance): Mr.
Speaker, prior to question period, | was getting excited about the
perhaps waste of money that the government is proposing in setting
up a whole new bureaucracy to administer money or hand out
money that could easily be done through some other arm of the
government.

| would give an example to the minister if he would take the time
to attend some of the bacon and egghead breakfasts which are put
on by the Canada Council just about every month in this place. If he
had been in attendance at the one that was held last week, he could
have a met a professor from the University of Victoria who is
involved in environmental studies and is already studying the
environment and ways to help reduce pollution.

It is totally unnecessary to set up a whole new organization to
deal with this issue of environmental studies and technologies.

® (1230)

It is completely ridiculous and it is an excuse to spend more
money, make more patronage appointments and make the govern-
ment even bigger. It is, because there is a bit of a surplus of
taxpayer money, an excuse to spend. It is wrong to keep doing that
when it is other people’'s money. | gave some examples—
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Hon. Ralph Goodale: But he says he supports it in principle.

Mr. Ted White: Madam Speaker, the minister interrupts to say
that the critic supports the bill. We support the idea that there needs
to be technology development in conjunction with cleaning the
environment. Of course we support that aim, but the point | am
making is that there are divisions within the government which can
already do that without setting up another bureaucracy.

| worry about accountability. The problem with setting up yet
another bureaucracy is that there is hardly any accountability for
the ones that are there. | gave some examples from the Socia
Sciences and Humanities Research Council before question period
began. There are plenty of examples. There is the $38,600 for
history and aesthetics of television medical dramas in North
America. That is enough to make anyone sick.

The problem with the government is that there simply is no
accountability. Committees have difficulty getting information
about the way the government spends money. The Auditor General
of Canada has accused the government of moving money around in
the books in away that makesit difficult to determine exactly what
is going on.

The project that is taking place under the bill is just another
excuse to expand the government. It should not be necessary. It
should not be done when we can handle the project easily within
other arms of government.

| realize the government is past the point of no return and will
probably not withdraw the bill. In fact, | heard the minister say yes.
The problem with this place is it would not matter if 300 MPs said
it could be done more easily or more efficiently in some other arm
of government. Because he is in charge, he will ram it through
anyway and to Hades with the fact that it will cost taxpayers more
money.

I will close by saying that since we are debating motions for
amendments to the bill, I disagree with the motion put forward by
the Bloc because it would simply add to the bureaucracy by
involving the provincial governments.

[Translation]

Mr. Antoine Dubé (L évis-et-Chutes-de-la-Chaudiére, BQ):
Madam Speaker, it iswith pleasure that | rise in the House today to
speak to Bill C-4. | support the remarks made by my colleague, the
member for Sherbrooke, who is amember of the Standing Commit-
tee on Aboriginal Affairs, Northern Development and Natura
Resources, and who reported what he heard to us. We could almost
say that he reported what he did not hear since, except for the
minister and departmental officias, there were no other witnesses.

The Minister of Natural Resources told us before oral question
period that there would be a consultation process. | would like to
know if the bill is so perfect why there is a need for further
consultation once it is passed.

It does not make any sense. Usually, when the government wants
to introduce a bill, there is a consultation process which often takes
place at the committee stage.

There is something else, something important. If the government
really thought this bill was important, we know it would have
passed it a long time ago. We also know that this bill replaces a
bill—I think it was Bill C-46—that was introduced in the previous
parliament.

| deplore the fact that once again the government is bringing
back a bill that died on the order paper. Why did we have an
election last fall? | know what it did to me. | was about to introduce
a private member’s bill that could have been passed and imple-
mented before the election, but the Prime Minister decided to call
an election before | had a chance to do that.

Now this bill is coming back to us as Bill C-4 to do what? To
establish a new foundation. We could say yet another one.

® (1235)

Each time we in the Bloc Quebecois have questioned the
relevancy of a new foundation. Generally speaking why is a new
foundation needed? | took part in the debate on the Canadian Food
Inspection Agency, another government agency.

Let us remind members about the millennium scholarships
foundation. It was used by the federal government to interfere in
provincial jurisdictions and hand out scholarships, and yet educa-
tion is an exclusive provincia jurisdiction.

Now we have a new foundation to fund sustai nable development
and studies on new technologies. It is hard to be against a definition
of sustainable development like the one we have in this hill,
because it states the obvious.

The bill reads:

*“ sustai nable development” means development that meets the needs of the present
without compromising the ability of future generations to meet their own needs.

| am told that the budget of the foundation will be about $110
million. That is not very much for the kind of work it will have to
do, which is amost the equivaent of the program of the whole
government.

Going through a foundation is a different approach than the one
the government normally uses, either through its departments or
through agencies over which there is some control by cabinet, and
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therefore parliament, because we can ask the ministers questionsin
the House every day, ask questions and try to get answers to
understand the way things are done, why money was spent, and so
on.

When the government tries to justify the creation of a new
foundation, it tells us *“It is important for this to be done by an
organization operating at arm’s length from the government’”. At
first glance, this looks interesting, particularly since we wonder
sometimes, every day in fact, how certain departments operate.

It would be great if everything were at arm’s length, but we need
only look at the nomination process. The chair is appointed by the
governor in council, or the cabinet. Six members out of 15 are
appointed by the cabinet and the others are chosen by the ones
appointed by the cabinet. That is not very reassuring. Then the
members choose the officials who will be in charge of operations.
All thisis done in a very independent fashion, far from the usua
rules for hiring public servants.

Nobody is against sustainable development. Like all the other
parties the Bloc Quebecois supports sustainable development. The
provinces also support sustainable development. Quebec has
created a foundation, a specia fund to finance projects on new
technologies that do not impact on the environment.

Everything should be clear and all levels of government should
agree. According to information | got, the consultations dealt with
sustainable development and the objects and purposes, but not with
ways of proceeding, not with the structure. Thisis a new structure
will operate at arm’s length from the government but will be
controlled by the government, the cabinet, not by the department.
We know who is the boss in the cabinet right now; it is the Prime
Minister.

It is somewhat like the ethics counsellor appointed by the Prime
Minister and responsible for watching over him. Here we have a
process that turnsitself around and could be fairly dangerous, even
though it has noble objects.

® (1240)

Quebec has had for several years a foundation dealing with the
same kind of projects. It would be normal that the federal founda-
tion operate in co-operation with the provinces.

Thisis not so sure, since admissibility criteria are not defined in
the bill or their definition is so vague and so unclear that anything
or nothing can be done at the same time, notably things that are
already being done by provinces.

Those are the main reasons why | feel we cannot vote for this
bill. The bill itself, even taking into account the motions put
forward, raises so many questions that we cannot vote for it
because the hill is realy vague and unclear. On the contrary,
legidation should be clear, applicable and applied.

Government Orders

[English]

Mrs. Bev Degarlais (Churchill, NDP): Madam Speaker, | am
pleased to have an opportunity today to speak on the bill. However

| am also disappointed because of everything that has happened in
the House over the last number of weeks, and particularly today.

It is, without question, important that we invest in sustainable
development projects. | do not think there is any argument about
that. | have listened to numerous members speak today, and thereis
no argument that we need to invest in sustainability. What there is,
though, is a failure to have any faith in the government, the Prime
Minister or any process that takes away the right of parliament to
make decisions and puts that right in the hands of what is often
referred to as an arm’s length body.

Today | have cometo realize that in Canada there are probably as
many people who believe Elvisis till living as there are who have
faith in the Prime Minister and the government. | say that in all
seriousness. How can we have faith in the system anymore when
we cannot clear the air on something as important as our Prime
Minister being honest with us?

At atime when we should be investing in sustainable develop-
ment, we must wonder why they are setting up this body at arm’s
length. Nobody believes it is arm’s length anymore. For all
government appointments on every type of foundation or board or
whatever it sets up, there is always a rubber arm reaching in from
the Liberal Party or the Prime Minister’s Office with control over
it. No one has faith any more.

| appeared the other night on a CPAC show and | talked about
how we can encourage more young people to become involved in
the palitical process. | made a comment that people must have faith
in the system and believe the system works before they can become
part of it and see positive change.

Although young people and many other people are not voting,
they are involved in a political process. However it is a protest
process. They are involved in things outside the realm of govern-
ment. They no longer have faith in the government to follow
through with important changes that must happen in our society.

As someone who has had faith in this democracy for a number of
years, | have lost alot of that faith since coming to parliament. |
said the other night | was optimistic that we would see positive
change. Parliament met and had discussions on democratic reform.

It now seems it was all just a wash and was not worth anything.
Our Prime Minister is involved in a situation that has tainted the
whole process, and he does not come clean. That is all that anybody
is asking. If the proof is there it should be put on the table so that
we can get on with the business of the country.



2184

COMMONS DEBATES

March 23, 2001

Government Orders

® (1245)

We are starting to be seen like the affairs in the states where a
few times the presidents got themselves involved in some nasty
little to-do. Thank heavens it is not quite that bad, but we are
getting there. We are spending our time questioning the credibility
of our government, and in particular our Prime Minister. It is so

disappointing.

We cannot help but wonder why we do not put the money to
operate the board into the environment department. Why do we
have to set up another arm’s length board, pay aboard of directors
of appointed people once again, giving the implication that it is
only being set up there to have more money funnelled through
Liberal patronage?

We will have people involved in the sustainability industry,
business and some NGOs. However, as far as individual Canadians
who have an interest or the representatives of those Canadians in
parliament having any say over what will happen, it is not there.

We were recently talking about the Canadian Foundation for
Innovation. That is an excellent program. Even with that thereis a
question on how the money would be distributed to different areas
throughout the country. Parliament does not have any way of
saying that the way it is broken down has to be changed, so we have
to fight that out now.

There is no way that my party and | can support any foundation
or board that will be at arm’s length from parliament because that is
the bottom line here. It is not arm'’s length from the government
because its rubber arm just reaches in, gives a little tug and says
that this is what we will do. Nobody in Canada believes any
differently. | do not believe for a second that the Liberals believe
any differently any more. Even they cannot ignore it any longer.

We have reached the point of no return. If we do not clear the air,
we will be unable to deal with any issues and we will be doing
nothing for the democratic process in Canada.

The intentions are very good, as are the intentions of parlia-
mentarians. However it will not work if we are operating under the
type of rules the government is willing to accept as a credible
process. It is disappointing that we cannot support the sustainable
development fund based on the fact that we can no longer count on
the government to do what isright for Canada and what isright for
our country in general.

[Translation]

Mr. Paul Créte (Kamouraska—Riviere-du-Loup—Témis-
couata—L es Basques, BQ): Madam Speaker, it is a pleasure to
rise today to speak at report stage to Bill C-4, an act to establish a
foundation to fund sustainable development technology.

In other words, the federal government wants to get involved in
one area so that the concept of sustainable development can be
applied in several areas of our society and so that we can gradually
eliminate any development that does not take environmental issues
into account.

We all agree with this objective. | think we all want any future
development to be sustainable and to comply with sustainability
requirements. However this bill needs to be strengthened and
expanded. It requires some additional elements.

The first group of amendments deals exactly with that. These
amendments are designed to strengthen the rules for choosing the
evaluation mechanisms and the criteria for the projects funded by
the Canada foundation for sustainable development technology.

The proposed structure of the foundation leaves ample room for
laxity. Members of the board of directors will be appointed in part
by the government and those chosen by the government will then
appoint the others. With such a structure, we could very well see
projects being funded that do not necessarily meet the objectives of
the foundation but rather those of the government’s friends. This
needs to be clarified.

® (1250)

Let us not forget that the auditor general has denounced the
government’s custom of creating more and more foundations that
are not really accountable to the House since the cabinet ministers
in charge of them do not in effect control their activities nor do they
have criteria to ensure that projects were accepted correctly.

In the present case we would have expected firmer assurances
from the government that the money would be spent appropriately.
In fact, that is the main problem with this bill.

This bill does not take into account the fact that a fund has
already been created in Quebec for the same purpose and that it
would have been much simpler to give the money to Quebec in
order to increase the effectiveness of the Fonds québécois pour le
développement durable.

It is quite surprising to note that the bill defines the concept of
sustainable development but does not quite define the objectives of
the approved projects.

| even predict that one, two or three years down the road projects
will be denounced in the House as being absurd because they would
not correspond to the objectives of a foundation such as the one
considered for the sustainable development technology.
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| am therefore inviting the government to pay attention, to listen,
to study and to analyze the amendments proposed in this first

grouping.

They will provide us with precise criteria for the awarding of
contracts. We will have mechanisms for measuring completed
projects to see whether their bottom line has changed society,
ensured that the development was indeed sustainable, and saved us
from situations such as we have seen in the past, for example the
catastrophic groundfish strategy. That is one development in which
long term sustainable development was not taken into account.

Then there are far more subtle points relating to the whole
greenhouse gas issue. The foundation also needs to be looked at in
terms of its objectives. Will it give an equa opportunity to
provinces that already have measures and programsin place to deal
with the greenhouse gas issue?

| know that Quebec has aready done its part, while other
provinces have not. There is often a connection with their energy
production. They might turn to this foundation for more funds. This
does not mean, however, that people in al parts of Canada ought
not to be entitled to their share of the funds set aside. | feel that the
bill as it stands is too vague, too imprecise on these points.

We do not have sufficient guarantees that the effectiveness of the
program will be assessed. That is why we want the criteria to be
tightened up so as to ensure that by the time third reading is
reached the bill will have integrated the amendments required to
give it some teeth. It will then be possible, if ever the foundation
made a poor choice of projects, for funding to be taken back and a
warning issued to project managers to change their way of doing
things and to make sure the money goes to the right places.

Asfor the appointment process, we really have no guarantee that
three, five or ten years down the road the criteria will have been
applied properly as far as sustainable development is concerned.

In short, Bill C-4, an act to establish a foundation to fund
sustainable development technology, is a good and desirable idea.
However, it does not suit the Canadian situation because it does not
respect provincial jurisdictions. It does not reflect the fact that
Quebec is ahead because it already has its Fonds pour le développe-
ment durable.

The bill must be amended and refined to include many more of
the elements that would make it an effective tool to stimulate
initiatives in sustainable development so that, 10 years from now,
we can say that Canada has in fact made the shift to sustainable
development and that the foundation responsible for this has
reached its objectives by respecting the specific characteristics of
each region of Canada.
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These things are missing from the bill. Thisis why we find the
bill unacceptable in its present form. We ask the government to
support the first series of amendments we proposed. Others will
follow.

® (1255)

We hope that the government will accept our suggestions to
avoid having to come back to the House in one, two or three years
to completely rework the legislation or, worse, being faced with
scandals or outrageous situations.

[English]

Mr. Grant McNally (Dewdney—Alouette, Canadian Al-
liance): Madam Speaker, | will begin by saying that the Alliance
will not be supporting Mations Nos. 1 and 6 put forward by the
Bloc Quebecois for the reasons outlined by my colleagues.

It is worth repeating some of the difficulties that Motion No. 6
would bring to the legislation. It would bring provincial ministers
of the environment into all the discussions regarding the criteria of
eligibility and, in doing so, would introduce some different criteria
of acceptance into every province. The bill needs uniformity and
this would be a hindrance to that particular aspect of thisimportant
legidation.

If we were to pass Motion No. 6, or Motion No. 1 which is
similar, | think it would create more problems than the bill attempts
to solve. For that reason, we will not be supporting Motions Nos. 1
and 6.

Motion No. 10, brought forward by my colleagues from the
Conservative Party, is an attempt to curtail some of the vagueness
of the bill by introducing some €eligibility criteria. We are support-
ive of that idea

The purpose of the bill has been laid out and we are supportive of
the intent of the bill. We have some questions and ideas for
improvement in terms of how to implement the bill. We have some
issues with some aspects of the bill that | believe are worth noting.

| want to state that the Alliance is committed to protecting and
preserving our natural environment and endangered species. That
is very clear within our policy and perspective. We want to work
together with members from all sides of the House and the
government. We commend them for moving forward on good
initiatives that have to do with protecting our environment and
enhancing sustainable development. Those are good, broad and
genera notions to pursue which we support.

My colleague from North Vancouver pointed out some rather
glaring difficulties with the whole appointment process in terms of
governor in council appointments, which is an aspect of this hill.
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He highlighted, from his own experience, some wasteful instances
of taxpayer dollars being spent in ways that perhaps could have
been allocated to priority areas, such as health care, education,
reducing taxes and those kinds of very important priorities.

I want to talk a little bit about the appointment process that
would be created by the bill. | believe the chairperson along with a
minority number of directors and members are appointed by the
governor in council, who would then appoint the remaining
members to complete the 15 person board of directors. We do have
some concerns that the foundation could become a possible
patronage arm of the government.

We know that the government must appoint many people in
many different arms of the government, related agencies and
boards. We know that is areality, but we would like to see a process
that would have the most competent and trained individuals for
positions like that.

We have seen examples in other areas, not particularly this one
areathat has been brought forward, where appointments have been
somewhat questionable. We always raise the concern when the
issue is brought up within any legislation that there needs to be a
more transparent and accountable process in place for appointing
individuals to government boards or to arms of the government.

One example, of which | am very well aware and which
happened not too long ago, was the appointment of a former
colleague of ours here in the House, Mr. Sekora, who was
representing Coquitlam.

® (1300)

He was appointed as a citizenship judge. He made some rather
outlandish remarks in the House which are documented in Han-
sard. We are al well aware of them. It showed insensitivity on the
government’s part to appoint an individual who demonstrated a
lack of sensitivity on issues to do with immigration.

Even after the election he made comments that were rather
derogatory to immigrants in his own community. He was then
appointed a citizenship judge. His record seems quite contrary to
the kind of individual one would appoint to a responsible position.

The actions and past experience of that individual give usreason
for concern. We aso see, through another piece of legidation,
governor in council appointments where individuals appointed to
boards are perhaps not the best selection in some cases. That raises
concerns for us, and obviously we have the same concern with this
bill. We encourage the government to, and hope it will, select
individuals who are the best for the job in this area.

An hon. member: We will.

Mr. Grant McNally: | am glad to hear the minister say he will.
He is making the commitment in the House today to appoint
qualified individuals to the board. | thank him for that. We hope
that perhaps he can talk to the rest of his cabinet colleagues and

impress upon them the importance of doing so within their areas
and departments.

I will talk a bit about an environmental issue in my own
community. There are several. One has to do with protecting a very
sensitive area known as the Cod Island wetlands. It isin the Lower
Fraser Valley in the area of Pitt Meadows and Pitt Poulder. There
are individuals who are working hard to find a community solution
to the situation. They are trying to bring people together to protect
one of the most sensitive wetlands, and perhaps the only remaining
sensitive wetland in the lower mainland in British Columbia, from
being developed.

There is the potentia for that. An individual who owns the land
wants to turn it into cranberry bogs. It is his land and he has the
right to do so. However there is also concern that it be preserved,
and there are individual working on that. | encourage the govern-
ment to get involved aswell, and to look at how it might help out. |
have written letters to the Minister of the Environment and the
Minister of Fisheries and Oceans on the issue and | will continue to
encourage them to find community based solutions to protect that
very sensitive area.

The Alliance is concerned about the environment. We are in
many regards the party that wants to protect the environment.
Members from other parties want to protect it as well, and we
commend them for their efforts. We need to work together to find
commonalities wherever we can in regard to the bill. There is
agreement on some motions. We do not particularly support
Motions Nos. 1 and 6, as | outlined. However we do support
Motion No. 10. We will soon be debating other parts of the bill as
well.

It is an important issue to talk about in the House. Many have
said it will be the most important issue within the next generation.
We need to protect our environment. It will affect the future health
and well-being of al citizens no matter which area, province or
community they come from. We must be concerned. We must turn
our concern into workable action so that we do the right thing
together in a way that is not partisan.

® (1305)

We will have disagreements on how to implement aspects of
legislation. However we must work together on things we agree on
and have a clear debate about the things we disagree on. We must
do thisin an open fashion, as has been done in the House today, and
allow individuals to bring forward ideas and suggestions for
amending legislation.

Our critic has been very involved for along time with this issue
and has ideas and suggestions on how to improve the bill. | am sure
he has brought up his ideas at committee, and he will be bringing
them up in the House. We need to work together to make this a
workable piece of legislation.
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[Translation]

Mr. Réal Ménard (Hochelaga—M aisonneuve, BQ): Madam
Speaker, | am always a bit flattered when you refer to me from the
Speaker’s chair as a membre, in French. | aso know that the word
refersto very different realitiesin French and in English. However,
you can always count on me to stimulate the discussion, as far as |
am alowed to do in this House.

| feel abit spoiled to be alowed to speak on this Friday, not only
because the Secretary of State for Amateur Sport is listening to me
but also because | am doing so under the watchful eye of the
member for Sherbrooke, who has done an excellent job. | am sure
that al my colleagues join me in paying tribute to him for the
tremendous job he did in the committee to convey the concerns of
the Bloc Quebecais.

| am al the more confident because our former critic, the
member for Jonquiére, is close by and she is very knowledgeable
about this issue.

I would like to remind the minister that if everybody in this
House knows very well that there is a pink side to me, they should
also know that there is a green side to me and that the Bloc
Quebecois firmly believesin the need for governmentsto invest in
sustainable development.

This is not an easy issue, because | remember that at the
beginning of the 1990s, when the secretary of State for Amateur
Sport had not yet been elected to this House but was working very
hard to get here, we discussed the main recommendations which
were adopted by multilateral forums. Of course, the discussion
dealt with the damage to be expected from climate change.

This is why we do not question the necessity for governments,
the federal government as well as provincial governments, to invest
in this area. However we have a few questions about the way the
government intends to proceed.

At first glance this bill appears to be a positive initiative, at least
judging by its title, an act to establish a foundation to fund
sustainable development technology. One would tend to see this as
a rather positive initiative. However, if one takes a closer look at
the bill, one finds that it raises some concerns.

First, we should not forget that Canada has a national issue table
made up of various organizations dealing with environment issues.
These organizations, which are monitoring the issue of the environ-
ment with a truly admirable attentiveness, have said that a $5
million outlay is very little. In fact, in view of the studies and field
projects required to yield real results in our communities, some
$1.2 billion should be invested in the foundation. At the very least
the foundation needs $500 million for demonstration projects
alone.
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When we read the last budget speech announcing the establish-
ment of that foundation, we realize that the government has been
rather parsimonious. For a government which claimed the environ-
ment as one of its priorities, we cannot say that the finance minister
has really loosened the purse strings.

| am rather surprised and | sympathize with this natural re-
sources minister who has been somewhat ostracized when it comes
to budget matters. | know he would have loved to be able to make
an announcement in this House about a $500 million investment.
Unfortunately he will have to make do with a meagre $100 million
in the next few years.

As for the second concern, we know how foundations can be a
touchy subject.

® (1310)

The foundation in question will be composed of 14 members,
seven of whom will be appointed directly by the government.
Those members shall appoint the other seven members—eight with
the chairperson—of the foundation. Co-optation is clearly in
evidence here, but this process raises a number of concerns.

Why was it not possible, for example, for provinces to submit
lists directly? If this government had been realy serious about
co-operative federalism, the submission of lists directly by the
various environment departments or ministries—all provinces and
territories have one—could have been alowed.

It is a fairly common practice. | remember voicing the same
criticism when the hill creating the National Tourism Commission
was before the House. It is aways the same. For the sake of
transparency, the provinces should be involved in the appointment
process.

| remind the House that the hard working member for Sher-
brooke, who substantially increased his majority in the last general
election, tabled an amendment essentially requesting that the
various provincial environment ministers be involved in the pro-
cess. | hope the government will seize the opportunity to set this
straight, and to do for the environment what it did not do for the
National Tourism Commission.

This is one of our concerns. We hope the government will be
favourable to the Bloc's amendments.

| nearly made a terrible blunder. | want to take this opportunity
to wish all the best to my friend André Boisclair, the new minister
of the environment as a result of the recent cabinet shuffle in
Quebec City. He is one of the most talented members of the
government. He is arising star in Quebec palitics. To the member
for Gouin, with whom you might even have shared a common
electorate, Madam Speaker, and who is well known for his talents,
talents the Secretary of State for Amateur Sport might envy alittle
bit, | wish all the best.
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We know how much our fellow citizens value the environment.
Understandably so as the future of our society depends on the
environment. There are the issues of recycling, sustainable devel-
opment, climatic change, which must al be looked at.

| would like to digress a little to say that | hope the Secretary of
State for Amateur Sport has arecycling box in front of his home. |
know this program is available in all Montreal neighbourhoods. We
know how important green neighbourhoods are. | would not
understand if the Secretary of State for Amateur Sport would not be
setting an example.

This leads me to talk about the Quebec foundation which has
been in existence for a number of years. | see the Minister of
Natural Resources nodding. He will agree with me that this
foundation has a $45 million endowment. The Quebec government
maintains environmental know-how.

Let me remind the House that the Fonds d’ action québécois pour
le développement durable distributes its budget allowance between
four major components, four major priorities. | would like the
Minister of Natural Resources to carefully take note of these
components. He will discover that it would be quite possible for
him to transfer to this foundation the portion that should be
allocated to Quebec. He could send it directly, move it through the
Fondation québécoise pour e développement durable.

The first component deals with the integration and promotion of
sustainable development, for which the Quebec government has set
aside $19 million.

The second component is related to the carrying out of ecologi-
cal infrastructures and the enhancement of biodiversity, for which
the Quebec government has set aside $15 million.

 (1315)

The third component is most important in my opinion, but |
know there are mixed views on this. For me it is of the utmost
importance. It is the issue of experimenting with environmentally
sensitive technologies.

Incidentally, if we want new ways of doing things, if we want
Quebecers and Canadians to change the way they consume re-
sources, if we really want to establish new practices which have no
detrimental effect on natural resources, then obviously we have to
experiment with new technologies.

To do so, funding must be available to community agencies that
will conduct new experiments, on environmentally related technol-
ogies for example, at a cost of $7 million.

| see that my timeis nearly up, so | will conclude by saying that
although our party is pro-environment we believe that too many
jurisdictions are involved. | ask the Minister of the Environment to
support the amendments introduced by the member for Sher-
brooke, for the Bloc Quebecois.

Mr. Marcel Gagnon (Champlain, BQ): Madam Speaker, the
subject being debated today involves two great passions | have had
since | was very young and since | entered politics specifically.

We are talking about the environment. There is no doubt that the
environment means our future. There is no doubt that when we
speak of the environment it is hard to oppose the hill, because it
would appear to be opposing environmental protection when in my
opinion we do not protect it enough.

Thisbill isacasein point on the subject of democracy. | want to
take what my colleague, the member for Churchill, said a little
further. She said, “When | arrived in parliament, | had illusions. |
thought democracy reigned supreme in parliament. The further |
go, the more | realize democracy is under threat”.

My mentor in reflection in the area of democracy or palitics is
René Lévesque. | had the opportunity to work with this great
democrat, now recognized by one and all. Mr. Lévesque said ““If
there is one political value worth sacrificing one's life for, it is the
value of democracy” .

When | see how the government is wearing democracy away and
not using democracy—because democracy, as we know, is perhaps
one of the sole values that may be worn away and is lost when not
used—each time it is threatened, | see René Lévesque and | feel |
must react.

This government’s ever more closed administration is inexplica-
ble and unforgivable. We can see what it is doing in its closed
circuit as well. The only way it can enter an area of Quebec’'s
jurisdiction is by creating foundations.

When it wants to duplicate what is being done in Quebec, it just
establishes a foundation and goes ahead. If somebody objects, its
answer isthat it is just a foundation. However who is responsible
for this foundation? To a large extent the Prime Minister is. A
foundation obeys the Prime Minister and reportsto him. It also gets
its mandate from the Prime Minister, but the money still comes
from the taxpayers. | take strong exception to this.

With respect to the environment, for example, my colleague has
just explained that the Quebec government is putting in a big effort
and is doing a great job.

® (1320)

The day before yesterday in committee | asked the agriculture
minister a question about what Quebec is trying to do to make
agriculture and the environment more compatible, to improve
agriculture so that agriculture and the environment can go hand in
hand. The agriculture minister congratulated the Quebec govern-
ment on its efforts concerning the environment.
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If this democratic parliament has more money to spend on the
environment, it should go through the normal channels and spend
it through the Quebec government. It is aready there and it is
doing a good job on the environment.

| cannot even support the principle underlying this bill because it
is not democratic. The purpose of foundations should not be to
divert money from provinces and to duplicate provincial programs.

Today isavery sad day for me and for my whole environment. |
am the member for Champlain. My riding is located next to the
riding of Saint-Maurice. The member for Saint-Maurice, my
colleague in parliament, is the Prime Minister. Members know that
we have been talking for months now about what occurred in the
Prime Minister’s riding and in the riding of Champlain.

The Prime Minister argues that nothing wrong happened, but he
should turn his words into action and prove that nothing wrong
occurred. | am shocked to see that my neighbour, the member for
Saint-Maurice, is not even trying to quash the rumours when he
could easily shed some light on this issue simply by tabling some
documents. This is hurting the riding of Saint-Maurice, the riding
of Champlain, the whole region and our democracy.

| think we should act quickly. Members know that people living
in various ridings do talk to each other. People come to see me in
my riding office and tell me: “Mr. Gagnon, when will this stop? It
is starting to really hurt us’. Many of these people come from
Shawinigan—

Hon. Denis Coderre: Madam Spesker, | rise on a point of order.
It isnot the first time that the hon. member for Champlain has gone
off track. | think that the bill is very clear. It deals with the Canada
foundation for sustainable development technology. He should
stick to that if he wants to keep going.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): This issue is often
raised. We should perhaps give a lecture on chapter 13 of our
procedure and practice relating to the relevancy of debate, because
the same thing has happened severa times today.

[English]

| would like to bring to the member’s attention the relevancy
issue because it is an issue that normally on Fridays is raised very
often. Unless a member brings it to the attention of the Chair, the
Chair cannot act on its own.

In many instances the Speaker has indicated that a question
invokes the rule of relevancy by indicating to a member who has
been called to order, as the secretary of state has done in this
instance, the proper subject matter of the debate and how the
member’s remarks were irrelevant.
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[Translation]

| would like us to continue the debate on the issue before the
House. | do not wish to say that it is the hon. member’s fault only.
During debate, the Chair allows considerable leeway as far as the
issues debated are concerned. It is not for me to judge the content,
but | believe that we must also respect the procedures of the House.

Mr. Marcel Gagnon: Madam Speaker, | thank you and | thank
my hon. colleague across the way for having raised the issue of
relevancy. | thought my remarks were totally relevant, but | do
want to come back to the bill.

The matter of the riding of Saint-Maurice | was talking about isa
part of my immediate environment. When | speak about the
economy in my area, that is part of my environment. When we
speak about sustainable environment, | sense that certain people
are about to see their reign come to an end.

® (1325)

| must say that | will always be in favour of bills that really
favour the environment. | am against this hill, because it concerns
not the environment but democracy, which isthe basis of the life of
this country.

I would like to take this opportunity to congratulate a great
democrat who just took power in Quebec, Bernard Landry. | know
that he will work for the sustainable development of Quebec.

Ms. Francine Lalonde (Mercier, BQ): Madam Speaker, | know
| do not have much time as we have only five minutes |eft.

| rise once again to speak about the establishment of a founda-
tion by this government. The least we can say is that the rules
governing its establishment will not allow the public to know what
isgoing on. Neither will these rules allow the best interests that are
supposed to be served by this foundation to actually be served.

This is not because there is no environmental problem in
Canada. Thisis not because Canada is not having trouble meeting
the targets it agreed to in Kyoto; on the contrary. The stakes are
extremely high.

With regard to the recommendation made to the federal govern-
ment, instead of ensuring that the extremely necessary funding be
provided in a timely fashion to advance these urgent projects to
develop technologies to address climate change and pollution, the
government is embarking on the creation of afoundation through a
rather bizarre piece of legislation.

Essentially the bill has only one purpose, as stated in clause 5:

5. The objects and purpose of the Foundation are to provide funding to eligible
recipients for eligible projects.
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Its purpose is to provide funding for eligible projects. It would
be given an insufficient amount of money for the sustainable
development that is necessary. However the definition of eligible
project reads as follows:

‘“eligible project” means a project carried on, or to be carried on, primarily in

Canada by an eligible recipient to develop and demonstrate new technologies to

promote sustainable development, including technologies to address climate change
and air quality issues.

The only guideline to this foundation if this definition of eligible
project. However, and this is also disturbing, with respect to the
establishment of the board of directors, it is stipulated that there
shall be seven members appointed by the governor in council, that
is, by the government, on the recommendation of the minister, and
these seven members shall co-opt members in the other areas.

What do we see? We see a great danger that this would be a small
group of friends whose task would be to fund eligible projects.
These eligible projects are extremely wide reaching and we do not
even know if this will go in the direction of the commitments—

® (1330)

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): | am sorry to interrupt,
but the hon. member’s time is up. | remind her, however, that she
will have five minutes to conclude her comments when debate
resumes.

It being 1.30 p.m., the House will now proceed to the consider-
ation of private members' business as listed on today’s order paper.

PRIVATE MEMBERS BUSINESS

[Translation]

BELANGER-CAMPEAU COMMISSION

Mr. Réal Ménard (Hochelaga—M aisonneuve, BQ) moved:

That, in the opinion of this House, the government should recognize the
conclusion of the Bélanger-Campeau Commission, which proposed, in 1991, that the
National Assembly of Quebec adopt legislation on holding a referendum and the
offer of a new partnership, and that no federal legislation or regulations should be
incompatible with achieving this conclusion.

He said: Madam Speaker, | want to say how proud | am to speak
about the Bélanger-Campeau commission, since it will be 10 years
on March 27 that the commission tabled its report.

Before getting to the heart of the matter, however, | wish to
welcome a friend of mine who is taking a law course with me.
Twice aweek | attend lectures to be able to better understand the
bills that are brought before us. | know that, Madam Speaker, you
have a law degree.

| want to welcome one of my colleagues, Clément Bélanger, who
wants to hear today’s debate. | am glad he is here, even though | do
not always share his views on Canada’s future. | am very happy to
see him here.

First, as members will recall, the Bélanger-Campeau commis-
sion was created as aresult of the failure of the Meech Lake accord.
Speaking about that as a Quebecer, it is hard to forget that this was
the first time in the history of Quebec that a head of government,
Raobert Bourassa, asked for so little in terms of collective powers.

The 1987 Meech Lake accord, which the provinces had three
years to ratify, was based on five main conditions. They were the
minimum we could accept. Asking for less collective powers
would have reduced us to the status of a municipality.

There were five main conditions in Meech: that Quebec be
recognized as a distinct society and that this should be given an
interpretative value in the preamble of an act; that provinces have a
veto, especially with regard to changes to federal institutions; that
Quebec could submit alist of judges who, more faithful to the civil
law tradition, would be appointed to the supreme court on the
recommendation of the national assembly; that spending power
would be limited with regard to new shared cost programs; and that
Quebec would have its fair share of immigration quotas, that is
23% or 24%.

As we can see, this was much less than what previous premiers
had asked for. Members will remember that the Meech L ake accord
was defeated by two provinces, namely Newfoundland and Manito-
ba. Why should we remember the Meech Lake accord? Why should
we remember Bélanger-Campeau commission?

® (1335)

| felt rather happy last night to hear that the premier of Quebec
wished to bring the various studies up to date. Fifty-five experts, of
every persuasion, of every leaning, of every allegiance, tabled
submissions before the Bélanger-Campeau commission.

| want to point one thing out. It is incredible that it has to be
remembered, 10 years after the Meech Lake accord failed, that if
Robert Bourassa were alive and still active in public life, he could
not have held a referendum along the very terms of the Bélanger-
Campeau commission.

| want to remind my hon. colleagues, particularly those from
English Canada, that the Bélanger-Campeau commission is not a
trivial fact of our history.

When the federal government through the federal-provincia
relations office, run by the Privy Council, refers to the Bélanger-
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Campeau commission in its own documents, it refers to it as a
constitutional commission, which represents a moment of the
history of Quebec, the most intense moment of our collective
history, when we came close to having something similar to a
constituent assembly.

Thirty-six commissioners, 34 of whom are still alive, sat on the
Bélanger-Campeau commission, and everything that is stirring in
Quebec, everything that we love in Quebec, everything that thinks
in Quebec, was represented, including municipalities, school
boards, political movements, mostly from Quebec, and artists.
Everything that is stirring in Quebec was represented on the
Bélanger-Campeau commission.

In its conclusion the Bélanger-Campeau commission reminded
us that there are two major options for Quebec's future. Let me
guote in its entirety the main conclusion of the Bélanger-Campeau
commission:

Only two solutions are open to Quebec in redefining its status: firstly, making a

new, last, attempt to redefine its status within the federal system; and, secondly,
achieving sovereignty.

Ten years after the Bélanger-Campeau commission, after the
failure of the Meech Lake accord, after the failure of the Charlotte-
town accord and after the referral to the supreme court, | am telling
the House that the evidence is now there: Canadian federalism
cannot be renewed to further the legitimate aspirations of Quebec-
ers, and the only relevant, valid, appropriate and credible conclu-
sion is Quebec’s sovereignty.

A number of elements support such a statement. | was a member
of parliament in 1995; many members who are here now were not
back then, but | was. The Prime Minister had a motion passed to
recognize the distinct character of Quebec, a motion in which he
even gave Quebec a veto. What happened since 1995?

Whenever it was time to recognize Quebec as a nation, this
government always rejected what was passed in this House and
what was asked by the Bélanger-Campeau commission. What is the
point of adopting a motion saying that Quebec is a distinct society
if we cannot even be recognized for who we are?

Let me give some examples. The review of the bill on immigra-
tion and citizenship was a complex issue, since francophones
account for only 2% of immigrants in North America. Quebec hasa
citizenship policy. Whether we like it or not, from the moment
people can take part in democratic institutions, citizenship be-
comes a redlity.

® (1340)

During debates in committee and in this House, when we
reviewed the issue of citizenship and immigration, we tabled an
amendment requesting that Quebec hold its own citizenship cere-
mony because we al know the value of symbols. During the
ceremony we would have given new immigrants choosing Quebec
acopy of our charter of the French language, our Quebec charter of
human rights and freedoms and our elections act.

Private Members' Business

How did the government reply to that motion? It spurned it.
Through this lack of support for our request, once again, the
government was showing that it does not seriously intend to
recognize us as a nation.

What does Bill C-20 mean? Bill C-20 where the great democrat-
ic forces in Quebec isolated the government and reminded the
government that it cannot legitimately expect to write the referen-
dum question in lieu of the national assembly.

I remind members that if Robert Bourassa had wanted to hold a
referendum on the Bélanger-Campeau commission’s report, under
Bill C-20, and more specifically clause 4, he would not have had
the freedom to do so. | dare any member of parliament to prove to
me that it would be possible to ask atwo part referendum question
under clause 4 of Bill C-20.

Worse yet, since the early 1990s we have seen an unprecedented
attempt to deny Quebec's identity and reinforce the Canadian
identity.

The House might recall that in 1995, the year of the referendum,
the government did one of the most anti-democratic things that can
be done politically.

| see that the Secretary of State for Amateur Sport is being very
offhand about this. | ask him to remember that in 1995, the same
year in which was held the referendum under the referendum act,
René Lévesgue's greatest legacy, this government did not even
have the decency to respect the legislation in question. During the
referendum campaign it spent five times more than the authorized
ceiling in Quebec. Is that how it views democracy? It spent five
times more than was allowed.

Worse yet, it used citizenship courts to promote its political
option and to hand out vast numbers of citizenship certificates.

| believe in immigration because Quebec is condemned to be a
land of immigration. When we look at which countries take in the
most immigrants, Quebec isin fifth place. It isright after Australia,
the United States and New Zealand. Quebecers generosity and
openness is well known.

Can there be any justification for a government not only failing
to comply with the referendum act but also using citizenship courts
to issue 43,000 citizenship certificates, 11,000 of them in one
month? If that had been alasting trend, we would have noticed it in
1996, 1997, and 1998. In 1996 citizenship certificate quotas
dropped by 70%.

This is what is unacceptable in a democratic system. Instead of
maintaining the separation of powers between the legislative,
executive and judicial arms, instead of maintaining the historical
perspective required in discussions of such matters, this govern-
ment has breached one of the most time honoured principles of our
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democracy. It has used the judiciary to promote its political option.
This is not acceptable.

® (1345)

In Quebec there are three issues on which everyone agrees,
regardless of their political affiliations. Claude Ryan could call on
the spirit of such a collective opinion and the Bélanger-Campeau
commission has embodied them. What are these issues? Quebec is
a nation, and all nations have the right to choose their destiny.

These last few years the federal government has put in place a
formidable propaganda machine. Every year since 1996 the federal
government has spent, on average, $100 million a year on initia-
tives promoting federalism, $100 million of which a part surely
comes from taxes paid by Quebecers.

The intergovernmental affairs minister said yesterday, with his
usual outraged tone, that the government is not legitimate. The
government of Quebec, led by Robert Bourassa, held the first
constituent assembly of our history, at which al the political forces
were represented.

A certain amount of studies were made. It is the duty of the
government to update those studies because we will not accept to
be treated like a simple province because Quebec is not like Prince
Edward Island. It is not like Saskatchewan. It is not like Alberta.
With all the respect | have for their distinctiveness, they are not like
Quebec.

| see that my time has expired, but with the unanimous consent
of the House | could complete my speech in five minutes.

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): The member will still
have five minutes at the end because it is his motion.

However, is there unanimous consent of the House to alow the
member to continue with his speech?

Some hon. members. Agreed.

Some hon. members. No.

[English]

Mr. Bill Matthews (Parliamentary Secretary to President of
the Queen’s Privy Council for Canada and Minister of Inter-
governmental Affairs, Lib.): Madam Speaker, | have listened
attentively to the hon. member and | want to say that | am quite
pleased to be participating in the debate on Motion No. 220 which
has been tabled by the hon. member for Hochelaga—M ai sonneuve
and which reads as follows:

That, in the opinion of this House, the government should recognize the
conclusion of the Bélanger-Campeau Commission, which proposed, in 1991, that the
National Assembly of Quebec adopt legislation on holding a referendum and the
offer of a new partnership, and that no federal legislation or regulations should be
incompatible with achieving this conclusion.

The motion at least has the merit of providing us with the
opportunity to rectify certain facts and to set the record straight in
this debate on Quebec secession. The motion is clearly designed to
challenge the legitimacy of Bill C-20, which was passed last year
by Canada's parliament.

It is therefore necessary to respond to the motion by turning
again to the main arguments that were advanced in support of the
clarity act. | would first like to address the portion of the hon.
member’s motion that reads as follows: *that no federal legislation
or regulations should be incompatible with achieving this conclu-
sion”.

| find the hon. member’'s wording of the motion extremely
one-sided. It seems to imply for all practical purposes, and in a
manner that is simplistic to say the least, that the current Govern-
ment of Canada is trying to prevent the government of Quebec
from holding an umpteenth referendum on Quebec secession, an
option that it is attempting above al to camouflage through vague
hints of an alleged will for association.

How many times will it have to be reiterated that the current
Government of Canadaisin no way seeking to prevent the national
assembly from consulting Quebecers on any matter whatsoever?

It should be noted that a recent poll has confirmed that only a
minuscule proportion, less than 10%, of Quebecers want such a
referendum to be held during the current mandate, while 49% say
they never want one to be held, and 76% of respondents, regardiess
of option preferred, want Quebec to remain in Canada.

® (1350)

| would urge the hon. member to use his inside contacts with the
current government of Quebec and to remind Mr. Landry of these
facts, since to date he still does not seem to get the message.

Regardless of these considerations, | can only remind the hon.
member, who certainly cannot not have forgotten, that Bill C-20,
passed last year by Canada's parliament, in no way sought to
prevent Quebecers from deciding on their political future. As
respected a personality as Mr. Claude Castonguay emphasized this
point eloquently before the legislative committee studying Bill
C-20 when he said about the bill:

| did not see anything in this bill that limits the jurisdiction of the Quebec National
Assembly nor the right of Quebecers to decide their future.

Indeed, Bill C-20 in no way prevents the national assembly from
wording the referendum question as it seesfit. A future referendum
would have to be held in full compliance with provincia laws. The
clarity act merely specifies that the federal government will not
enter into negotiations unless a clear majority of Quebecersvotein
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favour of secession in response to a question as passed by the
national assembly and do determine, through a resolution, whether
the question is clear. It is very important that the question be clear.

| ask hon. members to remember that Bill C-20 was our response
to the opinion of the supreme court in the Quebec secession
reference which was issued in the summer of 1998. Like that
opinion of the court, it emphasizes the need to ask a clear
question—I emphasize again, a clear question—and to obtain an
equally clear mgjority.

| understand that some members opposite do not particularly like
the words clear question and clear mgjority. They find something
radically wrong with a clear question and a clear majority.

Paragraph 87 of the opinion specified states:

The democratic principle—would demand that considerable weight be given to a
clear expression by the people of Quebec of their will to secede from Canada, even
though areferendum, in itself and without more, has no direct legal effect, and could
not in itself bring about unilateral secession.

Further on in paragraphs 92 and 151 it states:

The continued existence and operation of the Canadian constitutiona order could
not be indifferent to a clear expression of a clear mgjority of Quebecers that they no
longer wish to remain in Canada.

The opinion referred to a clear question on numerous occasions
and the supreme court used the expression clear majority 13 times.
Why put so much emphasis on clarity? The answer is obvious: the
consequences of secession are so grave that it must be clear that the
province's population does in fact want to cease to be a part of
Canada. Let me say aswell that of course secession has very grave
consequences for other provinces and other people of Canada as
well.

A question that refersto the possibility of a political or economic
association is not clear, because if the response is favourable, how
can it be known whether it applies to independence, to a new
partnership or to a form of independence providing for some type
of association?

A clear answer to a clear question: who can be opposed to this
principle other than those who, not once but twice, have presented
Quebecers with vague, misleading options, with the sole objective,
as Mr. Parizeau boasted himself, of getting the lobsters into the
pot? Mr. Parizeau boasted publicly that all they wanted to do was
get the lobsters into the pot. We all know what happens to lobsters
when we get them into the pot. They get cooked.

I can well imagine the objections the Bloc raises in this
connection, just as | am hearing now from an hon. member
opposite. The Bloc maintains that the questions asked during the
1980 and 1995 referenda were clear. On the contrary, they were
nothing of the kind, because they referred to such vague, nebulous
concepts as association and partnership which, as| just pointed out,
tend to cloud and skew the issue.

Private Members' Business

To demonstrate the confusion generated by the question asked on
the last referendum, | want to refer to the statement made by
Professor Maurice Pinard before the parliamentary committee
studying Bill C-20.

® (1355)

In Professor Pinard’s own words:

In 1995, only about 50% of respondents realized that sovereignty did not
necessarily mean partnership. The others believed that sovereignty would not be
declared if partnership could not be achieved.

How can it be contested, in light of such figures, that the
referendum question put to Quebecers in 1995 was ambiguous
when its true significance escaped half the voters?

[Translation]

The Acting Speaker (Ms. Bakopanos): | would remind mem-
bersthat all questions and comments must be put to other members
though the Chair.

| would also ask members on both sides to be careful in their
choice of words. We must show respect.

[English]

Mr. Bill Matthews: Madam Speaker, it seems that my remarks
are striking a chord or a nerve with some members opposite. | do
not know why that is. | guess it goes back to the point | just made
that the referendum question put to Quebecers in 1995 was
ambiguous.

The significance escaped half the voters. How can the govern-
ment be reproached for requiring that in future such debate be held
in acontext of pure clarity? Is that too much to ask? No one on this
side of the House thinks it is. We want clarity. We want a clear
guestion and we want a clear mgjority.

In conclusion, | want to make one further criticism of the
motion. It attempts to paint a false picture of what the Bélanger-
Campeau Commission really proposed. One of the scenariosin the
commission’s recommendations was that a referendum on Quebec
sovereignty should be held. One would have to conclude that this
proposal runs counter to what is being touted these days by the
leader of the Parti Quebecois, who talks about some form of
confederative association without defining what it actually means.

The Bélanger-Campeau Commission also envisioned the possi-
bility of an offer, originating from the Government of Canada, of a
new constitutional partnership. Under such a scenario, Quebec
could and would stay within Canada. That is the true nature of the
partnership the Bélanger-Campeau Commission was talking about.
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Needless to say, it in no way corresponds to the meaning the hon.
member opposite wants to convey through his motion, which is
every bit as vague and misleading as the question put to Quebecers
in 1980 and 1995.

Quebecers aready have an effective partnership, one that works
very well. That partnership has a name, and that name is Canada.
Quebecers want to keep it that way and they are absolutely right.
The Government of Canada, and | cannot reiterate this strongly
enough, does not want to prevent Quebecers from making their
choice.

[Translation]

Mr. Scott Reid (Lanark—Carleton, Canadian Alliance):
Madam Speaker, first, | would like to say a few words about the
Clarity Act.

[English]

The question of the clear majority was mentioned by the hon.
parliamentary secretary. That provision of the law, it deserves to be
said here, is very unclear. It is important to point that out because
the law is often presented as a model of clarity. However that part
of the law does not specify what a clear majority would be. It only
says that we would hold hearings after a referendum has occurred
and after 50% has been achieved in deciding whether a mgjority
has been clear.

When | was a private citizen about this time last year, | came as
an expert witness before the committee looking at Bill C-20. |
made this observation and suggested that provision of the law be
changed. | regret that my advice was not taken.

| suggest, however, that what the government has done is given
more credibility to the 50% plus one model while taking away from
that sense of validity. The government has, therefore, in passing
this law, perhaps achieved the opposite of its objective.

I will aso read the motion we are debating today, because | want
to make a point with regard to it:

® (1400)
[Tranglation]

The motion reads as follows:

That, in the opinion of this House, the government should recognize the
conclusion of the Bélanger-Campeau Commission, which proposed, in 1991, that the
National Assembly of Quebec adopt legislation on holding a referendum and the
offer of a new partnership, and that no federal legislation or regulations should be
incompatible with achieving this conclusion.

[English]
That is not quite historically accurate. The last part of the motion

which follows the last comma does not accurately reflect what was
said by the Bélanger-Campeau commission in its report.

The Bélanger-Campeau commission made four pages of recom-
mendations. The four pages were primarily in the form of a

proposed law to be put before the National Assembly of Quebec.
Part of the proposed law, which was adopted by the national
assembly, called for the establishment of a parliamentary commis-
sion of the national assembly for the review of an offer.

I can find nothing in the recommendations that suggests no
federal law or regulation ought to be adopted contrary to those
recommendations or contrary to the offer to be made. We ought to
be clear that we are not debating an historically accurate motion
today.

The hon. parliamentary secretary had a good point when he said
that the real function of the motion was to suggest that the clarity
act was illegitimate. It is an awkward way of approaching it. If |
were to regard it as illegitimate, | would attack some of the
contents of the act, such as the part to which | just made reference. |
find other parts of the act to be quite valuable, particularly the
requirement that a clear question be asked.

The subtext of the motion makes reference to or hints at a
proposal put forward by Jean-Frangois Lisée in his book Sortie de
Secours. He proposed to put forward one part of the supreme
court’s decision in its reference, Renvoi relatif a la sécession du
Québec, and | will read the section:

[Translation]

A clear mgjority vote in Quebec on a clear question in favour of secession would
confer democratic legitimacy on the secession initiative which all of the other
participants in Confederation would have to recognize.

[English]

This has been read by Mr. Lisée as meaning that not only could a
proposal on secession put forward and voted upon by the people of
Quebec be taken to the Government of Canada as grounds for
mandatory good faith negotiations, but so too could a proposal for
some form of new partnership.

It is an interesting reading of the court’s reference and not one
the court intended. The court is always happy to make readings of
the constitution that bear no resemblance to the meaning put there
by the original writers of the constitution, so perhaps fair is fair.

It seems Mr. Lisée's intention is to have a referendum question
on a new partnership put before the people of Quebec, one that
would seem reasonable to the people of Quebec but would be
worded in such away that it would not appear reasonable to people
in the rest of the country. It would create some form of negotiations
that would be impossible to resolve, much like the negotiations that
took place during the Meech-Charlottetown period in our history.
This would cause the kind of crisis that the Parti Quebecois
government is having so much trouble generating on its own, no
matter how many comments about red rags are made by the
premier of Quebec.
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We must be aware that the subtext is in the motion. If it were a
votable motion, we would have good groundsto vote against it and
to reject its proposals. | also want to make reference to the fact that
there is something legitimate in what is being said.

I will turn to another group that is proposing changes to the
Canadian constitution. | am referring to the group led by Stephen
Harper, Ken Boessenkool, Tom Flanagan and others known as the
Alberta 6. In its open letter to Ralph Klein about two months ago, it
proposed that Alberta:

Use Section 88 of the Supreme Court’'s decision on the Quebec Secession
Reference to force Senate reform back on the national agenda. Our reading of that
decision is that the federal government and other provinces must seriously consider
our proposa for constitutional reform endorsed by *‘a clear majority on a clear
question” in a provincial referendum.

® (1405)

Referring directly to the premier, the group said:

You acted decisively once before to hold a senatoria election. Now is time to
drive the issue further.

It is saying that provinces need to have some sort of means to
force on to the national agenda issues which are currently only on
the provincial agenda but which are legitimate. That is alegitimate
point they are making.

That point would be equally legitimate in the case of the
concerns of Quebecers. Their concerns are unable to make it on to
the national agenda, largely because they get tangled up in the
whole question of separation versus remaining in Canada, and the
partisan divide that exists in Quebec, as it does everywhere,
because of our highly partisan political structure.

Referendums do break through that. We saw that demonstrated
brilliantly when we in fact had a crisisin the country. It looked as if
the crisis would drive the country apart. A referendum was held
nationwide in October 1992, largely because of the Bélanger-Cam-
peau commission recommendations.

Canadians realized that it was a great deal more complex than
they had thought it was. The issue was not simply a matter of those
rotten separatists, those rotten people in Ottawa or in the rest of the
country who would not listen to us and give legitimacy to our
positions.

We realized that the constitutional proposals offered were in a
vast unworkable package deal. A majority of Quebecers voted
against those proposals, as did a majority of people in a number of
the other provinces. The issue itself faded away and the unity crisis
that could have broken up the country also passed.

It is my own reading of that time. | was an active participant on
the no side in that referendum. We were in greater danger as a
country in 1992 than we were three years later in 1995 when the
provincia referendum in Quebec was held.

While | am a supporter of direct democracy, | am probably the
strongest supporter of direct democracy in the House, with the
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possible exception of my hon. colleague from Vancouver Island
North. Nevertheless, | have some reservations about this sort of
back door method of introducing the concept of direct democracy,
and of putting regional concerns through a referendum on to the
national stage.

| would suggest reasons for this kind of reservation by way of
reference to one of the great constitutional thinkers in the British
parliamentary tradition. | am referring to Albert Venn Dicey who
wrote the brilliant work Law of the Constitution in the 1880s. It was
then updated until his death in 1915.

He talked about the role of referendum and plebiscite in the
British parliamentary system and whether it was compatible with
the system. He suggested that the plebiscite, as practised in France,
was incompatible with it. This is the kind of referendum we are
talking about here. What he meant by plebiscite was: initiated by
government usually on some vague proposal as opposed to specific
legislation such as an order to negotiate.

By contrast, he suggested the Swiss model of citizen initiated
referendum on a specific legislative means. That would be the most
productive way of achieving the kind of goals that might unite us
all, including my hon. colleague who suggested the motion.

[Translation]

Ms. Francine Lalonde (Mercier, BQ): Madam Speaker, it isa
great pleasure to speak to the motion brought forward by my
brilliant colleague from Hochelaga—Maisonneuve.

The member has defended, with al the passion he is known for
and all his ability, recognized by al | am sure, the need to
acknowledge that Bill C-20 would have prevented Robert Bourassa
from holding the referendum he wanted to hold right after the
passage in Quebec of the act calling for areferendum in the fall of
1992.

® (1410)

This point has to be made. It is very enlightening. The members
feel reassured when they hear the government’s propaganda, when
they hear the government saying again and again that there are no
more problems in Quebec, that Quebecers do not want a referen-
dum.

A few months before the 1995 referendum, however, Quebecers
did not want areferendum. Yet they still went to vote, 94% of them,
and we all know what the results almost were. Canada had to resort
to those things that my colleague talked about to ensure that the
referendum would not pass.

| would like to point out that al thisis not awhim. | will not go
asfar back as 1760, but in passing | would like to remind members
that, when Lord Durham arrived here in 1838, he made this now
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famous statement *‘| found two nations warring in the bosom of a
single state”’. It would appear nothing has changed since then.

What Durham had understood and what we are still struggling
with, is that French Canadians had to be put in aminority situation
before the colonies could have responsible government. Once they
were in a minority situation, responsible government could be
granted. That is in fact what happened. Durham wanted to go
further; he wanted assimilation. He said it was for *‘the good of the
French Canadians who would for ever be carriers of water”.

Yes, Quebecers were reduced to a minority. For a long time,
Quebecers expressed their nationalism in various ways, including
wanting Canada to sever its ties with England, while the good
English Canadians were very attached, and many dtill are, to
mother England.

In the sixties, following the independence of the former colonies
in Africa, Asia, and the liberation of Cuba and South America, a
more radical nationalist movement emerged.

Daniel Johnson whose father, an Irishman by birth and a
contributor to Sinn Fein, did not speak French, ran for his party
saying ‘“My platform is equality or independence”. This was in
1965. His own father did not speak French; he was Irish. Because
of this, perhaps he had a better understanding of the fact that the
situation of French Canadians deserved, if they could not achieve
equality, that there be a national movement for independence. This
was Daniel Johnson in 1965. | urge members to read his book
again. It is excellent.

The movement that became the Parti Quebecois grew progres-
sively: in 1966, 8% of the votes went to the indépendantistes; in
1970, it was 23%; in 1997, 30% and in 1976, 41%. For the 1980
referendum, Mr. Lévesgue, who had really wanted this country, a
country associated with Canada, had to leave, not without having
entered into negotiations with Mr. Mulroney, who had just been
elected. Why? To regain the powers Quebec had lost with the
unilateral patriation of the constitution by Trudeau.

® (1415)

René Lévesque had to leave. Pierre-Marc Johnson was premier
for a short time. Who took up the torch to try at least to regain the
powers lost because of Trudeau? It was a good federalist, Robert
Bourassa. It was Robert Bourassa who led this negotiation. It was
Robert Bourassa who was premier when the Meech Lake accord
failed in June 1990.

What has happened since? We had the Charlottetown accord,
which was far from being clear. The Charlottetown accord did not
solve anything. In 1995 there was a referendum and the outcome
could not have been closer. One might think that everything is
solved. Come on.

There is something incomprehensible in the blindness shown by
the House of Commons and by the palitical classin Canada. There
is something absolutely incredible. As | said, thisis incomprehen-
sible.

When we go abroad, what seems the most incomprehensible is
the fact that, on Canadd's side, nothing serious was done after-
wards. Nothing serious was done in this House. There was a minor
motion that, somewhere, contained the word people, and another
motion that gave an extra veto to British Columbia, which would
make it even harder for Quebec to use its veto.

What my young and brilliant colleague wants to bring back in
thisHouseis at least afirst hour of debate on that substantive issue,
because Quebec will never leave on the ocean. We will aways
remain neighbours with Ontario and the maritimes.

Bill C-20 did not settle anything. Do not be lulled by it. It does
not settle anything because the desire for sovereignty, where
attempts were made elsewhere to crush it, has grown stronger. It
seems to me that this parliament should recognize—and this is
what my colleague’s motion is asking for—that this desire must be
allowed to be expressed unimpeded. But Bill C-20 is an impedi-
ment.

However, impediments never stopped this desire from being
expressed. My point is that parliament ought to realize that this
desire, this will be expressed.

The sovereignist movement in Quebec has been exemplary,
exemplary in terms of democracy. We should be regularly thanked
for that. We owe much of it to René Lévesque who, at the time of
the FLQ crisis, it must be remembered, said that as long as the
battle could be won democratically, violence was unacceptable.

René Lévesque remained steadfast. Finaly, the movement dis-
appeared. In fact, when all the police forces investigating the FLQ
pulled out, we realized that it no longer existed. But that is another
story.

What my colleague is pointing out, and | want to point out also,
isthat Bill C-20 is designed to prevent the people from expressing
its desire to be both sovereign and associated with Canada. | cannot
see how an illegitimate law will prevent that from happening.

® (1420)

Mr. Réal Ménard (Hochelaga—M aisonneuve, BQ): Through
you, Madam Speaker, | want to thank all those who have taken part
in this debate as well as the students who have listened to it. | do
not know the name of their school but | am impressed with the fact
that they are here on a Friday afternoon and | thank them for it.
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What we have to remind ourselves this afternoon is that Quebec
is in itself a nation which aspires to a different future than
Saskatchewan, British Columbia or Prince Edward Island.

| am grateful to the member for Mercier, whose well-known
knowledge of history has touched the member for Hull—Aylmer,
for reminding us that the sovereignist movement is based first and
foremost on a very strong attachment to democracy.

This attachment is so strong that three of the main leaders of the
movement have created political parties to ensure that their option
would be systematically submitted to an assessment and accep-
tance by the electorate.

Ever since the Bélanger-Campeau commission, it has been clear
that one cannot be both a Canadian and a Quebecer. Why is it
impossible? | must say that this has nothing to do with individual
friendships because, on a personal level, | have nothing but friends
here in the House. It is just simply impossible to live within a
system of government where all the provinces are considered equal
in fact and in law and, at the same time, to think that Quebec will be
recognized as a nation.

We cannot live under a government which unilaterally patriated
the Constitution, which forced upon us the Canadian Charter of
Rights and Freedoms, the charter that invalidated complete sec-
tions of our own Charter of the French Language, Bill 101, whichis
the main vehicle for securing public participation in our collective
culture through the French language.

Sometimes, incompatibility runs very deep, and Quebecers will
have to realize that. It is far from insignificant that, ever since its
creation by the former government, under Kim Campbell at the
beginning of the 1990s, the Department of Canadian Heritage has
constantly sought to strengthen the Canadian identity. In the 1990s,
the Department of Canadian Heritage commissioned three compre-
hensive studies that proved that we do not have in Canada any
national symbol that strikes a chord with all Canadians from seato
sea.

Multiculturalism must be a partial explanation. We think that in
our society all cultures should not be put on the same footing and
that Quebec will keep its distinctive character.

Private Members' Business

In the coming years Quebecers will have to make their choices,
with these issues and identity factorsin mind. | am grateful that the
premier of Quebec has reminded us that Quebec is a different
province and that it constitutes a nation.

The government can use al its propaganda machine to sweep the
national issue under the carpet. However, thisissue will periodical-
ly re-emerge for as long as Quebec will not democratically choose
to become independent. When we will have chosen to become
independent, we will be able to speak to each other as equal
partners, nation to nation, each controlling its own political space.

We know that the idea of partnership was always at the heart of
the sovereignist project, from René L évesque and Jacques Parizeau
to Lucien Bouchard and now, of course, Bernard Landry. We do
want to maintain our economic ties with our Canadian partner, but
we want to do it within a political frame that will recognize what
we are.

That is what the Bélanger-Campeau commission reminded us of.
The commission said: *“ There are two options’. The first was to
give Canada still another chance. Only Quebecers could believe
federalism could still be reformed, even after the failure of the
Meech Lake accord, even after our most basic demands were
rejected, even after the Meech Lake accord was rejected.

® (1425)

The Bélanger-Campeau commission gave this option a chance. It
has now become clear that the only fitting and democratic option
left to Quebecers is sovereignty, and we are convinced that it will
be achieved.

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

[English]

It being 2.25 p.m., this House stands adjourned until Monday
next a 11 am. pursuant to Standing Order 24(1).

(The House adjourned at 2.25 p.m.)
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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
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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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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 March 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 Mark Eyking Larry McCormick Paul Steckle (16)
Rick Borotsik Marcel Gagnon Dick Proctor Suzanne Tremblay
Garry Breitkreuz Rick Laliberte Bob Speller Rose-Marie Ur
Claude Duplain
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Cheryl Gallant Preston Manning James Rajotte
Diane Ablonczy Peter Goldring Richard Marceau Scott Reid
Peter Adams Jim Gouk Inky Mark John Reynolds
Rob Anders Gurmant Grewal Keith Martin Gerry Ritz
Roy Bailey Deborah Grey Philip Mayfield Jean-Y ves Roy
Leon Benoit Art Hanger Grant McNally Werner Schmidt
Andy Burton Richard Harris Val Meredith Carol Skelton
Chuck Cadman Grant Hill Rob Merrifield Monte Solberg
Rick Casson Jay Hill Bob Mills Kevin Sorenson
David Chatters Betty Hinton James Moore Larry Spencer
Joe Comartin Rahim Jaffer Lorne Nystrom Darrel Stinson
Paul Créte Dale Johnston Deepak Obhrai Chuck Strahl
John Cummins Gerald Keddy Brian Pallister Myron Thompson
Stockwell Day Jason Kenney Jim Pankiw Vic Toews
Odina Desrochers Mario Laframboise Pierre Paguette Maurice Vellacott
John Duncan Robert Lanctot Charlie Penson Randy White
Reed Elley Gary Lunn Gilles-A. Perron Ted White
Ken Epp James Lunney Joe Peschisolido John Williams
Brian Fitzpatrick Paul Macklin David Price Lynne Yelich
Paul Forseth John Maloney

17



18

CANADIAN HERITAGE

Chair: Clifford Lincoln Vice-Chairs: Cheryl Gallant
Dennis Mills
Jim Abbott Christiane Gagnon André Harvey Shawn Murphy (16)
Paul Bonwick Gurmant Grewal Loyola Hearn Caroline St-Hilaire
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: Inky Mark
John McCallum
Mark Assad John Herron AnitaNeville Stéphan Tremblay (16)
Jean Augustine Steve Mahoney Jerry Pickard Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Madeleine Dalphond—Guiral Gurbax Malhi Y olande Thibeault Lynne Yelich
Gurmant Grewal
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
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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 Héléne Scherrer
Paul Forseth
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Ken Epp James Lunney John Reynolds
Diane Ablonczy Brian Fitzpatrick John Maloney Gerry Ritz
Peter Adams Cheryl Gallant Preston Manning Svend Robinson
Rob Anders Peter Goldring Richard Marceau Werner Schmidt
David Anderson Jim Gouk Inky Mark Carol Skelton
Roy Bailey Gurmant Grewal Keith Martin Monte Solberg
Leon Benoit Deborah Grey Pat Martin Kevin Sorenson
Garry Breitkreuz Art Hanger Philip Mayfield Larry Spencer
Pierre Brien Richard Harris Grant McNally Darrel Stinson
Scott Brison Grant Hill Val Meredith Peter Stoffer
Andy Burton Jay Hill Rob Merrifield Chuck Strahl
Chuck Cadman Howard Hilstrom Deepak Obhrai Myron Thompson
Serge Cardin Betty Hinton Brian Pallister Vic Toews
Rick Casson Rahim Jaffer Jim Pankiw Alan Tonks
David Chatters Dale Johnston Charlie Penson Maurice Vellacott
John Cummins Jason Kenney Joe Peschisolido Randy White
Stockwell Day Robert Lanctot David Price Ted White
Bev Desjarlais Clifford Lincoln James Rajotte John Williams
John Duncan Gary Lunn Scott Reid Lynne Yelich
Reed Elley
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 Va 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
QOdina 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: Wayne Easter Vice-Chairs: Sarkis Assadourian
John Duncan
John Cummins James Lunney Jean-Yves Roy Peter Stoffer (16)
Georges Farrah Bill Matthews Guy St=Julien Suzanne Tremblay
Gerald Keddy Lawrence O'Brien Paul Steckle Tom Wappel
Dominic LeBlanc
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Ghislain Fournier Gary Lunn Gerry Ritz
Diane Ablonczy Marcel Gagnon Preston Manning Svend Robinson
Rob Anders Cheryl Gallant Inky Mark Yves 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 John Williams
Brian Fitzpatrick Dale Johnston Scott Reid Lynne Yelich
Paul Forseth Jason Kenney John Reynolds
FOREIGN AFFAIRS AND 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 Paquette
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 Hélene Scherrer
Eugene Bellemare Mark Eyking Philip Mayfield Werner Schmidt
Leon Benoit Brian Fitzpatrick Grant McNally Carol Skelton
Bernard Bigras Raymonde Folco Va 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 Eugene Bellemare Irwin Cotler Deepak Obhrai 9)
Colleen Beaumier Bill Casey Antoine Dubé Svend Robinson




SUB-COMMITTEE ON INTERNATIONAL TRADE, TRADE DISPUTES AND INVESTMENT

Chair: Mac Harb Vice-Chair:
Bill Casey Gary Lunn Pierre Paguette Bob Speller 9)
Mark Eyking Pat O'Brien Svend Robinson Tony Valeri
HEALTH
Chair: Bonnie Brown Vice—Chairs: Rob Merrifield
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 Dalphond—-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 Marcel Gagnon John Maloney John Reynolds
Diane Ablonczy Christiane Gagnon Preston Manning Gerry Ritz
Rob Anders Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Richard Marceau Jean-Yves Roy
David Anderson John Godfrey Inky Mark Werner Schmidt
Roy Bailey Yvon Godin Keith Martin Andy Scott
Carolyn Bennett Peter Goldring Pat Martin Monte Solberg
Leon Benoit Gurmant Grewal Philip Mayfield Kevin Sorenson
Diane Bourgeois Deborah Grey Larry McCormick Larry Spencer
Garry Breitkreuz Art Hanger Grant McNally Darrel Stinson
Andy Burton Richard Harris Réal Ménard Chuck Strahl
Chuck Cadman Grant Hill Rob Merrifield Myron Thompson
Rick Casson Jay Hill Bob Mills Tony Tirabassi
David Chatters Howard Hilstrom James Moore Vic Toews
John Cummins Betty Hinton Deepak Obhrai Stéphan Tremblay
Madeleine Dalphond—Guiral Rahim Jaffer Brian Pallister Maurice Vellacott
Stockwell Day Joe Jordan Jim Pankiw Judy Wasylycia-Leis
Antoine Dubé Nancy Karetak—Lindell Charlie Penson Else Wayne
John Duncan Jason Kenney Janko Peric Randy White
Reed Elley Robert Lanctot Joe Peschisolido Ted White
Ken Epp Wendy Lill James Rajotte John Williams
Brian Fitzpatrick Gary Lunn Scott Reid Lynne Yelich
Paul Forseth James Lunney
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 Degarlais Preston Manning Andy Savoy
Pierre Brien Jocelyne Girard-Bujold Dan McTeague Paddy Torsney
Scott Brison
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Ken Epp Mario Laframboise Joe Peschisolido
Diane Ablonczy Brian Fitzpatrick Gary Lunn Dick Proctor
Peter Adams Paul Forseth James Lunney Scott Reid
Rob Anders Christiane Gagnon John Maloney John Reynolds
David Anderson Cheryl Gallant Richard Marceau Gerry Ritz
Roy Bailey Yvon Godin 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 Réal Ménard Guy St=Julien
Serge Cardin Richard Harris Val 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




JUSTICE AND HUMAN RIGHTS
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Chair: Andy Scott Vice-Chairs: Chuck Cadman
lvan 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 Paquette John Williams
Stockwell Day Dale Johnston Charlie Penson Lynne Yelich
Bev Degjarlais Jason Kenney Joe Peschisolido
LIAISON

Chair: John Williams Vice—Chair: Susan Whelan
Peter Adams Charles Caccia Charles Hubbard Clifford Lincoln (18)
Mauril Bélanger Wayne Easter Ovid Jackson Jim Pankiw
Maurizio Bevilacqua Joe Fontana Nancy Karetak—Lindell David Pratt
Bonnie Brown Bill Graham Derek Lee Andy Scott

BUDGET SUB-COMMITTEE

Chair: Vice-Chair:
Bonnie Brown Bill Graham David Pratt John Williams @
Wayne Easter Clifford Lincoln Susan Whelan
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NATIONAL DEFENCE AND VETERANS AFFAIRS

Chair: David Pratt Vice—Chairs: 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
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 Dal phond—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)




Chair:

Bill Blaikie
Rick Borotsik

SUB-COMMITTEE ON PRIVATE MEMBERS BUSINESS

Carolyn Parrish

Garry Breitkreuz

Vice-Chair:

Michel Guimond

Marcel Proulx (6)

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 Degarlais Ghislain Lebel Alex Shepherd Tony Tirabass
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
L eon 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
QOdina 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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SPECIAL COMMITTEES

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON THE MODERNIZATION AND IMPROVEMENT OF
THE PROCEDURES OF THE HOUSE OF COMMONS

Chair: Bob Kilger Vice-Chairs: Don Boudria
Chuck Strahl
Bill Blaikie Michel Gauthier Peter MacKay (6)
STANDING JOINT COMMITTEES
LIBRARY OF PARLIAMENT
Chair: Joint Vice—Chair:
Representing the Senate: Representing the House of Commons:
The Honourable Senators
Gérald Beaudoin Carolyn Bennett Jim Karygiannis (22)
John Bryden Robert Bertrand Raymond Lavigne
Jane Marie Cordy Rick Borotsik Wendy Lill
Donald Oliver Marlene Catterall Gurbax Malhi
Vivienne Poy Brenda Chamberlain Jerry Pickard
Marcel Gagnon Louis Plamondon
Grant Hill Jacques Saada
Betty Hinton Darrel Stinson
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Brian Fitzpatrick Preston Manning John Reynolds
Diane Ablonczy Paul Forseth Inky Mark Gerry Ritz
Rob Anders Cheryl Gallant Keith Martin Benoit Sauvageau
David Anderson Peter Goldring Philip Mayfield 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 Peter MacKay




OFFICIAL LANGUAGES

Joint Chairs: Mauril Bélanger Joint Vice-
Shirley Maheu Chairs: Y olande Thibeault
Representing the Senate: Representing the House of Commons:
The Honourable Senators
Lise Bacon Jean—Maurice Simard André Bachand John Godfrey (25)
Gérald Beaudoin Eugéne Bellemare Yvon Godin
Joan Fraser Leon Benoit Rahim Jaffer
Jean—Robert Gauthier Gérard Binet Raymond Lavigne
Rose-Marie Losier—Cool Sarmite Bulte Dan McTeague
Jean—Claude Rivest Claude Drouin Benoit Sauvageau
Raymond Setlakwe Christiane Gagnon
Associate Members
Jim Abbott Paul Forseth Richard Marceau John Reynolds
Diane Ablonczy Cheryl Gallant Inky Mark Gerry Ritz
Rob Anders Peter Goldring Keith Martin Werner Schmidt
David Anderson Jim Gouk Philip Mayfield Carol Skelton
Roy Bailey Gurmant Grewal Grant McNally Monte Solberg
Garry Breitkreuz Deborah Grey Val Meredith Kevin Sorenson
Andy Burton Art Hanger Rob Merrifield Darrel Stinson
Chuck Cadman Richard Harris Bob Mills Chuck Strahl
Rick Casson Grant Hill James Moore Myron Thompson
David Chatters Jay Hill Lorne Nystrom Vic Toews
Joe Comartin Howard Hilstrom Deepak Obhrai Suzanne Tremblay
John Cummins Betty Hinton Brian Pallister Maurice Vellacott
Stockwell Day Dale Johnston Jim Pankiw Randy White
John Duncan Jason Kenney Charlie Penson Ted White
Reed Elley Gary Lunn Joe Peschisolido John Williams
Ken Epp James Lunney Louis Plamondon Lynne Yelich
Brian Fitzpatrick Preston Manning James Rajotte
SCRUTINY OF REGULATIONS
Joint Chairs: Céline Hervieux—Payette Joint Vice-Chair:
Jim Pankiw
Representing the Senate: Representing the House of Commons:
The Honourable Senators
John Bryden Sue Barnes Derek Lee (23)
Sheila Finestone Paul Bonwick Paul Macklin
Noél Kinsella Jean-Guy Carignan Lynn Myers
Wilfred Moore Joe Comuzzi Lorne Nystrom
Pierre Claude Nolin John Cummins Werner Schmidt
Michel Guimond Greg Thompson
Gar Knutson Ted White
Robert Lanct6t
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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